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Concept: Together, an environmental impact statement and master plan examine current and desired conditions 
and relationships in a systems-view of constituencies, context, and (built) environment. 

Cover Image:  “This image integrates the thousands of known molecular and genetic interactions happening 
inside our bodies using a computer program called Cytoscape. Images like this are known as network wiring 
diagrams, but Cytoscape creator Trey Ideker somewhat jokingly calls them "hairballs" because they can be so 
complicated, intricate and hard to tease apart. Cytoscape comes with tools to help scientists study specific 
interactions, such as differences between species or between sick and diseased cells. - Featured in the June 16, 
2010, issue of Biomedical Beat.” 

Image Credit: “Hairballs of data”. Keiichiro Ono, University of California, San Diego. NIH National Institute of 
General Medical Sciences. http://images.nigms.nih.gov/index.cfm?event=viewDetail&imageID=2749. 
Accessed 19 Jan 2012. 

Sustainability Statement. This document is printed on Sustainable Forestry Initiative (SFI) Certified paper. The 
SFI Standard promotes sustainable forest management in North America through 14 core principles that promote 
sustainable forest management, including measures to protect water quality, biodiversity, wildlife habitat, species 
at risk, and Forests with Exceptional Conservation Value. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH
 

BETHESDA CAMPUS
 

Responsible Official Daniel G. Wheeland 
Director, 
Office of Research Facilities Development and Operations 

For Further Information 
Contact: Valerie Nottingham 

Deputy Director, Division of Environmental Protection 
NIH B13/2S11 
9000 Rockville Pike 
Bethesda, Maryland 20892 
Phone: 301-496-7775 
Email: nihnepa@mail.nih.gov 

ABSTRACT 

The National Institutes of Health (NIH) is preparing a 20-year Master Plan for the NIH Bethesda 
Campus, which provides a planning framework for siting and development of facilities. The 
Master Plan is part of a broader long-term planning effort required by the Department of Health 
and Human Services (HHS). The NIH Bethesda campus is a 310-acre Federal Government 
facility located in Montgomery County, Maryland, in the Washington, D.C. metropolitan area. 
This environmental impact statement addresses baseline or existing conditions present on the 
campus in the year 2012/2013 and the conditions as proposed by the 2013 NIH Master Plan 
Alternatives. 

mailto:nihnepa@mail.nih.gov
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

GENERAL 

This Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) evaluates the potential environmental effects 
associated with the Proposed Action – Redevelopment Alternative, for the National Institutes of 
Health (NIH) 2013 Master Plan for the Bethesda Campus in Bethesda, Maryland. 

Three alternatives are under consideration: 

Proposed Action Alternative: for incremental growth, using obsolete research buildings to house 
administrative functions; replacing the unusable or outdated facilities with new facilities 

No Action Alternative 

Maximum Development Alternative: plan for maximum growth to meet currently assigned and 
future mission requirements projected through 2033 

The NIH 2013 Environmental Impact Statement was developed following guidelines in the 
National Environmental Policy Act (42 United States Code (U.S.C.) 4332 (2)(A)) and the Council 
on Environmental Quality regulations (40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) §1500 et 
sequential). Government review agencies, utility companies, NIH management and employees, 
residential neighborhood representatives, citizens, and interested parties were involved in the 
decision making process through a series of scoping and information meetings. Revisions to the 
Master Plan were developed in consultation with community working groups, which were open 
to representatives from residential communities and civic organizations near the campus. 

A public scoping hearing was held on February 28, 2012 at 6001 Executive Boulevard, 
Rockville, Maryland. 

MAJOR CONCLUSIONS 

The three alternative actions assessed represent varied levels of modernization and growth 
within the existing NIH Bethesda campus, which are needed to support the NIH mission and 
goals. Growth includes varied levels of consolidation back to the campus of workers currently 
located in NIH leased space elsewhere in Montgomery County, Maryland. As leased space is 
the largest single operating cost for NIH, the Master Plan’s intent is to reduce leased space and 
relocate functions back to government-owned facilities at a level that avoids additional negative 
effects to the local community and to the regional economy. New facilities proposed under each 
alternative are shown in Table 1. 

Based on the assessments of this report, the Proposed Action is for redevelopment. The basis 
for this conclusion is shown in Table 2, which summarizes the impacts of each alternative, and 
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in Table 3, which summarizes the mitigation measures for each these impacts. As these tables 
illustrate, the Redevelopment Alternative achieves NIH goals better than the No Action 
Alternative and impacts the surrounding community less than the Considered Action Maximum 
Development Alternative. 

PROPOSED ACTION 

This plan is the NIH Proposed Action in the 2013 Master Plan. The current NIH Bethesda 
campus employee and on site contractor population is approximately 20,594 people. The new 
employee and on site contractor population projected in the 2013 Master Plan for the Proposed 
Action, would be approximately 23,594. 

Executive Order 13327 Federal Real Property Asset Management is addressed in the 2013 
Master Plan, which also follows the Federal Real Property Council’s performance measures. 
These requirements focus on mission critical and mission dependent facilities. Secondary 
objectives include improving the condition and use of NIH facilities, and reducing the NIH real 
property lease portfolio. The Master Plan Proposed Action reduces the NIH lease portfolio by 
backfilling vacated obsolete research space on campus, with relocated administrative functions 
from leased space. Approximately 3,000 of these workers would be relocated from leased 
space in the Proposed Action. Some quasi-commercial research functions would remain in 
leased space off-campus. NIH plans to dispose of all unneeded real property assets. 

Approximately 10,000 personnel are housed in leased space in Montgomery County. Leased 
space is the largest single operating cost for NIH. The 2013 NIH Master Plan intent is to reduce 
leased space and relocate the functions back to government-owned facilities. NIH does not 
propose to vacate all leased spaces, as that would have a negative economic impact on 
Montgomery County and additional negative effects on the regional economy. 

The majority of NIH Bethesda Campus facilities are mission critical (76 percent), which means 
there are no tolerances for facility related failure or downtime. A significant number of NIH 
Bethesda Campus facilities do not meet the acceptable facility condition index (36 percent). A 
few of NIH Bethesda Campus’ facilities are considered functionally obsolete (5 percent) and 
additional facilities are considered marginally obsolete (11 percent). This assessment 
underscores the need for facility redevelopment and replacement. 

Proposed facilities and planning criteria are detailed within the Master Plan document, and are 
summarized elsewhere in this EIS. 

The principal actions proposed in the Master Plan Proposed Action are: 

•	 Relocate laboratories from older and historic buildings to new research laboratory 
buildings. 

•	 Convert Buildings 4, 5, 8, and 30 to administrative space. 
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•	 Construct an estimated seventeen new structures for administrative and support space 
for an approximate additional 4.5 million Gross Square Feet (GSF). This includes three 
new parking garages and the No Action Alternative new construction totals. 

•	 Stabilize approximately 500,000 GSF of space in the old Clinical Center Complex to 
prepare it for adaptive reuse, in addition to the 2,900,000 GSF scheduled to be 
renovated in the No Action Alternative. 

•	 Construct about five new buildings for intramural research. The new buildings are 
projected to be approximately 1.6 million GSF of new laboratory and research support 
space. 

•	 Continue upgrading and modernizing program for support utilities and infrastructure, 
particularly the Central Heating and Refrigeration Plant, campus steam, chilled water, 
and electric power distribution systems. 

•	 Replace housing and care facilities for animals used in research with state of the art 
facilities that satisfy modern design, accreditation, and program requirements. 

•	 Consolidate surface parking into multiple level parking structures. Maintain current 
agreement principles from the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between NIH and 
National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC). 

•	 Reorganize the physical facilities on campus to improve research programmatic 
functions, raise the aesthetic level or ambience, and protect older campus buildings of 
historic value. 

•	 Manage stormwater runoff through a site Institutional Stormwater Management Plan 
(ISMP) that would meet the new State of Maryland standards throughout the campus. 

•	 Construct expanded childcare facilities for employees, and other amenities for campus 
employees including small-scale retail and food services. 

•	 Demolish an approximate 1.5 million GSF including the Building 21 campus waste 
Treatment, Storage and Disposal (TSD) facilities included in the Proposed Action 
demolition. 

•	 Enhance the natural buffer zone around the periphery of the campus by removing 
surface parking and increasing landscape plantings. The zone buffers residential 
neighborhoods surrounding the campus from NIH facilities and activities. 

•	 Include the renovation, demolition and new construction totals of the No Action 
Alternative. 
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NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

This plan includes no net growth or change in employee numbers or facilities in relation to 
baseline or existing conditions. Current NIH Bethesda campus employee and on site contractor 
population is approximately 20,594. No new consolidation of workers from leased space would 
occur in the No Action Alternative. Facilities would be replaced or rehabilitated as necessary to 
maintain site functions. NIH is already committed to a number of projects that would be 
implemented under either the 2013 Master Plan the No Action Alternative or Proposed Action. A 
number of buildings are in various stages of planning, design and construction, and are 
expected to proceed. These projects are included in the No Action Alternative. 

MAXIMUM DEVELOPMENT ALTERNATIVE 

This plan is the NIH Maximum Development Alternative in the 2013 Master Plan. The new 
employee and on site contractor population projected in the 2013 Master Plan for Maximum 
Development Alternate, would be approximately 30,594 people. 

This Master Plan Alternative assumes that laboratories constructed during the mid-20th century 
on the NIH Bethesda Campus, would be replaced with new state of the art laboratories. Current 
older research buildings that can be adapted to new uses such as office space, physician 
offices, space for instruments, or systems biology are to be re-purposed. The maximum 
alternative, if pursued, would bring back to campus all leased laboratory and office space except 
for the quasi-commercial leases. Similar to the redevelopment alternative, the maximum 
alternative includes replacement and modernization of the campus waste transfer and storage 
facilities. This plan also calls for the replacement of Building-31 and Building-12 complexes. 

The proposed employee population increase at the Bethesda Campus would be 10,000 under 
this alternative. 

The principal features of the Maximum Development Alternative are: 

•	 Include the features and development from Alternatives 1 and 2. 

•	 Relocate laboratories from older and historic building to new buildings. 

•	 Demolish Buildings 4, 5, 8, 16 and 16A for new development. 

•	 Construct up to seven additional new buildings for administrative and support space, 
which would total approximately 2.6 million GSF, including parking structures. 

•	 The maximum development including the Proposed Action and the No Action 

Alternatives will provide a total of 7,084,498 GSF.
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SUMMARY OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

Proposed Action: Redevelopment = (No Action + Proposed Action)
	
Demolition: 2,225,807 GSF
	
New Construction: 4,451,798 GSF
	
Disturbed Site: 2,225,991 GSF (Demolition + Construction)
	

No Action Alternative 

Demolition: 80,960 GSF 

New Construction: 535,690 GSF 

Disturbed Site: 454,730 GSF (Demolition + Construction) 


Maximum Development Alternative: = (No Action + Proposed Action + Considered Action)
	
Demolition: 2,552,895 GSF
	
New Construction: 7,084,498 GSF
	
Disturbed Site: 4,531,603 GSF (Demolition + Construction)
	

Note: NIH proposes to provide protective redundancy to the campus with the addition of spare 

fuel tanks and water storage that would allow mission critical functions to operate in the case of 

emergencies. 


It is also important to note that not all of the growth and changes approved in the 2003 Master 

Plan have occurred and there are several implementation projects and programs currently in 

progress, which will be part of the No Action Alternative. Table 1 lists the new development and 

renovation proposed for each action. Following Table 1 is Figure 1, which is a colored 

illustration of the campus plan showing the campus development with new and remaining 

existing buildings envisioned by the 2013 Master Plan. 


Table 1 charts the three actions and the total square foot area affected by each alternative. 


Table 1: Proposed Development–List of Proposed New Facilities by
 
Alternative
 

Building Name # GSF Proposed 
Action 

No Action 
Alternative 

Maximum 
Development
Alternative 

Northwest Childcare 
Center N23 21,335   

Porter Neuroscience 
Research Center 35 514,355   

Cafeteria & Conference 1A 26,000  
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Building Name # GSF Proposed 
Action 

No Action 
Alternative 

Maximum 
Development 
Alternative 

NIH Data Center N7 118,664  

Central ARC N9 299,891  

Addition to CUP N11B 16,700  

Research N12 256,538  

Research Laboratory N14 774,504  

Police Station N18 45,000  

Radiation Safety & 
Process Laboratories N19 36,123  

Chemical Waste 
Storage N19A 6,300  

Mixed (MPW) Waste N19B 2,371  

Bio Medical Waste N19C 11,700  

Grounds Maintenance N20 22,218  

New IC Headquarters N21 601,039  

Research Lab N22 287,808  

Large Animal Center N24 10,391  

Building 40A N40A 46,200  

Natcher II A45 87,461  

West Satellite Switching 
Station 48 4,500  

Parking Garage MLP-N12 420,900  

Parking Garage MLP-N13 420,900  

Parking Garage MLP-N14 420,900  

New Administrative NF1 240,000 

New Administrative NF2 240,000 

New Administrative NF3 480,000 

New Administrative NF4 311,350 

New Administrative NF5 311,350 

New Parking Structure NMLP 525,000 

New Parking Structure NMLP 525,000 

TOTALS - NEW GSF 4,451,798 535,690 7,084,498 
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Figure 1: Development Site Plan Envisioned by 2013 NIH Campus Master
 
Plan
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Table 2: Summary of Potential Impacts Proposed Action; No Action 

Alternative and Maximum Development Alternative
 

Category Proposed Action No Action 
Alternative 

Maximum 
Development
Alternative 

Social and Economic 
Land Use 

Positive short and 
long impact expected 
economic impact due 
to construction 
activity in Proposed 
Action would have a 
significant long-term 
impact on the local 
economy with the 
state of the art 
upgrades to NIH 
research facilities, 
and private company 
infill of former NIH 
leased space 

Beneficial short-term 
economic effects to 
the local economy 
would be expected 
as a result of 
construction activity 
in the. This would not 
have a significant 
long-term impact on 
the local economy 

Positive short and 
long impact expected 
economic impact due 
to construction 
activity in this 
Alternative, which 
would have a 
significant long-term 
impact on the local 
economy with the 
state of the art 
upgrades to NIH 
research facilities 
and private company 
infill of former NIH 
leased space 

Environmental No disproportionate No disproportionate No disproportionate 
Justice impact to minority or 

low income 
populations 

impact to minority or 
low income 
populations 

impact to minority or 
low income 
populations 

NIH Traffic Impact NIH AM and PM 
traffic generation 
increases by 12.1 
percent with the 
addition of 3,000 
employees to the 
campus 

No significant 
increase in AM and 
PM traffic generation 
is anticipated 

NIH AM and PM 
traffic generation 
increases by 31.5 
percent with 10,000 
additional employees 

Intersection Impacts would be No Impact Impacts would be 
Congestion mitigated by BRAC 

planned 
improvements 

Anticipated mitigated by BRAC 
planned 
improvements 

Parking Maintain 0.50 parking 
spaces per employee 
ratio per existing 
MOU 

Maintain 0.50 parking 
spaces per employee 
ratio per existing 
MOU 

Maintain 0.50 parking 
spaces per employee 
ratio per existing 
MOU 

Buffer All parking removed 
from the buffer areas 

2.51 acres of parking 
would remain in the 
southern buffer 

All parking removed 
from the buffer areas 
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Category Proposed Action No Action 
Alternative 

Maximum 
Development 
Alternative 

Steam Demand Peak day demand 
increases to 
1,099,200 pounds 
per hour 

Peak Steam demand 
is 880,600 pounds 
per hour 

Peak day demand 
increases to 
1,204,900 pounds 
per hour 

Chilled Water 
Demand 

Peak demand 
increases to 71,500 
tons 

Peak demand is 
58,100 tons 

Peak demand 
increases to 79,492 
tons 

Electric Power 
Demand 

Maximum demand to 
92,100 Kilovolt 
Ampere (KVA) 

Maximum demand is 
74,300 KVA 

Maximum demand to 
98,000 KVA 

Peak Water Demand Peak workday 
demand increases 
from 3,840,000 to 
4,600,000 gallons per 
day 

Peak workday 
demand increases 
from 3,840,000 to 
4,040,000 gallons 
per day 

Peak workday 
demand increases 
from 3,840,000 to 
4,610,000 gallons per 
day 

Sanitary Sewer Peak workday 
demand increases 
from 4,410 to 5,708 
Gallons per Minute 
(GPM) 

Peak workday 
demand increases 
from 4,410 to 4,751 
GPM 

Peak workday 
demand increases 
from 4,410 to 5,725 
GPM 

Natural Gas Peak demand 
increases to 836,500 
cubic feet per hour 
(cf/hr) 

Peak demand 
remains 739,500 
cf/hr 

Peak demand 
increases to 934,500 
cf/hr 

Noise 
Traffic Equivalent 

Continuous Sound 
Level (Leq) noise 
levels assumed to 
increase by 2 dBA or 
less (Expression of 
A-weighted Decibels 
(dBA) measures the 
relative loudness of 
sound) 

Leq noise levels 
assumed to increase 
by 2 dBA or less 

Leq noise levels 
assumed to increase 
by 2 dBA or less 

Parking No impact anticipated 
as new garages are 
provided for the staff 
increase 

No impact 
anticipated 

No impact anticipated 
as new garages are 
provided for the staff 
increase 
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Category Proposed Action No Action 
Alternative 

Maximum 
Development 
Alternative 

Chiller Plant Night time Leq noise 
level is maintained at 
45 dBA or less peak 
chiller use is during 
daytime hours 

Night time Leq noise 
level is maintained at 
45 dBA or less 

Night time Leq noise 
level is maintained at 
45 dBA or less, peak 
chiller use is during 
daytime hours 

Building Fans Night time Leq noise 
level of 55 to 58 dBA 
is maintained 

Night time Leq noise 
level of 55 to 58 dBA 
is maintained 

Night time Leq noise 
level of 55 to 58 dBA 
is maintained 

Air Quality 
Traffic No impact 

anticipated. 
Proposed Action 
Redevelopment 
should meet Air 
Quality Standards 

No impact 
anticipated. 
Proposed No Action 
Alternative should 
meet Air Quality 
Standards 

No impact 
anticipated. 
Proposed Maximum 
Development should 
be within the Air 
Quality Standards 

Parking No impact 
anticipated. 
Proposed minimum 
growth alternate 
should meet the Air 
Quality Standards 

No impact 
anticipated. 
Proposed moderate 
growth alternate 
should meet Air 
Quality Standards 

No impact 
anticipated. 
Proposed maximum 
growth alternate 
should meet the Air 
Quality Standards 

Boiler Stacks Existing permit limits 
would be increased 
by 40 percent with 
the addition of two 
boilers 

Existing permit limits 
would be increased 
by 20 percent by the 
addition of one boiler 

Existing permit limits 
would be increased 
by 60 percent by the 
addition of three 
boilers 

Waste 
Solid Waste Generation relatively 

constant. Continue to 
increase recycling 
rate. Construction 
Waste would 
increase for the years 
when buildings are 
demolished and 
constructed 

Generation relatively 
constant. Continue to 
increase recycling 
rate. Construction 
Waste for remodeling 
of existing facilities is 
a continuing effort 
and would remain 
constant 

Generation relatively 
constant. Continue to 
increase recycling 
rate. Construction 
Waste would 
increase for the years 
when buildings are 
demolished and 
constructed 
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Category Proposed Action No Action 
Alternative 

Maximum 
Development 
Alternative 

Medical and Reduction in Reduction in Reduction in 
Research Waste generation per 

researcher, offsets 
growth in 
researchers, with 
increased 
implementation of 
recycling 

generation per 
researcher, offsets 
growth in 
researchers, with 
increased 
implementation of 
recycling 

generation per 
researcher, offsets 
growth in 
researchers, with 
increased 
implementation of 
recycling 

Chemical Waste May have an 
increase in chemical 
waste due to an 
increase in chemical 
labs 

Generation relatively 
constant 

May have an 
increase in chemical 
waste due to an 
increase in chemical 
labs 

Cultural Resources 
Historic Resources Minor to moderate 

adverse impact on 
historic resources 

Minor impact on 
historic resources 

Major impact on 
historic resources. 
This alternative 
requires the 
demolition of the 
George Freeland 
Peter Estate and 
Buildings 4 and 5 
within the NIH 
Historic Core Historic 
District 

Archaeological May encroach on 
archaeological 
sensitive area 
located on the 
southern portion of 
the campus 

No potential impacts May encroach on 
archaeological 
sensitive area 
located on the 
southern portion of 
the campus 

Trees Potential loss of 
existing trees 

Potential loss of 
existing trees 

Potential loss of 
existing trees 

Terrestrial and 
Aquatic Impact 

No significant impact No significant impact No significant impact 

Aesthetics: The campus 250-foot Majority of the The campus 250-foot 
Campus Buffer buffer is maintained 

in open space 
campus 250-foot 
buffer is maintained 
in open space 

buffer is maintained 
in open space 
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Category Proposed Action No Action 
Alternative 

Maximum 
Development 
Alternative 

Energy Energy consumption 
increases by 20 
percent based due to 
increased building 
space 

Energy consumption 
remains at current 
level 

Energy consumption 
increases by 40 
percent based due to 
increased building 
space 

Construction 
Temporary Impacts: 
Schedule 

The Proposed Action 
schedule has 
phasing impacts that 
require 
decommissioning, 
provision of utilities 
and agency 
approvals prior to 
construction or 
demolition of 
proposed new 
facilities 

The schedule for the 
No Action Alternative 
does not present an 
adverse impact 

The Maximum 
Development 
schedule has 
phasing impacts that 
require 
decommissioning, 
provision of utilities 
and agency 
approvals to 
demolish facilities 
prior to construction 
of proposed new 
facilities 

Construction Noise Localized major 
noise impact in 
vicinity of projects 

Localized major 
noise impact in 
vicinity of projects 

Localized major 
noise impact in 
vicinity of projects 

Construction Localized major Localized major Localized major 
Fugitive Dust impacts for 

demolition and 
moderate impacts 
with renovation and 
new construction to 
be mitigated with 
standard dust 
reduction measures 

impacts for 
demolition and 
moderate impacts 
with renovation and 
new construction to 
be mitigated with 
standard dust 
reduction measures 

impacts for 
demolition and 
moderate impacts 
with renovation and 
new construction to 
be mitigated with 
standard dust 
reduction measures 

Construction Construction is Construction is Construction is 
Waste expected to generate 

8,600 tons/year of 
construction waste 
per 100,000 SF of 
demolished buildings 
and 4, 425 tons/year 
of construction waste 
per 100,000 SF of 
renovated or new 
buildings. This would 
be a temporary major 
impact 

expected to generate 
8,600 tons/year of 
construction waste 
per 100,000 SF of 
demolished buildings 
and 4, 425 tons/year 
of construction waste 
per 100,000 SF of 
renovated or new 
buildings. This would 
be a temporary major 
impact 

expected to generate 
8,600 tons/year of 
construction waste 
per 100,000 SF of 
demolished buildings 
and 4, 425 tons/year 
of construction waste 
per 100,000 SF of 
renovated or new 
buildings. This would 
be a temporary major 
impact 
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Table 3: Summary of Mitigation Measures – Describes Impact Mitigation 

Context Mitigation Measures 
Traffic • Within legislative and budgetary constraints, implement 

Transportation Management Plan (TMP) measures that 
would maintain NIH trip generation within the established 
MOU AM inbound and PM outbound peak hour goals 

• Continue TMP measures that reduce NIH Employee single 
occupancy vehicle mode trips. Possible measures may 
include expansion of alternate work schedules and 
telecommuting programs, reorganization of NIH 
transportation/parking management, increase the level of 
traffic and parking monitoring, encourage bicycle use, 
improve intra facility and internal campus shuttle service, 
establish an Emergency Ride Home Program 

• Continue semiannual surveys of NIH traffic generation 

Neighborhood Parking • Maintain employee awareness of neighborhood parking 
situation 

• Incorporate restrictions in construction contracts that 
discourage contractors from parking in surrounding 
residential areas 

Parking • Continuation of Traffic Management Plan measures for car 
and van pooling, work adjustments to reduce demand 

Lighting • Follow Master Plan lighting concept plan to increase safety 
and security for NIH campus occupants while controlling 
intrusive illumination into residential areas 

Solid Waste • Recycling program is maintained at NIH with similar goals 
as Montgomery County 

• Continue and augment ongoing program to minimize solid 
waste as is feasible 
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Context Mitigation Measures 
Mixed/Hazardous • Continue and expand ongoing program for minimization of 
Waste such wastes as is feasible 

• Develop an Environmental Management System that 
includes hazardous waste minimization as a key element 

• Maintain and augment NIH safety program for hazardous 
waste handling, including meeting regulated standards for 
each class of hazardous waste 

Mixed/Hazardous • Conduct environmental assessments of each building 
Waste scheduled for demolition to identify asbestos containing 

materials (ACM) and other hazardous building materials 
before demolition and remove identified hazardous 
materials per regulations prior to demolition 

• Building 21 TSD would follow Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
and Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) 
requirements and procedures for decommissioning 

Medical/Pathological 
Waste 

• Continue and expand ongoing program for minimization of 
such wastes as is feasible 

• Maintain and augment NIH safety programs for medical and 
pathological waste handling, including meeting regulated 
standards for medical and bio-hazard waste 

Energy • Incorporate energy conservation designs and features into 
new and renovated facilities. Upgrade and add capacity to 
address increased demand 

• Continue energy conservation measures associated with 
steam and chilled water production 

Cultural, Historic and • Continue to identify properties that are eligible for listing on 
Architectural the National Register of Historic Places 
Resources 

• Complete a Section 106 process in the planning and design 
phase for major projects that may affect potentially historic 
structures 
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Context Mitigation Measures 
Archaeological • Complete Phase I, and if necessary, Phase II and III 

Surveys prior to construction of projects proposed for 
archeological sensitive areas 

Terrestrial Vegetation • Comply with the campus wide Urban Forest Stand 
Delineation and Conservation Plan 

• Complete Conservation and Protection Plans for 
construction projects that affect mature trees 

• Maintain 15 percent tree canopy cover on a campus wide 
basis to the extent feasible 

Aesthetics • Provide additional plantings in perimeter buffer area on 
north, west, and south sides of the campus to screen 
residential neighborhood 

• Ensure that all major projects are reviewed by the NIH 
Architectural Design Review Board 

Building Fan Noise • Assess mitigation on a case-by-case basis to reduce noise 

Construction Noise • Use electric driven equipment, where feasible 

• Use hydraulic instead of pneumatic tools, where feasible 

• Schedule noisy operations to coincide with high ambient 
noise 

• Turn off idling equipment when not in use 

• Provide enclosures around stationary equipment, where 
feasible. 

• Require silencers on compressors 
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Context Mitigation Measures 
Fugitive Dust • Contractors comply with State regulations 

• Seed and stabilize disturbed areas 

• Provide stabilized stone construction entrances 

• Sprinkle or wet high dust areas as appropriate 

• Provide MERV filters on all air systems during building 
renovation 

• Provide plastic sheeting and other measures to trap dust 
within building renovation areas 

• Limit dust during demolition by dismantling buildings 
through deconstruction where economically and physically 
feasible 

Scheduling Traffic • When feasible, limit work to 7 AM to 4 PM, Monday through 
Friday 

• Route construction traffic to NIH entrances away from 
adjacent residential neighborhoods 

• Include provisions for contractor employee use of transit 
system, in the contract documents 

Sustainability • Environmental Quality 

• Reduce campus waste – goal to achieve 100 percent solid 
waste recycling; recycling of research materials 

• Reduce Environmental Impact of Construction Materials; 
use sustainable materials, require recycling of up to 100 
percent of construction waste if possible 
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SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION 

The Master Plan is a document for long range planning guidance and would not generate direct 
physical changes or impacts that would occur with construction projects. The Master Plan is to 
be flexible to meet changes in NIH needs and campus conditions. The EIS furnishes 
information, which is supplementary to the Master Plan, and identifies potential environmental 
impacts that could occur with implementation of portions or all of the Master Plan. 

Some impacts would be temporary or interim, however, the delineated Master Plan impacts are 
based on, or assume, full implementation of the Master Plan Maximum Development 
Alternative: Building space would increase an approximate 7—8 million gsf, campus population 
would grow from 20,000 to approximately 30,000 personnel, and all plan elements and features 
would be implemented. The delineated impacts, therefore, indicate the potential cumulative 
effects of the Master Plan. This can be viewed as an impact framework or envelope within which 
the incremental impacts of individual projects would fall, if and when they are implemented. The 
delineated potential impacts are conditional or contingent upon actual implementation. Actual 
cumulative impacts would fall in the range between those indicated for the No Action and the 
Maximum Development Alternative. The potential impacts of the No Action Alternative, 
Proposed Action and Maximum Development Alternative, are summarized in Table 2. 

•	 The three alternatives have been developed on the basis of a one parking space per two 
employees (0.50) parking ratio goal, which is the current NIH standard. The current 
National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) Comprehensive Plan for the National 
Capital has a new and different standard. The NCPC Comprehensive Plan lowered the 
federal employee parking ratio goal for NIH to one space per three employees, or 0.33. 
NIH views the NCPC goal as unrealistic for NIH because of the high concentration of 
employees at the Bethesda Campus, and the wide geographical dispersion of its 
employees throughout the region. A Metro Station (Medical Center) is located on the 
campus; however, it does not adequately serve NIH’s employees’ transportation needs 
as many live beyond the areas served by mass transit alternatives. 

•	 Employees who live beyond the range of the radial Metro system do not have 
economical or efficient means of transportation alternatives. For example, east of the 
campus there is no mass transit cross connection between eastern Montgomery County 
and Prince George’s County where a significant number NIH employees live. Similarly, 
the significant numbers of employees who reside in Frederick, Howard, Carroll, Anne 
Arundel, Calvert or St. Mary’s Counties, Baltimore, or Northern Virginia, have few, if any, 
mass transportation options. There are also a number of NIH employees that commute 
from West Virginia and Pennsylvania. NIH is committed to the previously accepted 
Transportation Management Plan and would continue to promote the reduction of traffic 
in the Bethesda area. 

•	 Mitigation measures for various contexts are shown in Table 3 above. 
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ISSUES RAISED AND COMMENTS 

National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) and Scoping Comments: 

Parking 

•	 The NIH-Bethesda Campus Plan should adhere to a minimum ratio goal of one 
employee parking space for every three employees per the NCPC Comprehensive Plan 

•	 The NIH Campus Plan should evolve the campus to the 1:3 ratio through a phased 
approach linked to the planned improvements 

•	 The Master Plan should be supported by a detailed, up-to-date Transportation 

Management Plan (TMP), which is reflected in the EIS analysis
	

Transportation Demand Management 

•	 Encourage ridesharing, biking, walking and other non-single-occupant vehicle modes of 
transportation for federal commuters 

•	 Maximize telecommuting strategies for employees 

•	 Employ compressed and variable work schedules for employees 

•	 Support pedestrian and transit commuting 

•	 Increase transit subsidies rates 

Parks and Open Space 

•	 Conserve and maintain the essential open space character of areas in the region 

•	 Maintain and conserve trees and other vegetation in the landscaped buffer areas 

•	 Protect and enhance the green landscape and park-like character 

•	 Retain natural wooded buffer areas 

Air Quality 

•	 Encourage usage of alternative fuels or clean-burning fuels 

•	 Minimize power generation requirements 

•	 Utilizing non-polluting sources of energy 

•	 Indoor air quality (to be improved) by using environmentally friendly building materials, 
construction methods and designs 
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Water Quality 

•	 Upgrade water supply and sewage treatment systems, to avoid discharge of pollutants 
into waterways 

•	 Avoid thermal pollution of waterways and maintain adequate vegetated buffers adjacent 
to bodies of water 

•	 Minimize tree cutting and other vegetation removal to reduce soil disturbance and 
erosion, particularly near waterways. When tree removal is necessary, trees should be 
replaced 

•	 Use pervious surfaces and retention ponds to reduce stormwater run-off 

•	 Encourage use of innovative an environmentally friendly site and building design and 
construction practice 

•	 Encourage implementation of water reclamation programs 

Land Resources 

•	 Coordinate wetland activities with federal, state and local government programs 

•	 Discourage development in areas identifies as high erosion potential; excessive slopes 
(25 percent and above) should remain undeveloped 

•	 Limit uses on unstable soils to recreation and open space 

•	 Locate and design buildings to be sensitive to natural groundwater flows 

•	 Preserve existing vegetation especially large stands of trees 

•	 Incorporate new trees and vegetation to minimize energy consumption and storm-water 
runoff 

•	 Discourage land use impact to wildlife habitats 

•	 Encourage design and landscaping that provide habitat for native wildlife 

•	 Discourage development of areas used by migratory wildlife 

•	 Encourage restoration of degraded water and land habitats 

•	 Consider impacts of environmental changes on wildlife habitats and biodiversity of 
ecosystem 
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Human Activities 

•	 Avoid locating activities that produce excessive noise near sensitive natural resources or 
sensitive human uses (residential areas, hospitals and schools) 

•	 Design roadway and parking lot location and construction sensitive to adjacent land use 

•	 Ensure that noise-generating activities are sited and scheduled with 

•	 Practice "prudent avoidance" of radio frequency (rf) exposure 

•	 Use advances in (communication) technology 

This report recommends coordination between the Walter Reed National Military Medical Center 
(WRNMMC) and NIH-Bethesda Campus. 

APPROVALS/ACTIONS REQUIRED BY OTHER GOVERNMENT AGENCIES 

Section 5(a) of the National Capital Planning Act of 1952, as amended (40 U.S.C. § 71d(a)), 
provides that each federal agency in the National Capital Region shall advise and consult with 
the National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) in the preparation of plans and programs 
which affect the National Capital prior to preparation of construction plans. NCPC defines a 
master plan as an integrated series of documents in graphic, narrative, and/or tabular form that 
present a plan for the orderly and long range development of an installation, generally over a 
period of 20 years. NCPC maintains that a master plan approved by the Commission is a 
required preliminary stage for the preparation of building and site plans for specific projects. If 
the installation is in the Maryland portion of the National Capital Region, then the Maryland-
National Capital Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC) acts in an advisory capacity to 
NCPC. 

In accordance with Section 102(2)(A) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 
as amended (42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(A)), federal agencies must utilize a systematic, 
interdisciplinary approach which would ensure the integrated use of natural and social sciences 
in planning and decision making that may have an impact on the human environment. 
Regulations of the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) (40 C.F.R. Parts 1500-1508) require 
that agencies assess the environmental effects of their actions, document studies and identify 
impacts. Documents can take the form of Categorical Exclusions, Environmental Assessments, 
or Environmental Impact Statements and their supporting documents (Regulations for 
Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act, Council on 
Environmental Quality, 1978). 

The HHS Facility Capital Investment Review Board (CIRB) was established on June 9, 2003 to 
make recommendations for strategic management of HHS real property assets and to advise 
the Assistant Secretary for Administration (ASA) and the Secretary on major facility capital 
investment issues. The CIRB also advises, assists, consults with, and makes recommendations 
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to the ASA, the Secretary, and when appropriate, the Assistant Secretary for Budget 
Technology and Finance (ASBTF), regarding the broad range of responsibilities. 

The ASA has delegated oversight authority and provides direction to all HHS Operating 
Divisions (OPDIV) with facility acquisition and operation responsibilities and land acquisition 
authority. The CIRB would implement the responsibilities assigned the “cross functional 
executive review committee.” 

The CIRB provides advice and makes recommendations to the Secretary, the ASA and the 
ASBTF on a range of issues to include: 1) the development of facility capital investment 
guidelines; 2) the development of guidelines to implement an investment review process that 
provides strategic planning for and oversight and guidance of facility investments; and 3) regular 
monitoring and proper management of these investments, once funded. One of the outputs of 
the investment review process is a regular update of HHS’ investment portfolio or plan that 
supports HHS strategic objectives. 

This EIS is prepared according to the Sections 102(2) (A) of NEPA and Regulations of the 
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) (40 C.F.R. Parts 1500-1508). The NIH will follow all 
local, state, and federal regulatory requirements during any construction of the proposed action. 
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1 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION 

The purpose of the continued growth and facility improvement at the National Institutes of 
Health (NIH) is to support NIH’s mission as the national center for leading biomedical and 
clinical research. The following information identifies in more detail the purpose and need for the 
proposed action. 

1.1 CAMPUS MASTER PLAN 

The mission of NIH, as mandated by Congressional and Presidential decisions, is to conduct 
biomedical research, educate and train researchers, assist in the transfer of technology, and 
disseminate information in the biomedical and associated sciences on behalf of the health and 
welfare of American citizens. This mission is delineated in the original and amended Federal 
Government legislation directing the agency's activities. While NIH has over a dozen facilities 
around the country and leases large amounts of private space in this region, the Bethesda 
Campus serves as the administrative center and headquarters for NIH’s national and regional 
research activities. 

The NIH Bethesda Campus is unique. It has the largest concentration of biomedical scientists 
and clinical researchers in the world. A considerable portion of the clinical research that occurs 
in the U.S. occurs on this campus. A state of the art campus with cutting edge facilities and a 
premier critical mass of activities located together on this campus is essential to the successful 
conduct of the U.S. biomedical research program. This is true for the Bethesda Campus of NIH 
and throughout NIH, and for collaborating private related companies throughout the U.S. The 
2013 Master Plan is the key-planning element in the modernization of the physical facilities of 
the Bethesda Campus. Improvements to the physical plant and utilities support the missions 
carried out by NIH at the Bethesda Campus. 

The 2013 Bethesda Campus Master Plan is a document and planning tool that provides long-
term guidance for orderly growth on the campus, in support of the NIH mission and goals. 

The Master Plan is broad and general in scope. It is also flexible, and not a fixed document. 
Variances within the constraints established in the Master Plan are expected to occur. Small 
projects needed for immediate operations, routine maintenance and repair projects, and other 
renovation projects that produce no significant permanent impact, are not necessarily included. 
Personnel and space estimates covering the next five years, including projects now under 
design or construction are established with some degree of confidence. However, projections 
for the next 10-year planning period, and beyond, become increasingly speculative and 
contingent. 
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Figure 1-1: Location Map of NIH in Montgomery County, Maryland 
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Figure 1-2: NIH Street Location Map and Bethesda Central Business District 
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Exhibit 1-1: Aerial Photograph of the NIH Bethesda Campus, March 2012 
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Figure 1-3: Color Coded Plan of the NIH Bethesda Campus Showing
 
Existing Buildings by Location and Use
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The Master Plan outlines a coordinated long-term land use strategy for the campus. It 
establishes a conceptual integrated framework for physical development that allows NIH to 
organize the use and reuse of existing buildings, the arrangement of potential future buildings, 
necessary supporting infrastructure such as roads and utilities, access, and open areas 
cohesively. Potential development sites and natural areas to be protected are identified. 
General conditions, criteria, and constraints are delineated. An approximate sequence of steps 
leading to implementation of the plans and development objectives is outlined. It is also the 
intent of the Master Plan to encourage active dialogue among NIH management, the NIH 
scientific and support community, and the general public and citizens by fostering a better 
understanding of the ramifications of proposed policies and plans. 

NIH administrators, planners, architects and engineers, when implementing individual projects, 
would use information and recommendations in the Master Plan. Local jurisdictions and utilities 
can use this same source to anticipate and plan for the effects that NIH proposals may 
potentially have on their infrastructure and systems. 

1.2 PROPOSED ACTION 

The 2013 Bethesda Campus Master Plan identifies one plan as the Proposed Action. Two 
alternative actions are reviewed in this report and assessed in the Purpose and Needs section 
of this document. This section provides an overall assessment of how the three actions meet 
the stated mission and goals of NIH and compares the positive and negative impacts of the 
proposed action and the other considered alternative actions. 

The Proposed Action renovates eight existing buildings, repurposing former research areas into 
administrative functions. Five new research buildings and three new administrative buildings are 
planned, as well as ten support buildings, three new parking garages and the necessary 
infrastructure for the redevelopment. In addition, the Proposed Action will incorporate the No 
Action construction of a new research building, a new childcare center and scheduled 
renovations Building 10. 

Approximately twenty outdated buildings and service structures are scheduled for demolition, 
providing building sites for redevelopment of the proposed new facilities. The Proposed Action is 
scheduled for a twenty year period, phased to allow organized relocations, renovations, 
demolition and redevelopment to occur gradually to reduce the construction impact at any one 
time. 

1.3 NEED 

The proposed development at NIH meets the need to replace aging and inadequate 
infrastructure and buildings that compromise the NIH goals and mission. The development also 
allows consolidation of dispersed operational spaces from off-campus locations, which meets 
Executive Order 13327 “Federal Real Property Asset Management” requirements. 
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The 2013 Master Plan for the Bethesda Campus is needed at this time for many reasons. The 
key reasons, as summarized below, include both updates based on the passing of time as well 
significant changes to past thinking and to NIH approaches to research. 

1.3.1 Key Reasons: 

1.3.1.1 Scheduled Update: 

NIH has made a commitment to prepare a facilities master plan for the Bethesda campus and to 
regularly review and update the master plan every five years. A new plan is due, as the current 
planning review interval since the last plan has been eight years; this master plan iteration 
represents more than a minor update. It provides an extensive review and update of the campus 
vision and growth plans. 

1.3.1.2 Adjusted Growth Targets and Mandated Consolidation: 

The size of the on-campus employee population is one key measurement that NIH uses to plan 
for campus growth and each master plan includes a twenty-year projection for population. There 
is a critical need to set a new population target. The current 2033 population target would be 
met in 2013 with the completion and occupation two buildings now under construction. Other 
key projects and programs are currently stages of the planning process. A significant expansion 
of NIH programs is not currently anticipated in this planning period, the new population target 
needs to accommodate a significant number of NIH employees who are currently housed in 
leased space off-campus and who would be relocated back to the NIH campus. 

This consolidation of NIH functions is based on Executive Order 13327 “Federal Real Property 
Asset Management”. The previous population growth target was restricted due, in part, to 
limited campus utility capacities. These limitations contributed to an increase in the number of 
NIH employees located off-campus. The critical utility limitations are being addressed. 

1.3.1.3 Traffic Management and Travel Behavior: 

Since 1992 campus growth is tied to a limited level of traffic established in a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) between NIH and National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC). This 
MOU limits the number of vehicle trips entering and exiting the campus. In order to 
accommodate an increased on-campus employee population without exceeding these limits, a 
Master Plan update is needed to alter the physical campus design and certain campus policies 
in ways that that would help change travel behaviors and promote further increases in the 
already significant numbers of trips taken by mass transit, bicycle, and foot. 

1.3.1.4 Recruitment Driven Enhancements: 

There is a strong need to enhance the campus facilities and environment in order to attract and 
retain the highly qualified senior scientists and promising young investigators that NIH programs 

1-7
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are dependent on. NIH competes with universities, research institutes, hospitals, and the private 
biomedical research sector for these scientific personnel, the numbers of which have been 
declining nationwide for some time. Success in recruiting is significantly influenced by the 
quality of the campus’s physical facilities, its amenities and its aesthetic character. High quality 
facilities permit research at the cutting edge of scientific investigation and attract world-class 
talent. A sufficient critical mass of talent and quality research draws other top scientists into the 
organization. Achieving this is a high priority for NIH. 

1.3.1.5 Research Collaboration Driven Adaptations: 

Since the last master plan was issued modern biomedical research has become increasingly 
complicated and interdisciplinary. Collaboration among various NIH research groups has 
increased significantly as the distinctions between disciplines of study and pure scientific 
research, both clinical and laboratory become blurred. Additionally, the relationship between 
complex administrative and research activities has become more intricate. The campus facilities 
and physical environment were designed before these relationships developed and need to 
adapt to support these changes. To continue to attract internationally respected researchers for 
collaboration and employment, the campus must continue to upgrade older facilities and provide 
new facilities that reflect the cutting edge of technology. 

1.3.1.6 Opportunity and Need to Reorganize, Reuse, Renovate and Redevelop: 

A new plan is needed to guide the development of campus facilities into the 21st Century. The 
development of the new plan occurs just as significant new buildings are preparing to open, and 
renovations of others proceed, as does the scheduled departure of certain Food and Drug 
Administration research functions from the campus, creating a favorable window of opportunity 
for change. Additionally, certain elements of the physical infrastructure and a growing number of 
older and historic buildings are no longer able to support state of the art research activities. New 
guidance is needed regarding the best use for these buildings and to ensure that the state of the 
art physical infrastructure is provided to support research activities for another 20 years. 

1.3.2 Mission Driven Priorities and Needs 

The specifics of the new mission driven priorities are expressed and directed by the five key 
research themes that were issued in 2009 by the current NIH Director. These are stated in full 
within the Master Plan document and are summarized below. The key needs of each of the 
operational activities that occur on the campus are also summarized. These key activities are 
Biomedical Research, NIH Administration, Biomedical Researcher Training, and Essential and 
Specialized Support. 
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1.3.3 Mission Driven Priorities and Operational Activity Needs 

Since the 2003 Master Plan was approved, advances in science have changed the focus of, 
and approach to research at NIH. These advances require a new master plan to alter the 
physical environment in ways that would facilitate and support major changes and new areas of 
research. Collaborative research efforts are increasing rapidly and are expected to continue to 
do so, with a growing emphasis on genetic research and therapies. The need to provide 
adequate support for increasing interdisciplinary collaboration significantly affects how the 
campus should be physically organized and how future NIH research facilities should be 
planned and designed. The underlying campus and building support systems also need to 
advance and be upgraded to meet new technological advances from communications, 
electronics, medical and research equipment, power, energy efficiency to building technologies, 
new materials and system infrastructure. 

1.3.3.1 Needs Related to Biomedical Research Activities: 

Biomedical research is the largest sector of activity at the Bethesda Campus. The Master Plan’s 
adjusted campus population growth projection is primarily due to the need to accommodate 
added research capacity at this location. The key reasons for this increase are the needs for; a 
physical critical research mass, proximity to the clinical center, Institute and Center collocation 
and interconnectivity, and the relationship between on and off-campus research. 

1.3.3.2 Need for a Critical Research Mass: 

The NIH Bethesda Campus is, as previously noted, one of the largest research facilities for 
biomedical scientists and clinical researchers in the world. The benefits to this concentration of 
scientists at one location include shared laboratory space, equipment, chemicals, biological 
agents, and other support facilities. Collaboration of diverse experts accelerates research at 
NIH. In a few cases, NIH is the only location in the world with a specific resource. Internationally 
recognized experts who are working on the latest advances on various science, medicine, and 
research protocols are present at the Bethesda campus. This master plan supports the ongoing 
need to advance the physical facilities that are required to house this research. 

1.3.3.3 Need for Proximity to the Clinical Center: 

Research activity at the NIH Bethesda Campus centers at the Mark Hatfield Clinical Research 
Center and on the Intramural clinical trials, which are conducted in the facilities. This is a unique 
facility where biomedical science and research at the laboratory bench is applied as practical 
treatments to human patients. With more than 2.3 million square feet of floor space, it is the 
world’s largest clinical research complex. The 2013 Master Plan provides continued support and 
updates of this critical research complex. 
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1.3.3.4 Need for Institute and Center Collocation and Interconnectivity: 

Biomedical research is the responsibility of the numerous Institutes and Centers (ICs) within 
NIH. There are currently twenty-seven ICs. Each Institute or Center is responsible for specific 
areas of biomedical research and training, and all are closely tied to the Mark Hatfield Clinical 
Research Center. The ICs forms a network that is operationally tied to the laboratories and 
facilities in the Clinical Center Complex, both on and off-campus. Individual scientists and 
clinical physicians may transfer back and forth between laboratories in other buildings and the 
Clinical Center as experimental conditions dictate. 

Research in any one of a number of parallel programs among the Institutes may trigger an 
insight leading to cure or control of the affliction. Researchers attend NIH sponsored formal and 
informal seminars and conferences on the campus, which reveal final results or results in 
progress. Conferences reveal the results of extramural research as well as that done on 
campus. 

The trend in collaboration among the Institutes has increased significantly. Modern biomedical 
research has become increasingly complex and interdisciplinary. Work is progressing from 
microscopic to the molecular, from the study of bacteria and viruses to genes. While individual 
institutes have the strongest ties to their own programs, there are also complex administrative 
and research relationships among the ICs. For example, researchers from a number of 
institutes now share facilities in Building 40, the Vaccine Research Center, which opened in 
1999. Researchers from 10 individual NIH institutes would occupy the Porter Neuroscience 
Research Center; Phase 2 is now under construction, to conduct unified biomedical research 
involving the head, brain, and neurological systems. The proposed action in the Master Plan 
supports research collaboration and interdisciplinary research. 

1.3.3.5 Need for Administrative Activities at NIH Bethesda Campus: 

The Bethesda Campus is the administrative center and headquarters for NIH research activities. 
This Master Plan includes actions related to improving the facilities for efficient and collaborative 
NIH administrative activities. The Office of the Director is located at this campus. All Institutes 
and Centers (IC) have a respective IC Office of the Director here that provides immediate 
access to the NIH Director. 

IC directors need to be in close proximity to one another, and to the Director, in order to run 
their respective extramural programs. When mandates or requirements for biomedical research 
first reach NIH the routes taken to find solutions are not necessarily self-evident. Institute 
directors, along with laboratory and research directors and other appropriate scientific 
personnel, make decisions on whether to complete work intramurally or extramurally. If 
intramurally, decisions are made on which institutes would do the work. Several research 
programs or initiatives may begin in parallel. When an extramural research need is identified at 
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NIH, and private outside researchers or facilities are used, the work is handled by grant, 
contract, or agreement. 

Each year NIH receives thousands of requests for extramural biomedical research grants from 
universities, research hospitals and research centers. On the average, only about 20 percent of 
all research fund requests are funded. Proposals may be related to ongoing research at NIH, 
may be directed to independent research by outside specialists, or may pursue an idea 
uncovered in the course of other ongoing research. 

The Office of Extramural Research (OER) is the gateway for all extramural research and 
training programs. It operates several computer-based data systems for managing, tracking, 
and evaluating research. Since 1946, NIH has employed a two-tier peer review system to 
ensure that the best science is funded. The first level of peer review is performed three times 
each year by more than 150 Initial Review Groups (IRGs) that assess applications for scientific 
and technical merit. The IRG members include respected and knowledgeable extramural 
scientists. Their assessments of the grant requests are compiled by OER in a summary 
statement that critiques the proposed work and gives it a priority score and percentile ranking. 
Thousands of individual reviewers participate in this program each year. 

Discussions occur between institutes to avoid duplication of work and to coordinate extramural 
programs, both with intramural studies and among the different Institute extramural programs. 
The NIH campus provides the administrative and conferencing facilities to support this effort. 
The 2013 Master Plan provides the long-range plan to continue the operations in state of the art 
facilities. 

1.3.3.6 Training of Biomedical Researchers: 

NIH has mandated missions to train and educate biomedical researchers and provide an 
exchange of biomedical research information. Graduates of the NIH program have helped the 
inception of the U.S. biotechnology industry. NIH alumni have fostered NIH intramural programs 
throughout the academic and institutional world. High quality facilities that permit research at the 
cutting edge of scientific investigation attract world-class talent. 

The critical mass of tenured senior scientists and clinical physicians, at the largest combined 
clinical facilities and laboratories in the world, make the NIH Bethesda Campus an unparalleled 
education center and training ground for young researchers. About half of the researchers on 
the campus are postdoctoral fellows, special volunteers and guest researchers. Most of these 
researchers work at NIH for two or three years and then deploy to universities and medical 
research centers worldwide. NIH is the primary training center for third-world researchers, who 
stand to be leaders in developing their countries' national health programs. The intramural 
research program has trained tens of thousands of M.D.s and Ph.D.’s, in particular, M.D.s who 
are clinical physicians bridging the gap between science and bedside care. NIH alumni in 
diverse programs worldwide have recreated NIH intramural programs. 

1-11
	



      
        

          
            

       
           

          
          

            
            

        
       

          
        

          
           
         

 

  

          
         

           
     

      

        

   

       
  

         
 

         
      

            
   

        
           

 


	

	

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 


	


	

	

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 1
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Purpose and Need of the Actions
	

The quality of the training at NIH is exemplary. Over 121 Nobel Prizes have been awarded to 
investigators supported by NIH. This includes five NIH staff scientists and many other 
researchers who have earned the Nobel Prize in physics, chemistry, and medicine for work 
associated with the NIH extramural program. Many other Nobel laureates have worked at one 
time or another in the intramural program. Over one hundred members of the National Academy 
of Sciences have worked in the intramural program. NIH intramural program scientists have also 
won Lasker Foundation Awards. Many of the world's most frequently cited biomedical research 
scientists work at NIH. Although NIH intramural researchers receive only a small fraction of the 
nation's biomedical research budget, they are responsible for a significant portion of the most 
influential research based on frequency of citation of work by others. 

Retaining top-level research staff and leading-edge facilities is essential if the U.S. intends to 
remain competitive in biomedical research. The number of research physicians is declining 
nationwide. This is due to economics; medical school tuition is prohibitively costly. Young 
physicians are driven to more lucrative areas of practice rather than research, to pay off 
financially ruinous education debts. The NIH intramural program offers an opportunity to 
overcome these difficulties. 

1.3.3.7 Need for Essential and Specialized Support: 

On the NIH campus there is a complex network of organizations facilities that provide essential 
support services to the NIH scientific programs. The proposed 2013 Master Plan anticipates and 
accommodates improvements to many of these organizations and facilities. Following is partial 
listing of the support functions provided on the campus. 

•	 Training of researchers in laboratory safety 

•	 Training of employees in fire protection and evacuation 

•	 Police and fire protection 

•	 Emergency response to incidents with special expertise in biomedical research and 
hospital conditions 

•	 Planning, engineering, architectural, and construction services for new facilities and 
those undergoing alteration 

•	 Renovation and modification of research and hospital spaces on the average, over 500 
hundred such projects are underway at any given time 

•	 Supply of laboratory and hospital items such as equipment, furnishings, chemicals, 
biological, and radioactive materials, and consumable materials 

•	 Design and fabrication of research and hospital equipment; in electronics, machine, 
carpentry, plastics, and glass that is not available as off the shelf items 
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•	 Maintenance of repositories of viruses, bacteria, molds, yeasts, fungi, and healthy and 
diseased tissue for study and replication of experiments 

•	 Maintenance and care of animals used in research 

•	 Supply of steam and chilled water for heating and cooling buildings and use at the 
laboratory bench 

•	 Maintenance and operation of campus utilities such as water, electric power, 
communications, natural gas, and sanitary waste 

•	 Management and inspection of facilities for compliance to applicable laws, regulations, 
and NIH Bethesda site permits 

•	 Management, marshaling, treatment, and disposal of general, chemical, radioactive, and 
hazardous waste 

1-13
	



      
        

 

 


	

	


 


	


	

	


 


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 1
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Purpose and Need of the Actions
	

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK
 

1-14
	



      
        

  

  

           
            

       
       

          
          
   

        
          

        

          
          

             
      

         
        

     

          
           

    

          
           

          
            

            
        
         
       

            
          

            
    

 


	

	

 


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 2
	
NHI Bethesda Campus Alternatives Including the Proposed Action
	

2 ALTERNATIVES INCLUDING THE PROPOSED ACTION 

2.1 INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

The National Institutes of Health (NIH) has developed a new long-range master plan in order to 
continue to address the issues of facility requirements, prudent land use, planning, and orderly 
future development necessary to accomplish the current NIH mission and have capacity to 
respond to future assignments. Master plans produced by NIH have a twenty-year planning 
horizon, and are to be updated every five years. To date there has been one original NIH 
master plan, approved in 1996, and two updates. NIH is now proposing a second twenty-year 
Master Plan. 

This section describes NIH’s seven current master plan goals and three possible master plan 
actions as defined in the 2013 Master Plan. This section identifies the proposed Master Plan 
action (Proposed Action) that best supports the seven NIH master plan goals. 

This plan is not intended to be a specific design and construction program, but rather a 
framework within which design and construction can occur for actual projects over the life of the 
master plan as the programmatic needs upon which the plan is based arise. Nor does it attempt 
to anticipate unpredictable budgets, or congressional and presidential priorities and mandates. 
The objective has been to base the master plan solely on the NIH’s best estimate of where the 
science is going on the premise that the more inclusive the plan, the more receptive it would be 
to a variety of future development possibilities. 

The NIH Master Plan has been developed for a 20-year planning period, beginning in 2013. NIH 
intends to continue to update its master plans as required during the annual update of the NIH 
5-year Strategic Facilities Plan. 

The NIH is the nation’s medical research agency, whose mission is to seek knowledge about 
the nature and behavior of living systems and to apply that knowledge to benefit human health 
and longevity, with the intent of reducing the burdens of illness and disability. The primary 
activity at NIH Bethesda is biomedical and clinical research. The NIH is the largest medical 
research facility in the world. About 10 percent of all NIH research is conducted directly on the 
campus through the NIH intramural research program. Individuals and institutions outside NIH 
complete the remaining research, under the NIH extramural research grant and contract 
program, which is managed through the NIH Office of the Director. 

The NIH is a component of the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (HHS). NIH is 
comprised of the Office of the Director and twenty-seven (27) Institutes and Centers (ICs), all 
which either conduct or support scientific research. The ICs are managed and coordinated by 
the Office of the Director, NIH. 
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Employees and contractors work on the campus in over 75 buildings with a cumulative gross 
floor area of approximately 7.1 million gross square feet (gsf) excluding parking. The Office of 
the Director of NIH and headquarters administration is located on the campus which has an 
administrative staff of 27 individual and independent research Institutes and Centers, (ICs), 
including the National Cancer Institute (NCI), National Eye Institute (NEI), National Institute of 
Mental Health (NIMH), National Institute of Aging (NIA), National Heart, Lung, and Blood 
Institute (NHLBI), The National Library of Medicine (NLM), The Clinical Center (CC), and twenty 
other Institutes or Centers (ICs) that comprise the NIH. 

The focal facility on the campus is the Clinical Center Complex. The Clinical Center is the 
largest facility in the United States (U.S.) devoted exclusively to biomedical and clinical 
research. Clinical research includes investigating disease pathogens, conducting first-in-human 
clinical trials, developing state of the art diagnostic, preventive and therapeutic interventions, 
and training clinical researchers. The Clinical Center admits approximately 10,000 new patients 
annually, 6,000 as inpatients, with an average stay of 9 to10 days. Outpatient visits are about 
95,000 per year. The Center includes over 1,600 laboratories supporting clinical research. 

The original section of the Clinical Center, Building 10, was built in 1953. Many additions and 
wings have been built in response to the research mission of NIH. The Institutes’ supporting 
research facilities include many buildings constructed prior to 1955. Design and layout of the 
older buildings could not foresee the exponential growth of use of electronic laboratory 
equipment and the changes in research laboratories, which have made them obsolete. The 
complexity and variety of biological, radiological, and chemical materials used in research has 
also increased, which in turn demands up-to-date facilities. Similarly, older buildings for office 
use have experienced major changes with open office layouts using systems furniture, instead 
of closed offices. Some older buildings are adaptable to the changing uses and others are not. 

Current construction FY2012-2013 includes Building 35 - Phase 2 Porter Neuroscience 
Research Center, Building 23 Northwest Child Care Center, Renovations to the Clinical Center 
(Building 10), and Building 3 renovations. 

Administrative headquarters for NIH are located on the 310-acre Bethesda campus. The 
Bethesda NIH campus is also the focus for clinical research conducted by NIH scientists and 
physicians. About 20,000 people work on the campus including NIH employees, visiting 
research fellows, intramural research trainees, and contractor personnel who operate cafeterias, 
banks, and other services, collect wastes of all types, and provide janitorial services. 
Approximately 60 percent of all NIH employees in the U.S. work on campus. Over 8,000 of the 
workers are scientists/physicians or postdoctoral trainees involved directly with research. The 
NIH employees work in about 50 major and 25 minor buildings that have a floor area of about 
7,400,000 gross square feet (gsf). This area would increase with the completion of the Porter 
Complex and other projects that are under construction or in design from the prior 2003 Master 
Plan. 
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The Clinical Center Complex encompasses facilities in Building 10, the Ambulatory Care 
Research Facility and the Mark Hatfield Clinical Research Center. It is surrounded on the east 
and southwest sides by Institute buildings that conduct basic research and support clinical 
research in the Clinical Center. The buildings to the east of the Clinical Center Complex that are 
three to five stories in height, are part of the original NIH development which is now an historic 
district. Buildings on southwest part of the campus are newer, and are six to eight stories in 
height. 

Most of the campus administrative offices are located in the eastern sector of the campus. The 
largest concentration of offices is in Building 31, a complex of 3 to 11 stories in height, located in 
the northeast corner of the campus. Building 45, the Natcher Building, on the east side of the 
campus provides 245,000 gsf for administration and conference space in a six-story structure. 
The National Library of Medicine is located to the south of the Natcher Complex. Building 82, 
which is not included in the master planning process, is located in the southwest quadrant of the 
West Cedar Lane/Old Georgetown Road intersection, outside the limits of the Bethesda 
Campus. Building 82 is a small two-story office building used for administration of cancer 
research. 

Animal holding and care facilities are primarily concentrated in Buildings 14 and 28 on the south 
side of the campus. These buildings are single-story structures. Many newer research buildings 
constructed since 1995 also contain animal holding areas. Research laboratories and mixed 
offices and research comprise most of the remainder of the buildings on campus. 

The central heating and refrigeration plant is the largest support facility, located in Building 11 
(central utility plant or CUP), which is in the core area of the campus. Building 11 houses boilers 
generating steam for heating most of the campus. It also contains chillers and cooling towers 
producing chilled water for air conditioning of buildings and laboratories. Building 34 houses six 
older chillers installed in 1952, which have been decommissioned and are not available for use. 
NIH service shops, support personnel offices, and warehouse storage are located in Building 
13, a three-story structure, north of the power plant. The Building 21 complex on the east side of 
the campus south of Wilson Drive houses treatment, storage, and disposal facilities for 
radioactive, chemical, and mixed wastes. Building 21 is two stories with a penthouse, with a 
below grade enclosed vault for storage tanks. The entire complex is situated in a ravine, remote 
and not visible from the surrounding public streets. 

The north central portion of the campus is a residential area. Children and adolescents who are 
long-term patients at the Clinical Center obtain temporary relief from the hospital environment 
by housing with their families in the Children's Inn (Bldg 62, Figure 1-3) on the west side of West 
Drive. NIH senior staff residences are located to the east of the Children's Inn. The newly 
constructed Safer Family Lodge (Bldg 60, Figure 1-3) also provides temporary housing and 
support for adult patient’s families. 
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These building projects are currently in various stages of construction, planning or funding: 

• Building 10 Renovations: 2,658,891 gsf 

• Building 3 Renovations: 48,860 gsf 

• Building 35 Phase 2 Porter Neuroscience Research Center (2013): 514,355 gsf 

• Building 29 Renovations (2015): 89,028 gsf 

• Building 29A Renovations: 106,694 gsf 

• Building 23 North West Child Care Center: 21,335 gsf 

• North Drive Bridge 

2.2 NIH BETHESDA CAMPUS 

2.2.1 Location 

The NIH Bethesda campus is located in Montgomery County, Maryland, approximately three 
miles north of Washington, D.C. (Figure 1-1 in Section 1). The Bethesda Central Business 
District is situated immediately to the south of the campus. On the east side of the campus, NIH 
is bounded by and fronts on the west side of Rockville Pike (Maryland Route 355), a six-lane 
arterial road that passes through a commercial corridor extending northwest from Washington, 
District of Columbia line in Friendship Heights to Frederick, Maryland, which is 28 miles north of 
Rockville. NIH is bounded by Old Georgetown Road (Maryland Route 187) on the west side of 
campus and on the north side by West Cedar Lane (Figure 1-2 in Section 1). 

The campus is in the Baltimore -Washington Combined Metropolitan Statistical Area. It is 
surrounded in all directions by urban and suburban development. This development extends 
four miles to the west of the campus, and greater distances in other directions. The Walter Reed 
National Military Medical Center fronts on the east side of Rockville Pike for most of NIH's 
eastern boundary. Single and multifamily residential neighborhoods are on the other three 
sides. The Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (Metrorail) Red Line aligns with 
Rockville Pike as it passes underground through the Bethesda area. The Medical Center 
underground rail station, which also has surface bus transit service, is located on the east side 
of the campus. 

The campus core is an area of varying topography. The southern portion of the core is located 
on fill placed in the original NIH stream valley. Existing buildings and utilities are densely 
concentrated in the core area. Virtually all of the core area has been disturbed by prior 
construction, or is located on an extensive fill that has buried the NIH stream valley as it crosses 
the central part of the campus. Stream branches appear on the north side of the campus and in 
the northeast corner by the Building 21 complex. 
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2.2.2 Issues and Growth Variables Explored 

Within the objective of the new NIH Bethesda Campus Master Plan to provide a format for the 
reasoned and orderly development of the Bethesda Campus; four growth variables have 
emerged as key to determining the growth of this campus; campus size, traffic capacity, parking 
availability, and utility capacity. The effect of these variables on the ability of NIH to accomplish 
the seven goals is considered, and plays a large part in determining the preferred alternative. 

2.2.2.1 Campus Size 

Growth of the campus population in the 20 years covered by the first master plan was 
anticipated to be limited by mandated reductions in staff through the year 2000, but was offset 
by a small growth largely from consolidation of intramural staff on campus from locations off-
site. The total increase of personnel on campus over the next 20 years was anticipated to be not 
more than 10 percent over the 1993 population of 16,350, which were 17,985. This was the 
population premise for the 1995 Master Plan. 

In actuality, campus employment has grown faster than previously anticipated. Over the last 
decade, Congress and two administrations have provided increased support for NIH programs 
at unexpectedly high levels. This has resulted in a growth of personnel on the Bethesda 
Campus and of off-campus leased space, increasing the population to 17,639 in 2000. The 
1995 Master Plan forecast comparable levels to be reached by 2020. 

In 2000 the population increased to 17,639, with a small amount of growth largely from 
consolidation of intramural staff back onto the campus from off-site locations. Three new 
Institutes and Centers (I.C.s) were added to the NIH mission. 

Growth was impacted by a 2004 Executive Order (E.O.) 13327 “Federal Real Property Asset 
Management,” signed by President George W. Bush, which strives to reduce the national debt 
by decreasing leased space and reducing the Federal Real Property portfolio by encouraging 
telework and hoteling. This has a major effect on the 2013 Bethesda Master Plan. 

By 2011, the on-campus population had grown to 20,594 with a projected population increase of 
another 3,000 for the Proposed Action (Preferred Redevelopment Alternative) or 10,000 (if a 
maximum development is anticipated) for a combined total of 30,594. 

In 2011, NIH had approximately 3.1 million square feet under lease, just in surrounding 
Montgomery County. The square footage off-campus population was equal to one half of the 
on-campus population. 

The 2013 Master Plan alternatives assume the current population of 20,594 would grow, and 
this new growth would be the basis of the 2013 EIS. The growth assumptions of the Bethesda 
Campus through 2033 should be assumed to be in addition to all currently utilized space, plus 
all space currently under renovation or construction as these have been assumed and allocated 
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to currently funded programs. The projected campus populations for the three development 
alternatives are as follows: 

• Proposed Action 

• On Campus: 23,594-projected population 

• Off Campus (within Montgomery County): 9,660 projected population 

• No Action Alternative 

• On Campus: 20,594-projected population 

• Off Campus (within Montgomery County): 11,885 projected population 

• Maximum Development Alternative 

• On Campus: 30,594-projected population 

• Off Campus (within Montgomery County): 1,885 projected population 

2.2.2.2 Campus Traffic 

Campus Traffic Capacity is defined in the trilateral Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) and 
caps the number of trips the campus should generate. The number of trips allotted to NIH has 
been defined in the MOU dated May 1992 (based on a 1992 survey). The allotted trip number 
was 5,888 AM peak hour trips, and 5,772 PM peak hour trips. This MOU and the 1992 survey 
offer no distinction or allocation based on alternative growth scenarios. As noted in the 2013 
Master Plan, in May of 2012, NIH undertook a traffic survey to understand the effectiveness of 
its Transportation Management Plan (TMP) and found 2,695 AM peak hour trips and 2,201 PM 
peak hour trips. This is within the 1992 allotted trip numbers. 

2.2.2.3 Campus Parking 

Campus Parking has a target ratio of 0.50 parking spaces per employee (or one space per 
every two employees) as stipulated by the NIH Memorandum of Understanding and the Traffic 
Management Plan. This ratio is intended to relieve congestion within the immediate area of the 
NIH Bethesda campus by limiting commuter-parking options on campus. As of 2012 there were 
10,528 parking spaces on campus. Using the projected campus populations from the 2013 NIH 
Bethesda Campus Master Plan: 
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•	 Proposed Action projects the following number of parking spaces: 
On Campus: 11,797 total parking spaces for the projected campus population of 23,594; 
this would achieve a ratio of approximately 0.50 per employee. 

•	 No Action Alternative maintains the following number of parking spaces: 
On Campus: 10,528 total parking spaces for the projected campus population of 20,594. 
This would achieve a ratio of approximately 0.50 per employee. 

•	 Maximum Development Alternative may provide the following number of parking 
spaces: 
On Campus: 15,297 for the projected campus population of 30,594. This assumes a 
0.50 ratio of spaces to employee. 

2.2.2.4 Utility Capacity 

Utility Capacity is the ability to support the campus’ needs as defined by the Master Utility Plan 
(MUP), which is currently being updated (2012-2014). In order to accomplish the NIH mission, it 
is imperative that NIH develops a new long-range master plan to continue to address the issues 
of facility requirements, land use, planning and orderly future development. 

While considering projections it is important to note that in 2011-2013 there are large projects 
and programs, planned, underway, or soon to be completed, including three previously 
authorized I.C.'s. The projects include Building 35: John Porter Neuroscience Research Center 
(PNRC-II), Building N23 Northwest Child Care Center, Building 10 Clinical Center renovations, 
adaptive reuse and renovation of the Building 29 complex, the Animal Research Center; and 
expansion of the Central Utilities Plant, (Buildings 11 and 34). These planned developments 
would add over 768,598 square feet of new building space, and significant renovated areas. 
The projects are included herein as existing conditions, under the No Action Alternate. 

Additionally, about 683,000 square feet of building floor space, or about 5 percent of the 
campus built space, is considered functionally obsolete. The following Table 2-1 summarizes 
the projected utility demands for each alternative. 

Table 2-1: Peak Demand Summary (Peak Demand for Steam, Chilled Water 
and Electrical Power) 

Considered 
Alternatives 

Steam 
Force pounds per hour (pph) 

Chilled Water 
(Tons) 

Electricity 
Kilowatts (kW) 

Proposed Action 1,099,179 71,527 92,079 
No Action 880,641 58,120 74,325 
Maximum 
Development 

1,204,903 79,492 98,007 
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The Master Plan Proposed Action would require the addition of two boilers similar in capacity to 
the existing Boilers 1 to 4 at 150,000 pph steam each. The Proposed Action would also require 
the addition of three chillers at 5000-ton capacity each. The Considered Action - Maximum 
Development would require the addition of three boilers and the addition of five chillers for a 
total capacity increase of 450,000 pph of steam and 50,000 tons of chilled water. 

The Master Plan Alternatives would require this additional utility equipment in order to meet the 
projected steam and chilled water demands. For reliability, the installed equipment capacity 
should be adequate to support the campus peak demands even if the largest single unit is not 
operating, which is noted below as Chiller Firm Capacity or N+1 capacity. 

The additional equipment needed for each alternative is summarized below in Table 2-2. While 
the installed capacity shown is slightly less than the peak demand, in some cases it is within the 
acceptable range for operation during short-term peak periods. These are Firm Capacities and 
in normal conditions with all boilers and chillers available, the system capacities would be well 
above the peak demands. 

Table 2-2: Summary of Utility Capacities by Each Alternative and Additional
 
Equipment Needed
 

Considered 
Alternatives 

Boilers Firm Capacity 
Force pounds per hour 

(pph) 

Additional 
Boiler 

Quantity 

Chiller Firm 
Capacity 

(Tons) 

Additional 
Chiller 

Quantity 
Proposed Action 1,007,000 2 70,000 3 
No Action 857,000 1 60,000 1 
Maximum 
Development 

1,157,000 3 80,000 5 
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2.3 MASTER PLAN GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

The 2013 Bethesda Campus Master Plan proposed campus improvements would support the 
NIH mission by: 

•	 Assisting in fundamental discoveries, innovative research, and respective application of 
such, to advance the nation’s capability to protect and improve health, 

•	 Developing, maintaining, and renewing the human and physical resources that are vital 
to continue improving the nations’ ability to prevent disease, benefit health, and enhance 
quality of life, 

•	 Supporting expansion of the knowledge base in biomedical and associated sciences to 
enhance the public’s economic well-being and ensure a continued high return on the 
public investment in research, 

•	 Assisting in the promotion of a high level of scientific integrity, public accountability, and 
social responsibility in the conduct of science. 

The 2013 NIH Bethesda Campus Master Plan supports these mission implementation strategies 
with the following planning goals: (See the 2013 NIH Master Plan for a detailed discussion on 
these goals and objectives.) 

•	 Goal 1: Foster innovative research to improve the nation’s health 

•	 Goal 2: Support the evolving requirements for biomedical research and education 

•	 Goal 3: Provide a secure and supportive environment for the people involved in NIH 
activities, including scientists and professional/administrative staff, visitors and other 
non-NIH users, patients and their families, and residents and students 

•	 Goal 4: Respect the stability and integrity of the surrounding residential community 

•	 Goal 5: Protect the environment of the NIH campus and the region 

•	 Goal 6: Foster communication about NIH goals and policies 

•	 Goal 7: Meet the Federal Real Property Council’s Performance Measures 

2.4 PLANNING PRINCIPLES 

These planning principles are the first step toward conceptual designs, and represent broad 
physical design objectives developed for the site. The 2013 NIH Bethesda Campus Master Plan 
contains a detailed description of the following Planning Principles. The following Planning 
Principles are derived from the 2013 Master Plan Goals and Objectives: 
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•	 Focus on Facilities: Replace obsolete biomedical facilities with state of the art facilities 
and where possible reuse obsolete facilities for administrative purposes. Assure that 
adequate utilities are available for the planned facilities. 

•	 Promote Sustainability: Plan with the environment and climate in mind, utilizing climate, 
site orientation, location, vegetation, green space and topography. 

•	 Campus Structure and Organization: Respect existing character of the campus
	
landscape with a planning goal of developing the campus into related research 

community clusters.
	

•	 Landscape and Open Space: Enhance and preserve the informal landscape of the 
campus perimeter and where possible enhance open space in the campus interior. 

•	 Development Proximity to Metro: Encourage public transit use by locating development 
within close walking distance of the Metrorail facility. 

•	 Functional Relationships: Cluster biomedical research into “Centers of Science,” and 
administrative and education functions along the east side of campus, near Metrorail. 

•	 Clinical Centre Stabilization and Renovation Program: Building 10 remains highest 
building within new Clinical Center Cluster with appropriately scaled open spaces 
surrounding it. The Clinical Center (public) face of campus is on the north side at Cedar 
Lane. The research entry to the campus comes primarily from the other entry points. 

•	 Public Access and Orientation: Reinforce Rockville Pike and Old Georgetown Road 
corridors as the primary and secondary regional public frontages. Provide Emphasis for 
two public campus entries at Cedar Lane and Rockville Pike; provide vehicular ingress 
and egress at both to reduce congestion. 

•	 Parking: Reduce surface parking on campus; concentrate parking in existing or new 
parking receptors. 

2.5 ALTERNATIVES UNDER CONSIDERATION 

This section briefly describes the three alternative development options and discusses some of 
the broader impacts associated with each alternative. Findings are suggested at the end of each 
alternative section. 

The three alternative actions represent three different approaches to the modernization and 
growth for the future NIH Bethesda campus, which are needed to support the NIH mission and 
goals. A primary goal includes consolidation back to the campus of workers currently located in 
leased off the Bethesda campus, since leased space is the largest single operating cost for NIH. 
Another goal is to update research facilities by repurposing or demolishing aged facilities and 
building new state of the art research facilities in the redeveloped sites. 
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2.5.1 Proposed Action 

The Master Plan Proposed Action addresses the main goals for the NIH Bethesda Campus by 
relocating laboratories from older and historic buildings to new research laboratory buildings. 
Converting aged historic and usable existing facilities to administrative or support functions. 
New construction includes seventeen buildings for research, administrative offices, amenities 
and other support facilities. Three new parking garages and significant renovations are 
included. 

As the development proceeds the utilities and roadways are to be upgraded to properly support 
the new and renovated facilities. This includes additions to the Central Heating and 
Refrigeration Plant, campus steam, chilled water, and electric power distribution systems. The 
stormwater runoff would be improved to meet the new State of Maryland standards throughout 
the campus. Proposed amenities include expanded childcare facilities for employees, and small-
scale retail and food services. The natural buffer zone around the periphery of the campus 
would be enhanced by removing surface parking and landscape plantings would be increased. 
Residential neighborhoods surrounding the campus from NIH facilities and activities would 
benefit from the increased buffer. 

2.5.2 No Action Alternative 

This plan includes no net new growth or change in employee numbers or facilities in relation to 
baseline or existing conditions. Projects that are already planned would be implemented under 
either the Proposed Action the No Action or the Maximum Development Alternative. These 
projects are included in the No Action Alternative as renovations and new construction. 

2.5.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

This considered Maximum Development Alternative assumes additional replacement of older 
campus buildings. Both the No Action Alternative and the Proposed Action new, repurposed and 
redevelopment projects are included in the Maximum Development Alternative. The maximum 
alternative would bring back to campus all leased laboratory and office space with a few 
exceptions. Similar to the redevelopment alternative, the maximum alternative includes 
additional parking garages. 

The proposed employee population increase at the Bethesda Campus would be 10,000 under 
this alternative. 
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2.6 PROPOSED ACTION 

The Proposed Action assumes that the laboratories that were constructed during the mid-20th 
century on the campus would be replaced with new state of the art laboratories. Existing ‘older’ 
laboratories would be adapted to new uses such as office space, physician offices or space for 
systems biology. This alternative would bring back to campus some of the leased laboratory 
space. It would replace and modernize the campus waste transfer and storage facilities. This 
alternative calls for the replacement of the Building 31, Building 14, Building 21 and Building 12 
complexes. This action is cumulative including the development that occurs in the No Action 
Alternative. 

2.6.1 Impacts to the ability of NIH to accomplish the Master Plan Goals 

2.6.1.1 Goal 1 

•	 Proposed Action would allow NIH’s Bethesda Campus to support innovative research 
through the period of current and projected redevelopment in a comprehensive and 
coordinated approach. The Redevelopment Proposed Action would: 

•	 Support quality research, through physical facility improvements 

•	 Improve opportunities for interdisciplinary collaboration through aesthetic and functional 
enhancements of building development that provides formal and informal meeting and 
gathering spaces on campus; and 

•	 Affords NIH the opportunity to create a flexible development plan that would allow for 
changing program needs in the future. NIH would be able to adequately address or 
consider potential impacts of new technologies and advances in research processes 

2.6.1.2 Goal 2 

Proposed Action would allow NIH’s Bethesda campus to support evolving requirements of 
biomedical research and education. The Redevelopment alternative would: 

•	 Provide opportunities to develop building sites, open space, and transportation and 
circulation systems that would promote appropriate campus facility utilization, functional 
land use and efficient accommodation of future program requirements in a coordinated 
development strategy. 

2.6.1.3 Goal 3 

Proposed Action would allow NIH’s Bethesda Campus to provide a secure and supportive 
environment for the NIH community. This alternative would allow for appropriate and adequate 
campus amenities such as childcare, recreational resources, fitness facilities, convenience 
retail, etc. This alternative provides facilities that enhance the security, safety and well-being of 
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those who work, visit, or reside at NIH. This can be accomplished by maintaining site perimeter 
barriers and controlled entrances, effectively screening for contraband and mitigating 
vulnerabilities through campus and building design. The Proposed Action - Redevelopment 
would: 

•	 Preserve the architectural integrity, and build upon the visual character of the NIH 
campus. It would continue to preserve structures with established historic and cultural 
value, and protect and document important archeological finds; 

•	 Improve the physical landscape that enhances the quality and character of the campus; 
increase the ease of orientation and direction finding around the campus, and improve 
pedestrian and bicycle movement on campus. 

•	 Provide for the convenience and safety of employees and the neighborhood through site 
lighting and security. 

2.6.1.4 Goal 4 

Proposed Action would allow NIH’s Bethesda campus to respect the stability and integrity of the 
greater NIH community. The Redevelopment Alternative would conserve the campus perimeter 
buffer zones, especially bordering the residential areas. The Redevelopment alternative would: 

•	 Maintain the scale and height of existing NIH facilities and ensure that they have no 
adverse impact on adjoining neighborhoods or cultural resources 

•	 Minimize future construction near the adjoining residential neighborhoods 

•	 Protect adjoining neighborhoods from intrusion of NIH traffic, parking, noise, and
	
intrusive lighting
	

•	 It would continue to foster effective transportation solutions to minimize traffic and 
parking problems both external and internal. 

2.6.1.5 Goal 5 

Proposed Action would provide opportunities to promote national environmental remediation 
and sustainability goals. Redevelopment, Proposed Action, would: 

•	 Continue to maximize the use of public transportation and shared transportation, and 
reduce the use of the single occupancy vehicle; provide opportunities to enhance 
campus design to encourage greater NIH employee use of bicycles and walking as 
commuting modes; 

•	 Improve and enhance bikeways and bicycle circulation on the campus; there would be 
opportunities to promote energy efficiency; it would maintain current management of 
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stormwater runoff quality and quantity above minimal State requirements, where 
possible; 

•	 Maintain ambient noise levels in adjacent residential areas caused by campus sources; 

•	 Improve and enhance facilities for storage and handling of hazardous materials; 

•	 Encourage an environmentally sound and developmentally sensitive relationship to 
surrounding neighborhoods and responsive to optimizing the campus’ close proximity to 
the Medical Center Metro Station. 

2.6.1.6 Goal 6 

Proposed Action would enhance communication about NIH goals and policies as it: 

•	 Encourages dialog among NIH management, staff, the scientific community and visitors 
to foster a better understanding of the ramifications of proposed policies and plans with 
updated facilities; and 

•	 Affords opportunities to exchange ideas and create an environment of active dialog 
between NIH and the surrounding community, local, state and federal agencies to work 
together on issues that affect NIH, the surrounding community and region. 

2.6.1.7 Goal 7 

Proposed Action would meet the Federal Real Property Council’s Performance Measures. 
Under this alternative the number of “mission-critical” and “mission-dependent” structures would 
increase and the condition index would improve. Under Proposed Action Redevelopment; 

•	 The rate of over-utilized facilities would decrease under and operating costs are 
expected to trend downward due to new and efficient space uses and decrease in 
research leases; 

•	 The NIH would be able to dispose of unneeded real property and functionally obsolete 
space, as well as adaptively reuse existing buildings. 

2.6.2 Summation of Findings for Proposed Action 

If the Proposed Action were accepted, NIH would continue to guide the evolution of the 
Bethesda Campus to meet currently assigned but not future mission requirements. This 
redevelopment and expansion is limited to the staffing levels and building requirements of the 
currently assigned or anticipated mission requirements. However, any expansion beyond this 
limited capacity would require an off-site campus to continue to meet mission requirements or 
an authorization to increase staffing and building limits. 
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The following Table 2-3 summarizes the Proposed Action development by building, with the 
amounts of proposed new building areas, the disturbed site areas and the amount of demolition 
and renovation quantified in square foot areas. The No Action Alternative totals are included in 
the summary calculations. 

Table 2-3: Summation Proposed Action – Gross Square Foot Areas of New
 
Construction, Demolition Disturbed Site Area and Renovation
 

Proposed 
Action 

Facility Name
& Number 

Construction: 
Building and

Footprint 
Areas 

Construction: 
Disturbed Site 

Area 
(Footprint x 
1.8 Factor) 

Demolition: 
Building Area 

Demolition: 
Disturbed 
Site Area 
(Footprint

x 1.8 
Factor) 

Renovation 
: Building

Area 

Building 1A Building 
26,000 GSF 

Footprint 
6,500 GSF 

11,700 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

Building 4 N/A N/A N/A N/A 98,103 GSF 
Building 5 N/A N/A N/A N/A 99,849 GSF 
Building N7 Building 

118,664 GSF 
Footprint 

19,777 GSF 

35,599 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

Building 8 N/A N/A N/A N/A 99,471 GSF 
Building N9 Building 

299,891 GSF 
Footprint 

49,982 FP 

89,967 GSF Building 7 & 
Building 9 

demolished No 
Action 

Alternative 

Building 7 & 
Building 9 

demolished 
No Action 
Alternative 

N/A 

Building 11B 
Power Plant 
Addition 

Building 
16,700 GSF 

Footprint 
16,700 GSF 

30,060 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

Building N12 Building 
256,538 GSF 

Footprint 
42,758 GSF 

76,961 GSF Building 
D12,12A 

& 12B 
64,387 Total 

GSF 

Site Area of 
Building 12, 
12A & 12B 

115,897 
GSF 

N/A 

Building N14 Building 
774,504 GSF 

Footprint 
154,901 GSF 

278,821 GSF Building 14, 25 
& 28 

434,972 Total 
GSF 

Site Area of 
Buildings 

14, 25 & 28 
782,950 

Total GSF 

N/A 
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Proposed 
Action 

Facility Name 
& Number 

Construction: 
Building and 

Footprint
Areas 

Construction: 
Disturbed Site 

Area 
(Footprint x 
1.8 Factor) 

Demolition: 
Building Area 

Demolition: 
Disturbed 
Site Area 
(Footprint 

x 1.8 
Factor) 

Renovation 
: Building 

Area 

Building N18 Building 16,200 GSF Building 22 Site Area of N/A 
45,000 GSF 

Footprint 
9,000 GSF 

16,095 GSF Building 22 
28,971 GSF 

Building N19 
Complex
N19 
N19 
N19B 
N19C 

Building 
56,494 GSF 

Footprint 
38,433 GSF 

69,179 GSF Trailer (T) 41, 
T39, T46 & 

Bldg 41 
160,715 GSF 

Total GSF 

Site 
T41, T39, 

T46 & Bldg 
41 

289, 287 
GSF 

N/A 

Building N20 Building 
22,218 GSF 

Footprint 
22,218 GSF 

39,992 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

Building N21 Building 83,221 GSF Building 21 Site N/A 
601,039 GSF 

Footprint 
46,234 GSF 

17,014 GSF Building 21 
30,625 GSF 

Building N22 Building 
287,808 GSF 

Footprint 
47,968 GSF 

86,342 GSF Building 31 
47,527 GSF 
Demolition 

Site 
Building 31 
85,549 GSF 

N/A 

Building N24 Building 
10,391 GSF 

Footprint 
10,391 GSF 

18,704 GSF (Included in 
N14 total) 

(Included in 
N14 total) 

N/A 

Building 30 N/A N/A N/A N/A 110,240 
GSF 

Building 40A Building 
46,200 GSF 

Footprint 
23,100 GSF 

41,580 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

Building 45A Building 
87,461 GSF 

Footprint 
12,494 GSF 

22,490 GSF N/A N/A N/A 
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Proposed 
Action 

Facility Name 
& Number 

Construction: 
Building and 

Footprint
Areas 

Construction: 
Disturbed Site 

Area 
(Footprint x 
1.8 Factor) 

Demolition: 
Building Area 

Demolition: 
Disturbed 
Site Area 
(Footprint 

x 1.8 
Factor) 

Renovation 
: Building 

Area 

Building 48 
Satellite 
Switching 
Station 

Building 
4,500 GSF 
Footprint 

4,500 GSF 

8,100 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

MLP12 Building 108,231 GSF Building 41 Site N/A 
Parking 420,900 GSF 

Footprint 
60,129 GSF 

135,137 GSF Building 41 
243,247 

GSF 

MLP13 Building 108,231 GSF Included in Included in N/A 
Parking 420,900 GSF 

Footprint 
60,129 GSF 

Building 41 
Demolition 

above 

Building 41 
Demolition 

above 
MLP14 Building 108,231 GSF Building 31 Site N/A 
Parking 420,900 GSF 

Footprint 
60,129 GSF 

570,000 GSF Building 31 
1,026,000 

GSF 

PROPOSED 
ACTION 
TOTAL 

3,916,108 
GSF 

685,343 GSF 

1,233,627 GSF 1,445,847 
GSF 

2,602,526 
GSF 

407,663 
GSF 

NO ACTION 
ALTERNATE 
TOTALS 

535,690 GSF 223,641 GSF 80,960 GSF 
25,415 FP 

45,747 GSF 2,903,473 
GSF 

GRAND 
TOTAL 
PROPOSED 
ACTION + NO 
ACTION GSF 

4,451,798 
GSF 

1,457,268 GSF 2,225,807 
GSF 

2,648,273 
GSF 

3,311,136 
GSF 
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2.7 NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

The No Action Alternative caps the expansion of the Bethesda Campus of NIH at current levels. 
Minimum development assumes that the NIH Bethesda Campus is optimally built out and there 
would be no demolition of existing structures and only limited new construction. One of two sites 
available for new construction is east of the existing Natcher Building; the other site available is 
where the Northwest Childcare Center is proposed, northwest of Building 10. Any improvements 
above the current thresholds would be dependent on budget adjustments. 

Projects that are proceeding and have been in planning since the 2003 NIH Bethesda Campus 
Master Plan include the John Porter Neuroscience Research Center, the Northwest Childcare 
Center and renovations to Buildings 10, 3, 29 and 29A. As part of these planned projects, 
Buildings 7 and 9 are scheduled for demolition. 

2.7.1 Impacts to the ability of NIH to accomplish the Master Plan Goals 

The Minimum Development Alternative would eventually limit the ability of NIH’s Bethesda 
Campus to support innovative research. Under this alternative eventually, NIH would not be 
able to maintain a comprehensive and coordinated approach to physical development of the 
NIH Bethesda Campus. 

2.7.1.1 Goal 1 

No Action Alternative limits growth in the future. NIH may not be able to adequately address or 
consider potential impacts of changes in technology and advances for innovative research 
processes. 

2.7.1.2 Goal 2 

No Action Alternative limits the opportunity to develop building sites, open space, and 
transportation systems that would ensure appropriate campus facility utilization, functional land 
use, and efficient accommodation of future program requirements, NIH would not be as able to 
address the evolving requirements for biomedical research and education. 

2.7.1.3 Goal 3 

No Action Alternative by limiting growth restricts the ability of NIH to provide a secure and 
supportive environment for people involved in NIH activities, NIH may be less able to provide 
campus amenities such as child care, recreational resources, fitness facilities, convenience 
retail or similar in the future. On-site security through perimeter fencing, vehicle screening, and 
provision of buffers is accomplished with this Alternative. This Alternative would continue to 
preserve structures with established historic and cultural value, and would continue to protect 
and document important archeological finds. 
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2.7.1.4 Goal 4 

No Action Alternative would conserve the campus perimeter buffer zones, especially bordering 
the residential areas. This alternative would also maintain the scale and height of existing NIH 
facilities ensuring that they have no adverse impact on adjoining neighborhoods or cultural 
resources. The alternative should continue to support transportation solutions that minimize 
traffic and parking problems both external and internal. This Alternative would continue to 
maximize the use of public transportation and shared transportation, would provide limited 
ability to reduce the use of the single occupancy vehicle; and would encourage greater NIH 
employee use of bicycles and walking as commuting modes. 

2.7.1.5 Goal 5 

No Action Alternative would maintain the current level of support for campus and regional 
environmental protection by maintaining stormwater runoff management, ambient noise levels 
and maintaining current facilities for handing and storing hazardous waste. This Alternative 
would continue to encourage environmentally sound policies, sensitive to surrounding 
neighborhoods. 

2.7.1.6 Goal 6 

No Action Alternative would maintain current capability to communicate NIH goals and policies. 
This includes opportunities to promote energy efficiency; encouraging communications among 
NIH management and staff and the scientific community; and allow NIH to continue (at current 
levels) dialog with local, state and federal agencies to work on issues that affect the community. 

2.7.1.7 Goal 7 

No Action Alternative would take longer to meet the Federal Real Property Council’s 
Performance Measures. Under the No Action Alternative the number of mission critical, mission 
dependent, and or mission dependent structures would remain the same; the condition index 
would improve at a modest rate; the rate of over-utilized facilities may increase due the inability 
to grow under this alternative. Operating costs would be expected to trend upward due to the 
need to maintain and operate inefficient space and an increase in leases due to unavailability of 
space on campus would be expected. This Alternative would limit NIH’s ability to dispose of 
functionally obsolete space. 

2.7.2 Summation of Findings for No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would continue existing projects that are now in planning, making 
modest upgrades to the campus buildings and infrastructure. The existing buffer will remain 
unchanged and there would be additional environmental mitigation. Selection of the No Action 
Alternative would continue the current level of point source loads from NIH of stormwater 
discharge. The No Action Alternative would necessitate that any expansion of NIH mission 
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beyond current staffing levels would need off-site location for staffing increases or not fulfill 
mission objectives. The No Action Alternative would necessitate expansion of the NIH mission 
requiring new laboratory or office facilities would need off-site locations for facility space 
increases or not fulfill mission objectives. Table 2-4 summarizes the No Action Alternative. 

Table 2-4: No Action Alternative - Current Planned Facility Development
 
Area Summary in Gross Square Feet (GSF)
 

No Action Construction: 
Building and 

Construction: 
Disturbed 

Demolition: 
Building 

Demolition: 
Disturbed 

Renovation: 
Building Area 

Facility Footprint Site Area and Site Area 
Name Areas (Footprint x Footprint (Footprint x 

& Number 1.8 Factor) Areas 1.8 Factor) 

Building 7 N/A N/A Building 
48,460 GSF 

Footprint 
9,165 GSF 

16,497 GSF N/A 

Building 9 N/A N/A Building 
32,500 GSF 

Footprint 
16,250 GSF 

29,250 GSF N/A 

Building 10 N/A N/A 2,658,891 GSF 
Building 3 N/A N/A 48,860 GSF 
Building 35 Building 185,238 GSF N/A N/A N/A 
(Porter 514,355 GSF 
Neuro- Footprint 
Science) 102,910 GSF 
Building 29 N/A N/A N/A N/A 89,028 GSF 
Building 29A N/A N/A N/A N/A 106,694 GSF 
Building 23 
Childcare 

21,335 GSF 38,403 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

NO ACTION 
ALTERNATI 
VE TOTALS 

535,690 GSF 223,641 GSF 80,960 GSF 
25,415 FP 

45,747 GSF 2,903,473 GSF 
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2.8 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED – MAXIMUM DEVELOPMENT 

The Maximum Development Alternative allows for an increase in total space at the Bethesda 
campus of NIH to a level that can meet currently assigned and projected needs for the next 
twenty years. The Maximum Development Alternative assumes laboratories constructed during 
the mid-20th century on the NIH Bethesda Campus would be replaced with new state of the art 
laboratories. Older laboratories would be adapted to uses suited to the older buildings, such as 
office space, physician offices or space for systems biology. Maximum Development would 
bring back to the Bethesda campus all leased laboratory and office space except for designated 
commercial leases. It would replace and update the campus waste transfer and storage 
facilities. This alternative calls for the replacement of the Buildings: 4, 5, 8, 12, 14, 16, 21 and 31 
complexes and is cumulative, including the development in the Proposed Action and No Action. 

2.8.1 Impacts to the ability of NIH to accomplish Master Plan Goals 

2.8.1.1 Goal 1 

Maximum Development would support innovative research to improve the nation’s health. NIH 
would be able to establish a comprehensive and coordinated approach to physical development 
of the NIH Bethesda Campus that is based on cost effective, incremental options for growth 
while ensuring orderly development of the campus. The Maximum Development Alternative 
would: 

•	 Stimulate interaction and communications among scientists and staff to enhance quality 
of research and opportunities for interdisciplinary collaboration through adjacency of 
uses and the creation of formal and informal meeting and gathering spaces on campus; 

•	 Afford NIH the opportunity to create a flexible development plan that would allow for 
changing program needs in the future allowing NIH to adequately address or consider 
potential impacts of changes in technology and advances in research processes; and 

•	 Provide NIH with the ability to keep up with advancement in technology. 

2.8.1.2 Goal 2 

Maximum Development would support evolving requirements for biomedical research and 
education. Under this alternative there would be a comprehensive and coordinated approach to 
physical development at NIH that would ensure the orderly growth of NIH facilities. There would 
be opportunities to develop building sites, open space, and transportation and circulation 
systems that would ensure appropriate campus facility utilization, functional land use as well as 
efficient accommodation of future program requirements. Maximum Development would: 

•	 Provide an opportunity to enhance campus function, efficiency, and character through 
better definition of land use and functional relationships; 
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•	 Enhance opportunities to identify patterns of existing development and factors, which 
potentially limit future development and therefore define an achievable development 
strategy. 

2.8.1.3 Goal 3 

Maximum Development would provide a supportive and secure environment for the NIH 
community. This alternative would allow for appropriate and adequate campus amenities such 
as childcare, recreational resources, fitness facilities, convenience retail, etc. It would also 
facilitate the security, safety and well-being of those who work, visit, or reside at NIH by 
maintaining site perimeter barriers, effectively screening for contraband and mitigating 
vulnerabilities through campus and building design. Maximum Development would: 

•	 Preserve the integrity, and build upon the character of the NIH campus by continuing to 
preserve structures with established historic and cultural value, and protect and 
document important archeological finds; 

•	 Improve the system of landscape that enhances the quality and character of the 
campus, and would increase the ease of orientation and direction-finding around the 
campus and improve pedestrian and bicycle movement on campus; 

•	 Provide for the convenience and safety of employees and the neighborhood through site 
lighting and security. 

2.8.1.4 Goal 4 

Maximum Development would provide stability and integrity to the surrounding residential 
community. This alternative would conserve the campus perimeter buffer zones, especially 
bordering the residential areas. It would endeavor to ensure that NIH and its activities do not 
contribute to security or safety issues in adjoining neighborhoods. It would continue to foster 
effective transportation solutions to manage traffic and parking problems both external and 
internal. However, adding 10,000 full time employees will significantly impact currently 
congested roadways. 

2.8.1.5 Goal 5 

Maximum Development would protect and enhance the surrounding residential community. This 
alternative would provide opportunities to promote national sustainability goals. It would provide 
opportunities to identify and build upon the unique environmental qualities of the campus and 
enhance existing landscaping and vegetation. This Alternative would continue to maximize the 
use of public transportation and shared transportation, and reduce the use of the single 
occupancy vehicles. The population increase and the amount of proposed development could 
significantly increase the impact on the environment that would require mitigation efforts. The 
Maximum Development Alternative would: 
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•	 Provide opportunities to enhance campus design to encourage greater NIH employee 
use of bicycles and walking and improve and enhance bikeways and bicycle circulation 
on the campus; 

•	 Provide opportunities to promote energy efficiency and maintain current management of 
stormwater runoff quality and quantity above minimal State requirements, where 
possible; 

•	 Maintain ambient noise levels in adjacent residential areas caused by campus sources; 

•	 Improve and enhance facilities for storage and handling of hazardous materials; 

•	 Encourage environmentally sound development sensitive to surrounding neighborhoods 
and responsive to optimizing the campus’ close proximity to the Medical Center Metro 
Station. 

•	 Impact the environment with the proposed number of new buildings and grading. This 
impact would require mitigation. 

2.8.1.6 Goal 6 

Maximum Development would enhance communication about NIH goals and policies as it: 

•	 Can encourage dialog among NIH management, staff, the scientific community and 
visitors to foster a better understanding of the ramifications of proposed policies and 
plans; and 

•	 Affords opportunities to exchange ideas and create an environment of active dialog 
between NIH and the surrounding community, local, state and Federal agencies to work 
together on issues that affect NIH, the surrounding community and region. 

2.8.1.7 Goal 7 

Maximum Development would meet the Federal Real Property Council’s Performance 
Measures. Under this alternative the number of mission critical and mission dependent 
structures would increase, and the condition index would improve. 

•	 The rate of over-utilized facilities would decrease, and operating cost is expected to 
trend downward due to new and efficient space and decrease in leases; and 

•	 NIH would be able to dispose of unneeded real property and functionally obsolete space, 
and adaptively reuse existing buildings. 
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2.8.2 Summation of Finding for Maximum Development Alternative 

If the Maximum Development Alternative were accepted, NIH would continue to allow the 
Bethesda Campus to evolve, to meet currently assigned and future mission requirements. This 
redevelopment and expansion could continue until the currently designated site capacity is 
reached. However, any expansion beyond this designated capacity would require an off-site 
campus to continue to meet mission requirements. 

The following Table 2-5 and Table 2-6 summarize the gross square foot areas for the Maximum 
Development Proposed Buildings, the amount of disturbed site area for both the new 
construction and the demolition of existing buildings and renovated totals from the Proposed 
Action and the No Action Alternatives, which are part of the Maximum Development totals. 

Table 2-5: Maximum Development Alternative – Gross Square Foot Areas 
of New Construction, Demolition Disturbed Site Area and Renovation 

Maximum 
Development 

Facility Name
& Number 

Construction: 
Building and

Footprint 
Areas 

Construction: 
Disturbed 
Site Area 

(Footprint x 
1.8 Factor) 

Demolition: 
Building and 

Footprint 
Areas 

Demolition: 
Disturbed 
Site Area 

(Footprint x 
1.8 Factor) 

Renovation: 
Building

Area 

Building 4 N/A N/A Building 
98,103 GSF 

Footprint 
24,526 GSF 

44,146 GSF N/A 

Building 5 N/A N/A Building 
99,849 GSF 

Footprint 
24,962 GSF 

44,932 GSF N/A 

Building 8 N/A N/A Building 
99,471 GSF 

Footprint 
24,868 GSF 

44,762 GSF N/A 

Building 16 N/A N/A Building 
24,843 GSF 

Footprint 
14,588 GSF 

26,258GSF N/A 

Building 16A N/A N/A Building 
4,822 GSF 
Footprint 

2,411 GSF 

4,340 GSF N/A 
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Maximum Construction: Construction: Demolition: Demolition: Renovation: 
Development Building and 

Footprint 
Disturbed 
Site Area 

Building and 
Footprint 

Disturbed 
Site Area 

Building 
Area 

Facility Name Areas (Footprint x Areas (Footprint x 
& Number 1.8 Factor) 1.8 Factor) 

New 
Administrative 
Building 

240,000 GSF 
Plan 6 stories 
40,000 GSF 

footprint 

72,000 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

New 
Administrative 
Building 

240,000 GSF 
Plan 6 stories 
40,000 GSF 

footprint 

72,000 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

New 
Administrative 
Building 

480,000 GSF 
Plan 6 stories 
80,000 GSF 

footprint 

144,000 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

New 
Administrative 
Building 

311,350 GSF 
Plan 6 stories 
52,000 GSF 

footprint 

93,600 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

New 
Administrative 
Building 

311,350 GSF 
Plan 6 stories 
52,000 GSF 

footprint 

93,600 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

New Parking 525,000 GSF 
Building 

105,000 GSF 
footprint 

189,000 GSF N/A N/A N/A 

New Parking 525,000 GSF 
Building 

105,000 GSF 
footprint 

189,000 GSF N/A N/A N/A 
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Table 2-6: Total Areas for Maximum Development Alternative 

TOTALS New GSF Disturbed 
Site 

Demolition Demo Site Renovation 

Total Area 2,632,700 
GSF 

853,200 GSF 327,088 GSF 164,438 
GSF 

N/A 

Footprint 474,000 GSF 91,355 GSF 

+ No Action & 
Proposed 
Action 

4,451,798 
GSF 

1,457,268 
GSF 

2,225,807 
GSF 

2,648,273 
GSF 

3,311,136 
GSF 

Footprint 809,588 GSF 778,937 GSF 

GRAND TOTAL 7,084,498 
GSF 

2,310,468 
GSF 

2,552,895 
GSF 

2,812,711 
GSF 

3,311,136 
GSF 
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3 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

3.1 EXISTING TOPOGRAPHY, GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

This subsection describes the topography, geology and soils in the areas for the proposed 
actions. Assessment of the existing soils is based on the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service 2007 Soil Survey for Montgomery County, 
Maryland (USDA, 2007a). 

3.1.1 Topography 

NIH Bethesda Campus is located on the eastern side of the Piedmont physiographic province. 
The Piedmont lies between the Atlantic Coastal Plain, which begins about 5 miles to the 
southeast within Washington D.C., and the Blue Ridge Province, which begins at Catoctin 
Mountain about 30 miles to the northwest. The Piedmont Province extends from New York to 
Georgia and traverses a 30- to 45-mile wide swath through Maryland. 

The NIH Bethesda Campus is situated on the undulating topography of the uppermost stream 
valleys of two small independent tributaries of Rock Creek, which flow from southwest to 
northeast across the campus. The campus is divided into three watersheds that drain to the 1) 
North Branch, 2) NIH Stream and 3) the Stony Creek. The 2012 topography is shown on Figure 
3-1 and the major drainage divides are indicated on Figure 3-2. 

In general, Old Georgetown Road is the western drainage divide of the campus as well as the 
divide between the Rock Creek and Booze Creek watersheds. A portion of the campus actually 
drains westerly towards Old Georgetown Road and the Booze Creek watershed. The peak site 
ground elevation of the campus, 384 feet, is located on the south side of South Drive on the 
ridgeline. The lowest elevation on the campus is 232 feet located at the northeast corner of the 
property where a drainage culvert, located just south of Cedar Lane, crosses under MD Route 
355. 

The watershed for the North Branch consists of the northern portion of the NIH campus as well 
as surrounding community area located north of West Cedar Lane as well as portion of Old 
Georgetown Road (northwest quadrant of the campus). Slopes are generally 5 to 10 percent 
throughout this area. Slopes increase to 15 percent and more in the stream valley areas. The 
elevation of this watershed ranges from 375 feet around Building 60 and 304 feet around 
Building 17. Run-off enters the campus at an elevation of approximately 360 feet. The run-off 
then travels in a concrete drainage ditch prior to entering into the storm drainage system located 
southwest of the Children’s Inn (Building 62). This run-off continues to travel to the east in a 
piped storm drainage system where it eventually outfalls into a culvert at an elevation of 232 
feet, located just south of Cedar Drive, that crosses under MD Route 355. 
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Figure 3-1: Overall 2012 NIH Bethesda Campus Topography 
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Figure 3-2: Natural Features and Drainage Sheds 
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The watershed for the NIH Stream consists of the majority of the central, southwestern and 
eastern portions of the campus. The elevations of this watershed range from 370 feet around 
MLP-6, 315 feet around Buildings 10, 310 feet around Building 62 and 252 feet around MLP-10. 
Off-site run-off from the residential area located southwest of the campus enters this watershed. 

Slopes are generally 5 to 10 percent throughout this area. Slopes increase to 15 percent and 
more in the stream valley areas. The upper section of the NIH stream valley has been buried by 
10 to 30 feet of fill and the course of the stream and natural topography is only barely 
perceptible at some locations in the core area of development. The run-off enters into a storm 
drain system at an elevation of approximately 312 feet and then travels approximately 2,200 
linear feet northeast through the campus where it eventually outfalls into a stream channel, 
northeast of the intersection of South Drive and Center Drive, at an elevation of 266 feet. The 
stream channel flows northward where it eventually outfalls into a culvert at an elevation of 232 
feet, located just south of Cedar Drive, which crosses under MD Route 355. More than half the 
campus is located on the east facing side slope between the ridgeline along the western 
periphery of the property and the NIH Stream. Between West Cedar Lane and South Drive, a 
tributary ravine is incised into the general slope along the east-west axis, forming a separate 
valley up to 40 to 50 feet deep. 

The watershed for the Stony Creek consists of the southern and southeastern portions of the 
campus. The elevations in this watershed range from 350 feet southwest of the parking lots, 330 
feet around Building 45, and 304 feet at the Stony Creek Pond (currently under construction as 
of July 2012) located northwest of Woodmont Avenue. Slopes are generally 5 to 10 percent 
throughout this area. Slopes increase to 15 percent and more around the Stony Creek Pond. 
The run-off enters into the campus at an elevation of 310 feet via a storm drain outfall that 
drains the residential and business districts located south the campus. This run-off currently 
makes outfall directly into the Stony Creek Pond. 

3.1.2 Geology and Soils 

Bedrock under the Bethesda Campus is composed of the Lower Pelitic Schist of the Sykesville 
Formation. (Figure 3-4) In older geology literature and mapping, the schist is also identified as 
the oligoclase facies (a crystalline variety of feldspar) of the Wissahickon Formation or as the 
eastern sequence of the Wissahickon Formation (The Crystalline Rocks of Howard and 
Montgomery Counties, C.A. Hopson, in The Geology of Howard and Montgomery Counties, 
Maryland Geological Survey, 1964). 

The Lower Pelitic Schist is a member of the Glenarm Series of formations, which are, exposed 
on the surface over the eastern half of the Piedmont Plateau. It is composed of interlaced beds 
of medium to coarse-grained pelitic (originally depositional mud) schist and fine to medium 
grained psammatic (originally sand) beds with the latter more predominant near the top of 
formation. Its age has not been fixed but is estimated to be late Precambrian. It has been 
intensely folded, dislocated, and metamorphosed. The formation is approximately 5,500 feet 
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thick. Bedrock on the campus is generally 55 to 65 feet below the surface but it may be at half 
this depth in the northeast sector of the site where the NIH stream has eroded the surface 
geologically. 

The bedrock is overlain by about 15 to 40 feet of saprolite subsurface material. The boundary is 
a gradual transition, and not a distinct interface. The saprolite is composed of the decomposed 
and weathered residual crystalline rocks of the base formation. Three distinct saprolites are 
found under the campus: Saprolite 5B a predominantly well-drained micaceous schist; Saprolite 
5D a predominantly well drained, silty, bouldery, gneiss; and Saprolite 5F a predominantly 
poorly drained with intermixed clays and mafic rock. 

In general, the saprolites consist of sand, silt, clay, angular rock fragments and residual soft red 
brown to gray earthy porous materials derived from the decomposed crystalline rock. Hard 
quartzic intrusions may be encountered at widely separated intervals. The saprolites are 
oriented in the north-south direction. A geologic syncline runs along the axis of Rockville Pike, 
or just to the west of it so that the surface saprolites on the Walter Reed National Military 
Medical Center (WRNMMC) are mirror images of those in NIH. 

Radon is a naturally occurring gaseous substance resulting from the radioactive decay of 
uranium (U) to radium (Ra) and then to radon (Rn). Uranium is a common element found in 
many geologic formations and substrates, particularly igneous and metamorphic rocks. Radon 
has a half-life of only 3.8 days and decays to its daughter elements (polonium (Po) 218, 
polonium 214, bismuth 214 and lead 214). It is these daughter elements, which represent the 
health hazard commonly associated with radon. 

Radon gas levels are directly influenced by the radon gas concentration and the overall 
permeability of the soil or rock medium. Generally, the highest radon gas levels are associated 
with the igneous and metamorphic rock sequences of the Piedmont. In these regions, radon gas 
tends to accumulate in below grade areas of building where the air circulation is restricted. 
Therefore, radon abatement systems commonly employ air evacuation units to prevent the 
accumulation of radon gas. Radon also dissolves readily in groundwater; therefore, wells have 
the potential to release radon gas. 

Based on radon information published by the EPA, the action level is listed as 4 picocuries per 
liter (pCi/L or more) for indoor environments through proper testing protocols. Further testing 
and/or mitigation efforts are recommended for radon levels above 4 pCi/L. Radon gas is not 
limited to structures built in or on soil and rock types with high geologic potential for radon 
release. Bethesda is located within an area defined by EPA as Zone 1 and Zone 2. Zone 1 is 
listed as the highest potential areas predicted to have an average indoor radon screening level 
greater than 4 pCi/L. Zone 2 is listed moderate potential areas predicted to have a radon 
screening level between 2 and 4 pCi/L. Actual concentrations of radon can only be determined 
through on-site testing in the structure(s). 
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It is also recommended that after development of a new structure, renovation of existing 
structures, or ventilation system changes or upgrades that radon testing be performed for new 
structures and reevaluated for existing structures as pressures within the buildings may have 
altered due to adjustments or renovations to the foundations or air handling systems. Due to the 
development of the campus, the depth of soils has been altered. Information in regards to fill 
materials is also not available. Based on the National Cooperative Soil Survey for Montgomery 
County, Maryland, seven soil series have been identified for the campus. The Soil Survey Map 
and soils identified are included in the following Figure 3-3. The soils are primarily classified as 
silt loams and urban land with slopes ranging from 0 to 15 percent. 

Figure 3-3: U.S. Geological Survey Montgomery County Geological Map, Maryland 
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Figure 3-4: U.S. Geological Survey –Map of soil and rock types for the Region and
 
NIH
 

The soil type is Lower Pelitic Schist (Formerly mapped as oligoclase facies of Wissahickon 
Formation) Medium-to-coarse-grained biotite-oligoclase-muscovite-quartz schist with garnet, 
staurolite, and kyanite; fine-to medium-grained semipelitic schist; and fine-grained granular to 
weakly schistose psammatic granulite; psammatic beds increase upward; apparent thickness 
5,500 feet or more. 

Previous EIS documentation indicates that the central portion of the campus has been disturbed 
by construction of facilities. Surface soils can be a mixture of native, borrow, and fill materials. 
Most of the area occupied by Buildings 11, 12, 13, and 14 is covered by fill material placed in 
the NIH stream valley with the bottom of the 96-inch storm drain carrying the stream 
representing the original ground elevations. Geotechnical subsurface borings performed for the 
Building 11 Phase I expansion project indicated that fill material ranges from 300 to 350 feet to 
either side of stream bed before feathering to original soils. 

Campus soils have comparatively low nominal erodability. However, erosion control measures 
are necessary when slopes exceed about 5 percent, and exposure during construction should 
be minimized. Cut slopes tend to be stable, and steep slopes can be maintained. The Baile silt 
loam found in the northeast corner of the campus is listed as a hydric soil. Hydric soils are 
generally associated with streambed soils or wetlands. Surface and subsurface soils are 
reported to have bearing strengths ranging from 4,000 to 8,000 lbs/sf near the surface to 9,000 
lbs/sf at greater depths. 

Water tables of these soils are reported to range from 1.3 to greater than 6 feet in depth. 
Surface run-off is reported to be medium to very high for the soils except for Glenelg Urban 
Land Complex and Glenville silt loam soils. Groundwater in the overlying saprolites may be 
encountered 10 to 50 feet below the natural ground surface. Soil boring data from NIH projects 
and the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) indicates that this most frequently occurs 20 to 30 feet 
below the surface. The saprolites collectively act as one uniform groundwater storage reservoir. 
The water table in the saprolites does not reportedly respond to precipitation events, and wells 
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or excavations encountering the stored groundwater do not produce much drawdown. 
Transmissivity of groundwater ranges from 0.0001 to 10 gallons/sf/day with the values 
increasing with depth. 

Groundwater would be expected to flow to the east and northeast based on surface topography. 
Surface runoff is expected to flow towards intermittent tributaries associated with Stone Lake 
and Rock Creek located to the east and northeast of the site, which further deposits into the 
Potomac River further south of the project area. 

3.2 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

3.2.1 Terrestrial Vegetation and Habitat 

This section reviews the existing policies and physical conditions regarding on trees, vegetation, 
and habitat on campus and assesses the potential impacts the three alternatives might have on 
them. 

3.2.1.1 Trees and Vegetation Applicable Policies 

The protection and planting of trees and forests on the campus are directed by the following 
federal goals and guidelines, state and county regulations, and NIH policies. The federal 
government has a goal to protect and enhance vegetation and habitat on its facility compounds. 
The National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) has issued the following guidelines in The 
Comprehensive Plan for the National Capital for achieving these goals: 

•	 The incorporation of trees and vegetation in all federal developments to moderate 
temperatures and minimize energy consumption, 

•	 To encourage the use of street trees to enhance visual and aesthetic features, 

•	 To avoid removal of woodland and vegetation from steep slopes and areas with high 
erosion potential, and 

•	 Preserve existing vegetation, especially large stands of trees to the extent possible. 

The Maryland Forest Conservation Act of 1991 along with the Montgomery County Forest 
Conservation Law (Chapter 22A) established a program for conserving forest and tree 
resources. Effective July 1, 1992, all applications for development, or sediment control permits 
for construction projects encompassing at least 40,000 square feet of previous area, must be 
accompanied by a Natural Resources Inventory (NRI), Forest Stand Delineation (FSD), Forest 
Conservation Plan (FCP), and Forest or Tree Protection Plan (FPP or TPP). 

NIH has prepared a campus-wide Urban Forest Stand Delineation Plan and a Forest 
Conservation Plan that was based on the 2003 Master Plan. These meet current state and 
county requirements. They were reviewed and approved by Maryland Department of Natural 
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Resources (MDNR). Further NIH prepares individual tree preservation and replacement plans for 
individual construction projects on the campus. These are planned to fit within the framework of 
the overall campus-wide Conservation Plan. Each of these is submitted to the Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources for review and approval. 

NIH handles impacts on an individual tree basis. Since 1996 NIH has had a policy of no net tree 
loss, and a requirement of a one for one replacement, of trees lost due to either natural causes 
or construction. In general, NIH does much more than this. For example the Neuroscience 
Research Center construction planted 110 new trees to compensate for a loss of 56 trees of 
all sizes. Similarly, 264 trees and about 850 shrubs and smaller plants were planted to 
compensate for the loss of trees at the Commercial Vehicle Inspection Facility site. NIH loses 
60 to 70 mature trees each year from natural attrition. These are tracked and replaced. For 
example in Fiscal Year (FY) 2000, 184 trees were lost for these reasons. They were replaced 
with 382 trees planted around the campus. Further NIH has a tree transplanting policy. Trees 
that may be affected by development or other situations are transplanted when feasible. Most 
transplants on campus have been five inches or less in bole diameter, although transplants 
have been successful with trees up to ten inches in diameter. NIH has an active program to care 
for planted trees and other vegetation. NIH has installed drip irrigation systems in selected 
shrub beds. As an innovative measure, groundwater that seeps into the excavations of 
ongoing campus construction projects is pumped and used for grounds irrigation. 

3.2.1.2 Terrestrial Conditions 

The grounds of the NIH campus are managed and controlled to a high degree. It has mature 
trees, broad lawns and extensive areas of ornamental gardens and courts, with shrubs, ground 
covers and flowers give it the appearance of a college campus and create an appealing setting 
that is important to a world class research campus. Campus plantings are increasing and 
enhanced regularly. 

The campus currently contains about 4.2 acres that meet the Maryland Department of Natural 
Resources (MDNR) criteria for forests (see Figure 3-A). The MDNR density criteria are for 100 
trees or more per acre. This is a recent designation, as the campus contained no forests 
except a small area around the historic Wilson Estate (Figure 1 Bldg 15K) for many years. 
Campus trees grew in open conditions with lawn, ground cover or mulch below. The 
managed ground surface was free of natural tree litter and vertical forest stratification. 
Densities were generally less than 50 per acre. Two smaller areas on the north side of the 
campus few areas had densities of up to about 85 per acre. This condition started to change 
when no-mow zones were established over ten years ago along campus streams and selected 
perimeter buffer areas. These areas filter and absorb storm water run-off, provide wildlife habitat 
and decrease campus maintenance costs. They have become, and are becoming, naturalized 
forested areas as natural plant succession occurs and smaller trees and other understory 
materials grow up. Currently there are approximately 22 acres of ‘no-mow’ areas. These areas 
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represent about 12 percent of the campus’s 186 acres of open space. More acres around the 
southeast storm water pond have been identified and would be officially added in the fall of 
2012. So far, as a result of these changes, the tree density has risen sufficiently that the 4.2 
acres within the first ‘no-mow’ area, called Cedar Lane Woods between the Children’s Inn and 
NIH Fire Station, now qualifies as forest. The “no mow” areas along the NIH stream have 
allowed for the reemergence of native riparian vegetation. The construction of the southeast 
storm water management pond created a specifically designed 1/3 acre wetland to provide 
initial filtering of sediment debris and contaminants entering Stoney Creek. Additional native 
aquatic plants were planted around the perimeter of the wet pond. 

The NIH Grounds Maintenance and Landscaping Section (GMLS) carry out a continuing 
program for tree inspection, maintenance, and care. GMLS also conducts an extensive 
annual campus tree inventory that counts all trees with trunks of a diameter two inches or 
greater at Diameter at Breast Height (DBH). Trees are identified by number, tagged and 
monitored. The inventory is plotted on a Geographical Information System (GIS) map that is 
continually updated, using a software program such as ArcGIS. The inventory process shows 
that the total number of trees on campus has been steadily increasing. The total number of 
trees has increased each year since 2003 except in 2010. In that year there was a net loss of 
178 trees. In 2009 there was a net gain of 342 and in 2011 the net gain was 54. Figure 3-5 
shows the last completed Tree Inventory Map. The 2011 survey which is ongoing at this time 
has counted over 8,500 trees of two inches DBH or greater. 

Tree cover on the Bethesda Campus has two distinct types: woodland stands found around or 
near the perimeter of the campus, and formal plantings associated with development of the 
interior portions of campus. They include both exotic and native species. The trees that 
predate NIH occupancy are primarily comprised of tulip poplars, very large oaks, and maples 
and are scattered throughout the campus. NIH has planted a majority of the existing campus 
trees. 

Predominant species in the woodland stands are Oak, Tulip, Poplar, Sycamore, and Maple. 
Tulip Poplars (Liriodendron tulipifera) and Maples (Acer) occupy the lower portions of the site 
with Oaks (Quercus) and Sycamore (Platanus occidentalis) dominating the upland areas. Trees 
are of mature or maturing stature and range in size from 18” to 36” diameter at breast height 
(DBH) with some specimens up to 48” DBH. Species generally occur in near pure stands of 
similar aged trees of even density, with little to no understory planting. Most woodlands are 
maintained as tree lawns. Evergreen species are found throughout the campus, generally in 
small stands of similar species, most often White Pine (Pinus strobus), Austrian Pine (Pinus 
nigra), or Scotch Pine (Pinus sylvestris) concentrated around the perimeter of the campus. 

Tree cover on the interior of the campus is predominately street tree and parking lot plantings. 
Trees are young by comparison to the woodlands and often in a stressed condition. 
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A vast majority of the largest trees are located away from developed areas in the perimeter 
buffer, particularly in the northern half of the campus, or along the stream valleys. Champion 
trees are those that have the highest formulaic sum total of tree bole or trunk circumference 
in inches, height and crown or spread in feet. The campus has five Montgomery County 
champion trees (Table 3-1). The locations of the champion trees are shown in Figure 3-5 on the 
following page. 

Table 3-1: Champion Tree Inventory – NIH Bethesda Campus 

Tree Number Species Circumference Height Crown 

2179 

2341 

3040 

4724 

4875 

Black Willow 
Red Buckeye 

Japanese Zelkova 

Golden Rain 
Carolina Hemlock 

59 inches 
129 inches 

99 inches 

53 inches 
42 inches 

54 feet 
35 feet 

54 feet 

46 feet 
38 feet 

61 feet 
42 feet 

82 feet 

30 feet 
24 feet 
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Figure 3-5: Forest Conservation Plan and Tree Inventory with Champion Tree 

Locations
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Figure 3-5A: Forested Areas on NIH Campus 
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3.2.2 Fauna and Habitat 

3.2.2.1 Wildlife Habitat 

The NIH campus, with a 2013 population of 20,594, is surrounded by commercial and 
residential development in all directions. The only large tracts within this region that remain 
natural are parklands used for active recreation or as stream valley parks. The highly controlled 
natural environment on the campus has limited value as habitat for terrestrial fauna. There is 
little protective cover at ground level and no substantive natural food resource. Exceptions 
include the Eastern gray squirrel, and other rodents, which find ideal conditions among the 
many oak, walnut, and dogwood trees on the campus, primarily in the buffer area. Avian 
species also have suitable habitat. Transient and nesting birds are those common to a suburban 
environment in the mid-Atlantic area. The campus contains no critical habitat areas; however, 
NIH has identified and assigned natural areas throughout the campus as environmentally 
sensitive locations to help support fauna and habitat. 

3.2.2.2 Threatened and Endangered Species 

In accordance to the Maryland Department of Natural resources letter dated September 19, 
2012, no records of threatened or endangered species are known to inhabit the area within the 
bounds of the project site. Migratory hawks and other birds may make transient visits, but are 
not resident on campus. 

3.3 WATER RESOURCES 

3.3.1 Stream Characteristics and Flow 

Three water courses traverse the campus: the NIH Stream; the North Branch, a normally dry 
tributary swale of the NIH Stream which joins the former in the northeast corner of the site; and 
Stony Creek, designated as such in previous studies conducted by NIH. All three are unnamed 
tributaries of Rock Creek (Basin Code 02.14.02.07). All are classified as intermittent streams on 
U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic mapping and are non-jurisdictional waters and 
have been heavily impacted by past development. They now function principally as storm water 
drainage courses and process water outfall. 

The NIH Stream enters the campus via a 42-inch diameter storm drain in the southwest corner. 
The off-site business district and residential area is approximately 57-acres. All of the headwater 
drainage area upstream from NIH is contained in the pipe network of the Montgomery County 
storm water collection system. The western boundary of the drainage area follows Old 
Georgetown Road as shown on the drainage area mapping. It is roughly estimated that the 
drainage area upstream from NIH encompasses approximately 57 acres as indicated in Table 
3-2: Estimated Stream Drainage Area (In Acres) . 
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The NIH Stream crosses the campus, via a piped storm drainage system, in a northeasterly 
direction, passing under Buildings 12B and 13, in a progressively larger storm drain interceptor 
for a distance of about 2,350 feet. The interceptor is 8 to 20 feet below the surface. Storm water 
branch lines for most of the southwest quadrant of NIH connect to the interceptor throughout 
this length. Connections carrying chilled water system blow down effluent join the interceptor as 
it passes Building 11. 

The stream finally exits to daylight at a 96-inch diameter outfall northeast of the Center 
Drive/South Drive intersection, where it immediately passes through two oil and grease 
separators. Total drainage area upstream of this point is estimated to be 204 acres. The NIH 
Stream continues to flow north northeastward toward the northeast corner of the campus for 
about 2,000 feet. Once exposed, the stream follows a riffle and pool flow regimen, ranging from 
two to twelve feet in width and averaging about four feet wide. The stream banks are most 
commonly about 25 feet across and from 2 to 7 feet deep. The width of the stream itself varies 
from about 3 to 10 feet. 

The stream gradient averages about 1.5 percent between Center Drive and the Rockville Pike 
culvert. North of Wilson Drive, the stream winds between East Drive and parking lots for its full 
length. The security checkpoint entrance crosses the stream over a concrete arch bridge near 
the intersection of East Drive and Wilson Drive. Sixteen storm water culverts empty into the 
stream in its exposed section. These culverts have no flow except for north branch in the 
northeast corner is estimated to be 294 acres of which 212 acres are on the NIH campus. 

After leaving the campus, the stream passes under Rockville Pike and Cedar Lane in 
successive culverts. It then flows through an arm of Rock Creek Park following Cedar Lane and 
Park Drive through the Locust Hill Estates before flowing into Rock Creek about one mile to the 
northeast of NIH near the intersection of Cedar Lane and Beach Drive. The elevation at the 
confluence with Rock Creek is 199 feet based on M-NCPPC topographic mapping. 

The NIH Stream is not gauged and there is no information about base flow rates. It is uncertain 
how much of the natural flow is attributable to headwater springs, and how much results from 
ground water infiltration in the storm water system. 

Flows after rainfall or storms are estimated to be in tens of cubic feet per second (cfs). By 
permit, NIH is allowed to release up to 300,000 gallons per day (GPD) (0.464 cfs) of chilled 
water blow down effluent to the NIH Stream. Releases vary with chilled water production, which 
in turn, varies with the ambient temperature. Under peak production conditions when the 
temperature exceeds 90 degrees Fahrenheit (F), the estimated blow down release is 0.39 cfs. 
During the winter, the average estimated release is computed to be about 0.09 cfs. 

The Metro tunnel under Rockville Pike is subject to heavy groundwater infiltration. Water is 
pumped continuously to the surface and deposited in the NIH Stream on the east side of 
Rockville Pike. 
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The North Branch of the NIH Stream runs along the northern boundary of NIH. Its drainage area 
covers the residential area to the north of West Cedar Lane and the northern periphery of NIH. 
All of the drainage off the campus is encased in the County storm water collection system. It 
enters the campus from a series of outfalls from curb catch basins or inlets on West Cedar 
Lane. On campus, the watercourse is channelized in a concrete ditch for two-thirds of its length. 
The remaining third of its length passes under an existing parking area to an underground storm 
water management facility. 

The underground detention facility would serve the entire North Branch and is designed to 
provide adequate storage to meet 3.14 acre-feet of detention storage volume. The detention 
facility outfalls directly into the NIH main outfall stream just prior to passing under Route 355 at 
the northeast corner of the site. During dry weather, there is no stream flow. Flows are limited to 
the 24 to 48 hour period after rainfalls with the greatest portion occurring as intercepted runoff. 

Stony Creek traverses the southeast corner of the campus in a shallow valley. As is the case for 
the other watercourses, its original stream network upstream from the campus is encased in the 
Montgomery County storm water collection system. 

Two branches join just before entering the NIH campus. The main branch flows through a 66-
inch pipe and drains most of the Woodmont Triangle area in the Bethesda Central Business 
District. The other branch flows eastward in a 42-inch pipe that parallels the southern boundary 
of NIH and drains the apartment complex area along Battery Lane. Construction documents 
indicate that the first 200 feet of stream length on the NIH property was subject to 
channelization when the County installed the 66 and 42-inch pipes in the early 1960's. 

The stream width varies from six inches to six feet with an average width of about three feet. 
Stream depths range from one to about 15 inches as it follows a riffle and pool flow regimen. 
The stream falls only 9 feet as it passes the 1,040 feet across the campus to Woodmont 
Avenue. Before exiting the site in twin 66-inch culverts under Woodmont Avenue and 
proceeding as an independent tributary to Rock Creek across the National Military Medical 
Center, it flows through an inline storm water management facility that is currently under 
construction. 

Stony Creek joins Rock Creek about 0.3 miles downstream from the NIH Stream confluence, 
about 500 feet to the west of Connecticut Avenue. Where it was channelized by past 
construction, the stream has banks about 12 feet wide and 3 feet deep. For the remainder of its 
length across NIH, there are no distinct banks. Maintained lawn extends up to the water's edge 
throughout this reach. On a basin wide basis, the creek is classified as a Level II, Type F4, and 
stream under the Rosgen channel stability rating system. Class F streams are typical of urban 
conditions. The stream was rated in 1998 as being in fair to good hydrologic condition; there is 
no current rating. 
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Sources and volumes of natural flows in Stony Creek are unknown. Much of the flow during dry 
weather may be attributable to man-made sources in the Bethesda Central Business District. 
The dry weather flow is generally less than one cfs. Studies completed for a County storm water 
management pond in the southwest corner of the campus indicate that the 1, 2, 10, and 100-
year storm flows at the Woodmont Avenue culvert are 197, 325, 698, and 1,133 cfs, 
respectively. 

Table 3-2: Estimated Stream Drainage Area (In Acres) 

NIH Stream Sub Area 
In Acres 

Area In 
Acres 

NIH Campus Upstream of 96” Outfall 147 
Off Campus – Glenwood Residential Area 57 
AT 96” Pipe Culvert Outfall 204 
North Branch Stream NIH Campus 65 
West Cedar Lane and North of West Cedar Lane 45 90 

Eastern Sector of Maplewood (Outfall at Rockville Pike Bridge) 55 

Estimated TOTAL NIH Stream Drainage Area at Rockville Pike 455 
Booze Creek NIH Campus 5 
Stony Creek 0 0 
Off-site South of NIH Campus (residential) 129 
Off-site South of NIH Campus (Bethesda CBD) 58 
NIH Campus 32 219 

3.3.2 Water Quality 

The NIH Stream and Stony Creek are designated as Class I surface waters by the Maryland 
Department of the Environment (MDE). Uses for Class I waters include water contact 
recreation, aquatic life, and water supply. 

The MDE in conjunction with the EPA have developed and approved two Total Maximum Daily 
Loads (TMDL’s) for the Rock Creek Watershed. A TMDL (Total Maximum Daily Load) 
establishes the maximum amount of an impairing substance or stressor that a waterbody can 
assimilate and still meet WQSs and allocates that load among pollution contributors. TMDLs are 
also a tool for implementing State water quality standards. They are based on the relationship 
between pollution sources and in-stream water quality conditions. The TMDL addresses a single 
pollutant or stressor for each waterbody. 

As of July 2012, approved TMDL’s have been developed for Bacteria, approved in July 30, 
2007, titled Total Maximum Daily Loads for Fecal Coliform for the Non-Tidal Rock Creek Basin 
in Montgomery County and Sediment, approved September 29, 2011, and titled Total Maximum 
Daily Loads of Sediment for the Non-Tidal Rock Creek Basin in Montgomery County, Maryland. 
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A TMDL for Nutrients (Phosphorous) is also being developed. The public comment period for 
this TMDL ended on August 15, 2012 and was approved by MDE on September 30, 2013. 
Additional detailed information regarding the Rock Creek TMDL’s can be reviewed on the 
MDE’s website: 
(http://www.mde.state.md.us/programs/Water/TMDL/CurrentStatus/Pages/Programs/WaterProg 
rams/TMDL/Sumittals/index.aspx). 

NIH currently holds a storm water discharge permits at both the State (permit number 08-DP-
2520) and Federal National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System ((NPDES) permit 
MD0025496) level. The permits were issued on June 1, 2012 and expire May 31, 2017. The 
permit authorizes the discharge of non-contact water, discharge associated with maintenance of 
water distribution systems and storm water defined as the exit from an oil\grease trap. This also 
includes discharge of chilled water system blow down from Buildings 11 and 34 into NIH 
streams. The current permit allows an average release of 580,000 gallons per day (gpd) 
provided that total residual chlorine does not exceed 0.1 mg/l and the temperature of the NIH 
Stream does not exceed 90 degrees F at the point where it exits to daylight to the northeast of 
the Center/South Drive intersection. 

3.3.3 Aquatic Habitat 

The NIH Stream and Stony Creek drainage sheds are heavily urbanized and altered by past 
development at NIH and in the surrounding area. The upper reaches of both streams are 
encased in storm water collection pipe systems. The Stony Creek watershed drains the 
Bethesda Central Business District and less than 5 percent of the drainage area upstream from 
NIH is in natural cover. 

A biological assessment of the streams was conducted in April and May 1992 (Wetlands 
Assessment, Natcher Building Phase II, Booz, Allen, Hamilton and AEPA, 1992). The study 
indicated that both streams had a relatively sterile benthic structure. Submerged vegetation and 
algae growth was insufficient to support an aquatic community. Vertebrates were not found in 
either stream. A survey of Stony Creek in 1998 also noted the absence of macro invertebrates 
and fish throughout its length to Rock Creek. 

Based upon these assessments NIH has conducted a phased improvement plan for the NIH 
Stream. The improvement plan included stream bank stabilization in the northernmost campus 
reach between Rockville Pike and the North Branch. In 2003, NIH completed the second phase 
of the improvements, which improved the remainder of the NIH stream both biologically and 
physically. The project goal is to return the stream environment to its natural condition. Work 
included installation a bio retention pool planted with indigenous and native species, bank 
stabilization using natural stones, rocks, and hydrophilic plantings, and control or retardation of 
flows from storm drain pipe outfalls and drainage ditches. 
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The NIH Stream is subjected to NIH power plant process water releases that have an elevated 
temperature. The releases make up most of the dry weather flow. The banks of the stream are 
now stabilized by concrete block, rubble, gabions, and riprap. The areas adjacent to both 
streams are now grass that is mowed to the top of the stream banks or the edge of the stream. 
Both streams receive over land runoff from impervious areas. All of these factors contribute to a 
reduction in the natural values of the aquatic habitat. 

The Stony Creek Pond was completed by Montgomery County Department of Environmental 
Protection in May of 2013. The Stoney Creek Stormwater Management Pond is a six-acre site 
just south of the NIH on the west side of Woodmont Avenue intended to capture runoff from 204 
acres of the Bethesda Central Business District and NIH campus. The project includes a small 
fountain-like device to enhance water circulation and other measures to discourage mosquitoes 
or other pests. 

A Stormwater Management Facility is located at the north of the NIH site and serves the North 
Branch storm network. Drainage is conveyed in a piped network, to the facility located in the 
parking lot north of Building 31 and discharges into the main NIH channel at the northeast 
corner of the site. This facility should also improve the downstream Aquatic Habitat due to the 
facilities control and treatment of storm water run-off. 

3.3.4 Wetlands 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
define jurisdictional wetlands as areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or 
groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal 
circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil 
conditions (33 C.F.R. § 328.3). USACE regulates the discharge of dredged or fill material in 
jurisdictional wetlands pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and regulations 
contained in 33 C.F.R. §§ 320-330. Identification and delineation of jurisdictional wetlands is 
based on three parameters: 

•	 Hydrophytic vegetation: the dominant vegetation consists of species capable of growing 
in water or on substrate that is at least periodically deficient in oxygen as a result of the 
presence of water. 

•	 Hydric soils: soils are saturated, flooded or ponded for long enough during the growing 
season to develop anaerobic conditions that favor the growth of hydrophytic vegetation. 

•	 Wetland hydrology: the area is inundated permanently or periodically, or the soil is 
saturated to the surface for at least 5 percent of the growing season, providing sufficient 
duration during the growing season to support the growth of hydrophytic vegetation. 

A Wetland delineation of the campus was conducted as part of the on-site investigation of the 
NIH Stream and Stony Creek (William Natcher Building, Phase II Wetlands Assessment, AEPA, 
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1993). The only hydric or normally saturated soil on the campus is the Baile loam in the 
northeast corner of the site. Approximately 90 percent of the soil area is now covered by parking 
lots. No wetlands were identified as part of this assessment. 

Figure 3-6: NIH Stream Valley Channels 

Additionally, National Wetland Inventory Maps (http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html) 
do not indicate the presence of wetlands on the campus. However, possible wetlands are 
indicated on the Maryland Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) on-line mapping system 
(http://www.mdmerlin.net/mapper.html). The possible wetland areas are indicated along the 
stream valley channels of the NIH Stream (Figure 3-6)and the Stony Creek Pond (Figure 3-7). 
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The entire remaining Baile loam surface area is covered by turf or lawn grasses even to the 
banks of the NIH stream. There is no herbaceous, shrub, or understory layers. Most of the trees 
in the area are cultivated. There are a few occurrences of natural facultative species within the 
hydric soil zone such as tulip tree (Liriodendron tulipifera); red maple (Acer rubrum); and silver 
maple (Acer saccharinum), but landscape and ornamental trees are dominant. 

Stony Creek and NIH Stream experience over bank flow after every large or intense storm. The 
headwaters of both streams are entirely contained within storm water collection pipe systems 
draining the Bethesda Central Business District and the NIH campus, respectively. Flows 
generally return to bank flow within a period measured in hours as runoff is completed. Long-
term inundation or saturation is not present. Campus areas bordering site streams can be 
classified as hydrologic zone V during the growing season in that they are irregularly inundated 
or saturated. The William Natcher Building, Phase II Wetlands Assessment concluded that that 
the wetland delineation criteria are not met and wetlands are not present. 

3.3.5 Floodplains 

There is no Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), M-NCPPC, U.S. Geological 
Survey floodplain mapping for the NIH Stream or Stony Creek. 

Floodplain conditions were analyzed for the NIH Stream as well as Stony Creek and its 
associated storm water management facility. The NIH Stream floodplain was determined by 
calculating the enclosed watershed upstream from NIH as a storm drain system to determine 
flows at the outfall as it enters the campus. The Hydraulic Engineering Center (HEC) developed 
the River Analysis System (RAS) computer program HEC-RAS, which was used to determine 
the 100-year flood plain for the exposed section of the drainage shed on the NIH campus 
(Figure 3-8). Flood flows were estimated to be 530 cubic feet per second (cfs) at the point 
where the stream exists from the piped storm drainage system at Center and South Drives and 
656 and 1,016 cfs above and below the confluence of the NIH Stream with its north branch in 
the northeast corner of the campus. Montgomery County storm drains to the eastern portion of 
Maplewood and Rockville Pike to the north of Cedar Lane empty into the stream immediately 
downstream from this point. 

In flood, the NIH Stream is generally confined within relatively narrow limits widening only in the 
vicinity of existing Building 21. The Wilson and North Drive vehicle bridges and three pedestrian 
bridges all have sufficient clearances to maintain access, although about a foot of backwater is 
created at the Wilson Drive Bridge. The curb on the west side of the Building 21 parking lot is an 
important constraint limiting the flood zone in this area. 

Stony Creek makes outfall from the NIH main campus on the west side of Woodmont Avenue, 
through twin 66-inch diameter culverts. The culverts course to the northeast under Woodmont 
Avenue passing below the Rockville Pike intersection. The Stony Creek has a gradient of only 
0.9 percent as it crosses the campus. Except for the first 100 feet or so on campus, it does not 

3-21
	



      
     

         
            
          

        

            
          

           
            

              
 

           
              

         
       

       
             

  

          
          

       
           

            
     

           
       

          
       

    

  

         
   

 

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 3
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Affected Environment
	

have well defined banks. The banks range from nonexistent to 18 inches in height where they 
occur. Areas adjacent to the stream are flat, and it overflows into these lawn-covered areas after 
nearly any rainfall of significance. While a comparatively large area is flooded under maximum 
potential flow conditions, the water is not deep. 

Upstream from NIH, Stony Creek flows within the County storm drain system. Two storm drains 
outfall to form the stream just beyond the NIH property line; a 66-inch line which approaches 
from the south Battery Lane Urban park, and a 42-inch line that runs parallel to and a few feet 
outside the NIH boundary from the west. The pond has a drainage area of approximately 219 
acres. The gravity flow capacities of the two lines are 333 and 75 cfs, respectively, or 408 cfs 
total. 

The 100-year rainfall in Montgomery County is 7.2 inches in 24 hours. The estimated 100-year 
storm flow at the entrance to the Woodmont Avenue culverts is 1,468 cfs (Stony Creek Pond 
Design For Montgomery County Department of Environmental Protection, A. Morton Thomas, 
Spring 2006). Since the 100-year run-off volume exceeds the storm drain capacity, which is 
designed to handle 10-year recurrence storm run-off, much of the flood volume would arrive by 
overland sheet flow through the areas to the south of NIH to reach the Stony Creek 100-year 
flood pool. 

The 100-year floodplain as determined in design analysis for the Stony Creek Pond is shown in 
Figure 3-7. The existing floodwater surface elevations of Woodmont and Wisconsin Avenues 
with the Stony Creek Pond in place are 308.04 and 307.12 feet, respectively. The difference in 
stream discharge with and without the facility dam is virtually identical. Water surface elevations 
are about 0.21 feet (3 inches) less under existing conditions. A dam breach analysis for the 
facility determined that there was no increase in flood hazards downstream. 

Under 100-year flood conditions, floodwater would flow to a depth of several feet across 
Woodmont and Wisconsin Avenues. The maximum depth of flooding along Glenbrook Parkway 
is approximately 4 feet. This occurs under both existing and future conditions. Similar conditions 
occur along Maryland Route 355 at two locations between the Beltway and Cedar Lane, and in 
the Bethesda CBD, when 100-year floods occur. 

3.3.6 Coastal Zone Conditions 

The NIH Bethesda campus is not located within an area governed by the Maryland Coastal 
Zone Management Program. 
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Figure 3-7: Stony Creek Pond 100-Year Floodplain 
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Figure 3-8: NIH Stream 100-Year Floodplain 
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3.4 AIR QUALITY 

3.4.1 Regional Conditions 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) initiative to improve air quality nationally and 
regionally and to address climate change falls under the Clean Air Act. The EPA defines the 
Federal Clean Air Act as the law for protecting and improving the nation's air quality and the 
stratospheric ozone layer. The Federal Clean Air Act of 1970 required that air quality in 
designated Air Quality Control Areas (AQCA) meet the National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) (42 U.S.C.§ 7407) and was further amended in 1990. The new amendment required 
standards to limit wide spread pollutants from numerous and diverse sources that were 
considered harmful to the public health and environment such as smog in cities which are out of 
attainment with the public health standards for ozone. 

The Clean Air Act established two standards, Primary and Secondary. Primary standards are 
based on health effects, secondary standards on environmental effects. For several pollutants, 
these standards are the same. If the standards are not met, then the AQCA is in "non-
attainment". EPA has set standards for six criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO); lead (Pb); 
nitrogen dioxide (NO2); ozone (O3); particulate matter (PM), and sulfur dioxide (SO2). The 
criteria pollutant standards are shown in Table 3-3. The EPA required 5-year review of the 
updated science that supports the standards is to be completed in 2013. 

Ground level ozone is generated when nitrogen oxides (NOx) combine with volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs) at times of persistent high temperature, abundant sunshine and prolonged 
periods of air stagnation. Ozone generation is controlled indirectly through control of NOx and 
VOC emissions. SO2 is generally generated from fossil fuel combustion at power plants and 
industrial facilities. CO is emitted from fuel combustion generally by mobile or stationary 
sources. Particulate matter is comprised of several components, including acids (such as 
nitrates and sulfates), organic chemicals, metals, and soil or dust particles. Lead (Pb) is a metal 
that can found naturally in the environment and is present in manufactured products. Historically 
lead emission in the air was a result from vehicle and industrial emissions. The EPA regulated 
the removal of lead gasoline that dramatically declined lead in the air by 94 percent between 
1980 and 1999. Lead found in the air currently is typically associated with the use of lead 
smelters, waste incinerators, utilities, lead-acid battery manufacturers, and general aviation 
airports. With the decline in lead found in the air, EPA has reduced the allowable lead level of 
the primary (health-based) standard from 1.5 micrograms per cubic meter of air (μg/m3) to 0.15 
μg/m3. The final rule became effective on January 26, 2011. 

Nonattainment areas are classified as marginal, moderate, serious, severe, and extreme. EPA 
designated the metropolitan Washington region as moderate nonattainment for the 8-hour 
ozone standard in April 2004. The one-hour ground level ozone (O3) standard applies to areas 
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that are in non-attainment for ozone. The eight-hour standard was intended as a replacement 
for the one-hour standard in those areas where the one-hour standard is attained. 

Amendments to the Clean Air Act require the nonattainment areas develop an air quality State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) that indicates how the NAAQS would be attained (42 U.S.C.§ 7502). 
The subject campus is located within the Washington D.C. metropolitan area. The Washington 
D.C. metropolitan area extends from Frederick County, Maryland to Stafford County, Virginia, 
and from Calvert County, Maryland to Loudoun County, Virginia. The states of Maryland and 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia each have air quality programs. 

PM is divided into two classes, coarse PM (PM10), i.e., particles less than 10 microns in 

diameter, and fine PM (PM2.5), i.e., particles less than 2.5 microns in diameter. As of March 
2008, all of Maryland, including the Bethesda region, was in attainment for all NAAQS criteria 
pollutants except for PM2.5 and ozone. Montgomery County is officially designated as being in a 
PM2.5 nonattainment area. On March 29, 2007, the EPA issued a rule defining requirements for 
state plans to clean the air in areas with levels of fine particle pollution that do not meet national 
air quality standards. State, tribal, and local governments must now prepare plans, known as 
implementation plans that describe their efforts to reduce levels of PM2.5 to meet the national air 
quality standard. The state of Maryland submitted their SIP 3 April 2008 and proposed an 
implementation and enforcement plan for the SIP in February 2008. 

Overall, the ozone, CO, and NO2, levels were reported by EPA to meet the minimum trend 
completeness criteria. However, Pb, PM, and SO2 levels were not reported meeting the EPA 
minimum criteria trend levels. SO2, and PM levels were reported to be within the national 
standards, although the ozone levels were reported to be above the national standards. 

The Metropolitan Washington Air Quality Committee (MWAQC) prepared a plan for outside NOx 
and VOC emission sources (Washington SIP Revision Phase II, Attainment Plan, Metropolitan 
Washington Council of Governments (MWCOG, 2000). The Phase II Plan projected “budget 
level” for NOx and VOC emissions for the year 2005 were listed as 418 and 355 tons per day, 
respectively. 

In reviewing the available EPA data at monitoring stations located within the regional area the 
following data was obtained for the criteria pollutants. As shown in Table 3-4 and based on the 
EPA data for monitoring station Site No. 110010025 located along Dahlia Street, NW in 
Takoma, Maryland approximately 5.6 miles east of the campus, ozone levels from 1990 to 2010 
ranged from 0.089 ppm to 0.079 parts per million (ppm), respectively, based on an 8-hour 
average. CO levels were reported by the EPA at Station No. 110010023 in Georgetown, DC to 
have decreased from 7.2 ppm to 2.0 ppm from 1990 through 2010, respectively, based on an 8-
hour average. Lead levels in Chevy Chase, Maryland located at Site No. 110010027 reported to 
have ranged from 0.03 to 0.02ug/m3 from 1990 to 2001, respectively, based on a three-month 
average. NO2 levels were reported to have ranged from 27.27 in 1990 to 14.47 ppb in 2010 
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according to the annual average obtained at the Takoma, Maryland station No. 110010025. 
Particulate Matter (PM-10) was reported to have ranged from 48 ug/m3 in 1991 to a high of 74 
ug/m3 in 1995 to 47 ug/m3 in 2001 at the Chevy Chase, Maryland station No. 110010027. SO2 

was reported only from 1990 to 1995 at the Georgetown, DC station No. 110010023. The SO2 

levels ranged from 11.16 to 8.53 for years 1990 and 1995, respectively. 

Overall, the ozone, CO, and NO2, levels reported by EPA meet the minimum trend 
completeness criteria. However, Pb, PM, and SO2 levels were not reported meeting the EPA 
minimum criteria trend levels. SO2, and PM levels were reported being within the national 
standards, although the ozone levels were reported being above the national standards. Further 
detailed information provided in Table 3-5 below. 

In October 2006, the U.S. EPA issued regulations requiring annual monitoring network plan for 
state and local agencies. The state of Maryland currently utilizes 22 air-monitoring sites that 
measure ground-level concentrations of criteria pollutants, air toxics, meteorology, and other 
measurements located primarily in the urban/industrial areas. 

The Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments (MWAQC) reports ozone and particulate 
matter daily data from various monitoring stations within the region of the NIH campus and 
references its data into Air Quality Index system (AQI). Daily data for all criteria parameters is 
not available for each station. The AQI ranges from zero to 500, with zero being no air pollution 
and 500 representing severely unhealthy air pollution levels. An AQI value between 101 and 
150 indicates that air quality is unhealthy for sensitive groups. Values between 151 and 200 are 
considered to be unhealthy for the general public. AQI values above 200 are considered very 
unhealthy. An AQI over 300 represents hazardous air quality. 

AQI indexes for Montgomery County were not reported above 300 from 2006 through 2010. 
Levels reported between 151 and 200 were listed at 1 day intervals for years 2006 and 2007. 
Generally AQI values are reported between 101 and 150 for the area. 

Greenhouse gases are gases that trap heat into the atmosphere. The gases are produced by 
various sources including release of carbon dioxide CO2 from burning fossil fuels; release of 
methane (CH4) from transport of coal, natural gas, and oil, livestock and other agricultural 
practices, and by the decay of organic waste in municipal solid waste landfills; NOx may be 
emitted during agricultural and industrial activities; and fluorinated carbons (CFX) are emitted by 
a variety of industrial processes. 

The EPA indicated in 2010 greenhouse gas emissions consisted primarily of carbon dioxide at 
84 percent; methane at 10 percent; nitrous oxide at 4 percent; and fluorinated carbons at 2 
percent. These gases may remain in the atmosphere for long periods of time and may have an 
impact of global temperatures. The EPA also references global warming potential factors for 
each of these gases based on their characteristics in terms of climate impact. Gases that have a 
higher potential would likely absorb more energy, per pound, than gases with a lower potential 
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values, and would likely contribute to higher temperature levels. Fluorocarbons are considered 
to have the highest potential. 

Carbon dioxide emissions are reported to be the generated the highest from sources such as 
electricity at 40 percent, transportation at 31 percent, and industry at 14 percent. High sources 
of methane are reportedly generated from natural gas and petroleum systems at 37 percent and 
enteric fermentation at 21 percent. 68 percent of nitrous oxides are generated from agricultural 
soil management. 80 percent of fluorinated hydrocarbons are generated from the substitutes of 
ozone depleting substances. 

EPA has referenced that greenhouse gas emissions have increased by 10 percent since 1990. 
Emissions would vary depending on the economic factors. In 2010, gas emissions were 
reported have increased associated with an economic increase demand for increase in energy 
usage. 

Facilities with greater than 25,000 metric tons of direct CO2-equivalent greenhouse gas 
emissions are required to report emissions under the Clean Air Act. NIH is required under the 
Clean Air Act to report for emissions, FRS Id No. 110000869720. The following emissions are 
referenced for the NIH Bethesda campus combustion sources at the CUP for years 2010 and 
2011: 

Table 3-3: Total Facility Emissions at NIH Bethesda Campus 

2010 Year 2011 Year 
Total Facility Emissions in metric tons of CO2 &CO2e 
(Excluding Biogenic CO2) 180,787 195,303 

Emissions of Carbon Dioxide (CO2) in metric tons CO2e 180,560 195,303 
Emissions of Methane (CH4) in metric tons CO2e 82 87 
Emissions of Nitrous Oxide (N2O) in metric tons CO2e 145 153 

The EPA is addressing several steps in regards to climate change and greenhouse gas 
emissions by collecting data and promoting a clean energy economy. Montgomery County, 
Maryland has also established strategies for reducing greenhouse gas emissions. The state of 
Maryland also proposed to reduce emissions by 25 percent by 2020. In 2011 Maryland reported 
that CO2 emissions were reported at 117.4 million metric tons. Their goal is to lower the level to 
80.2 million metric tons. 

Previous computer modeling performed in preparation for the 2005 EIS indicated that the 
inventory emissions would result in regional ozone concentrations that met the NAAQS criteria. 
However, the MWAQC claimed that up to one-third of ozone pollution within the region arrives 
from upwind sources outside the National Capital Interstate (NCI) AQCA resulting in continuing 
non-attainment. The regional area of NIH is under the jurisdiction of the Maryland Department of 
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the Environment (MDE) for air quality permitting and regulations. MDE maintains the SIP for the 
Maryland portion of the regional AQCA as well as the State NOx allowance tracking (NATS) and 
NOx emissions tracking (NETS) systems. NIH stationary source emissions are identified and 
accounted for through the MDE permitting process. 

Air quality data recorded at monitoring stations representative of conditions at NIH Bethesda 
Campus are shown in Table 3-4. Maryland no longer monitors carbon dioxide, sulfur dioxide, 
nitrogen dioxide, or 2.5 micron particulate matter in the Washington region. The Washington 
D.C. metropolitan area was reported to have 10 or more monitors with recordings exceeding the 
2008 Ozone Standard (0.075 ppm) for the 2012 Ozone Season. A submitted request to MDE 
was made to obtain updated information that may be available for preparation of this report. No 
correspondence has been received upon the completion of this study. The lack of response may 
be an indication that information may not be available for review. 

The Chantilly, Balls Mill, and McLean Government Center stations are in the Virginia monitoring 
network. These stations are located in Fairfax County, inside the Washington Beltway (I-495). 
The mix of commercial and residential development in the vicinity of these stations is similar to 
that located within the area of NIH in Bethesda, Maryland. The location of the station in relation 
to prevailing winds crossing the NCI AQCA is also similar to NIH’s position. The ground level 
ozone monitoring station nearest NIH Bethesda is located in Rockville, Maryland. Although the 
region is in non-attainment, monitored one-hour ozone levels at this station are consistently 
below the NAAQS. 

The second highest maximum one-hour zone concentration of 209 micrograms per cubic meter 
is equivalent to a concentration of 0.11 ppm. Updated levels at each station referenced in Table 
3-5 were not readily available. Available information/data from regional monitoring stations 
maintained by the EPA was previously referenced. 
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Table 3-4: Ambient Air Quality Standards and Available Air Quality Data 
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Carbon Monoxide 
(CO) 1-Hour* 40,00 

0 35 0 0 3,900 3.3 

McLean Gov’t 
Center/ 6mi/ SW 
(2002) 

Carbon 
Monoxide (CO) 
8-Hour* 

10,00 
0 9 0 0 2,700 2.3 

McLean Gov’t 
Center/ 6mi/ SW 
(2002) 

Sulfur Dioxide 
(SO2) 3-Hour* 1,300 0.50 1,300 0.50 86 0.033 

Balls Mill/ 7mi/SW 
(2002) 

Sulfur Dioxide 
(SO2) 24-Hour* 365 0.14 0 0 47 0.018 Balls Mill/ 7mi/SW 

(2002) 
Sulfur Dioxide 

(SO2) Annual 80 0.03 0 0 18 0.007 Balls Mill/ 7mi/SW 
(2002) 

Nitrogen Dioxide 
(NO2) Annual 100 

0.05 
3 100 

0.05 
3 38 0.020 

Balls Mill/ 7mi/SW 
(2002) 

Ground Level 
ozone (O3)1-
Hour** 235 

0.12 
5 235 0.12 0 0 

Broad Run High 
School/ 7mi/S 
(2011) 

Ground Level 
ozone (O3)8-
Hour** 

157 0.07 
5 157 0.08 0 0.086 

Broad Run High 
School/ 7mi/S 
(2011) 

Particulate Matter 
(PM-10) 24-Hour* 150 0 150 0 45 0 

Chantilly/ 20mi/SW 
(2002) 

Particulate Matter 
(PM-10) Annual 50 0 50 0 18 0 Chantilly/ 20mi/SW 

(2002) 
Particulate Matter 
(PM-2.5) 24-
Hour* 35 0 35 0 23.7 0 

Broad Run High 
School/ 7mi/S 
(2011) 

Particulate Matter 
(PM-2.5) Annual 15 0 15 0 9.1 0 

Broad Run High 
School/ 7mi/S 
(2011) 

Lead (Pb) 
Quarterly 0.15 0 0.15 0 0 0 Not Monitored 

Regionally 
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Table 3-4 notes: 
* Short Term (1-Hour, 3-Hour, 8-Hour, & 24-Hour) Standards are not to be exceeded more than 
once per year. Second highest annual values are compared to the standards rather than the 
highest. 
** 3-Year Average of the 4th highest annual concentration may not exceed standard. 1-Hour 
standard applies to areas in ozone non-attainment; 8-Hour standard applies to those meeting 1-
Hour standard. 
*** Approximate distance and direction from NIH 
**** The State of Maryland has adopted the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) as 
the state standard 
ug/m3 – micrograms per cubic meter 
ppm – parts per million 
Source – Maryland and Virginia Annual Air Quality Data Reports 

3.4.2 Affected Environmental Air Quality NIH – Campus 

Air emissions from NIH operations vary at the campus from multiple sources that are stationary 
and mobile. Stationary sources include central heating plant boilers, and cogeneration units 
(COGEN), a natural gas boiler located in Children’s Inn (bldg. 62) emergency generators, 
laboratory fume hood exhausts, and fugitive refrigerant emissions from chiller operations. 
Mobile sources generally consist of exhaust emissions from traffic entering and departing the 
campus, federal government vehicle fleet emissions, and Bethesda Campus shuttle operations. 
NIH is committed to the quality of its campus, workers, visitors, and regional and local 
communities in regards to maintaining air quality standards. 

The following supplied data and information is summarized based on previous air quality studies 
conducted at the NIH campus and available local, regional, or federal government information. 
The campus studies were performed in coordination with the previous Environmental Impact 
Studies for the similar proposed development at the campus. The purpose was to address the 
current master plan development in relation to air quality for the campus. 

3.4.3 Mobile Source Air Quality 

3.4.3.1 Traffic Emissions 

Traffic is expected to be the primary mobile source of air emissions at or near the campus. 
Traffic management plans and studies are further referenced in this report in the applicable 
areas. Mobile air emissions for the campus at this time are expected to originate from vehicles 
associated with visitors, employee commuting, public transportation, commercial delivery, and 
construction vehicles. 

Traffic related air quality impacts are considered on two scales: mesoscale (regional level) and 
microscale (local level). In the SIP, regional impacts are generally assessed in terms of total 
regional vehicle miles of travel producing tons of pollutants, such as carbon monoxide (CO) and 
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NOx, per year. In urban areas, traffic generated by individual projects has little or no influence at 
the regional level. Projects are therefore evaluated at the local level. 

Analysis of CO is typically made to assess whether local violations of the NAAQS may occur. 
CO is used as the reference criteria pollutant for traffic air quality analysis because it is the 
standard that would generally be exceeded as a result of vehicle emissions. 

Previous air quality studies were performed at NIH addressing the “worst case” local analysis 
using EPA approved methodology and computer models during preparation of the 2005 EIS. 

Eight potential study sites were evaluated on a preliminary basis. From these, two receptor sites 
with the highest potential CO concentrations were selected for more detailed study. The two 
sites are near intersections subject to vehicle idling as well as running emissions. 

Site 1 (Figure 3-9) was listed as a single family detached residence on the north side of West 
Cedar Lane located closest to the Rockville Pike/Cedar Lane intersection. According to the 
2012 Montgomery County traffic counts, the intersection of West Cedar Lane and Rockville Pike 
is rated the fourth most congested intersection in the county. 

Figure 3-9: Traffic Air Quality Analysis: Receptor Site at Rockville Pike and Cedar
 
Lane Intersection
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Site 2 (Figure 13) was listed as a townhouse located to the southeast of the Rockville Pike -
Jones Bridge - Center Drive intersection. The total and NIH traffic volumes at the Jones Bridge -
Rockville Pike intersection were reported to be less than at the Cedar Lane intersection, but the 
townhouse is located closer to the intersection travel lanes than the residence at Site 1. 

Figure 3-10: Traffic Air Quality Analysis: Receptor Site at Rockville Pike and Jones
 
Bridge Intersection
 

CO concentrations were determined from those values obtained in 2003 Receptor Site 
conditions and for ultimate conditions predicted for 2033. The Receptor Sites were analyzed as 
an intersection with both moving and idling vehicles contributing to resultant concentrations. 
Data included various parameters and were adjusted for local site conditions. The predicted 
potential "worst case" traffic generated CO concentrations are shown in Table 3-5 and Table 3-6 
below. Predicted CO concentrations at both intersections were determined by emissions idling 
in queues at each signalized intersection. At the Cedar Lane intersection, all of the vehicle 
queues contribute to the total CO concentrations, although the northbound Rockville Pike queue 
is predominant. 
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Table 3-5:Traffic CO Concentrations 2003 
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2003 
Conditions 
(Base Data) 

Traffic 1.8 1.4 1.2 0.7 

2003 
Conditions 
(Base Data) 

Background 3.3 2.3 3.3 2.3 

2003 
Conditions 
(Base Data) Total 

5.1 3.7 4.5 3.0 

Table 3-6: Predicted Worst Case Traffic CO Concentrations 2033 
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2033 
Master Plan Traffic 3.0 2.4 1.8 1.4 

2033 
Master Plan Background 2.0 1.4 2.0 1.4 

2033 
Master Plan Total 5.0 3.8 3.8 2.8 

At the Jones Bridge Road intersection, the worst-case wind vector passes through the center of 
the intersection. Rockville Pike traffic contributes about two-thirds of the total CO in all cases 
due to higher traffic volume. Future traffic generated CO concentrations were predicted to be 
less than 2003 concentrations in all cases due to projected vehicle emission rate reductions. 
Based on this model, the one and eight-hour average NAAQS CO concentrations would not be 
exceeded and no impacts are expected. 

For the increased traffic reported to be associated with BRAC, the Maryland State Highway 
Administration has proposed improvements to the intersections for West Cedar Lane and Jones 
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Bridge Road along Rockville Pike; Connecticut Avenue and Jones Bridge Road; and West 
Cedar Lane and Old Georgetown Road. Widened road paths on West Cedar Lane and Jones 
Bridge Road have also been performed. Funding has also been proposed for a pedestrian 
underpass from the Medical Center Station and Metro station to Walter Reed National Military 
Medical Center (WRNMMC) to increase pedestrian’s ability to access each facility. This effort 
would reduce the use of shuttle or taxi usage and vehicle exhaust from idling traffic at the 
intersections. 

3.4.3.2 Commercial Vehicle Inspection Facility Emissions 

The Commercial Vehicle Inspection Facility (CVIF) is located at the east side of the campus 
adjacent to Rockville Pike between Wilson and North Drives. The facility operates as a 24-hour 
a post for all commercial vehicles inspections, passenger vehicles, pickup trucks, SUV’s, and 
motorcycle traffic when the Gateway Inspection Center (GIC) and the West Drive Patient 
Entrance (Patients Only) are closed. 

The peak number of vehicles arriving at the facility in the short term was expected to be 83 per 
hour based on a three-day commercial traffic survey conducted at NIH in 2003. Current values 
have not been provided for the preparation of this report. Peak volumes were projected during 
the previous study to grow to about 105 vehicles per hour under the 2013 Campus Master Plan 
Proposed Action conditions. 

Commercial vehicles were classified during the 2003 survey into four categories: light vehicles, 
and heavy two, three, and four axle trucks. About 46 percent of the traffic was reported to 
consists of "light duty" vehicles for air quality analysis purposes with the remaining 54 percent 
classified as heavy duty vehicles, i.e. those with gross vehicle weights over 8,500 pounds (lbs.) 

Emission factors for the vehicles using the facility were determined during the preparation of the 
2005 EIS report by using the EPA MOBILE 6.2, Mobile Source Emission Factor Computer 
Model. The Montgomery County local area vehicle mix distribution used in regional air quality 
conformity analysis was used as a basis for the facility vehicle mix distribution. The facility 
vehicle mix was determined by proportioning 45 percent of the facility traffic among the County 
light duty vehicle classes, and 54 percent of the facility traffic among the 16 County or MOBILE 
6.2 heavy duty vehicle classifications. The latter include both diesel and gasoline fueled trucks. 

The U.S. EPA CAL3QHC computer program for analysis of air quality at road intersections was 
used to model conditions in the vicinity of the CVIF. The program computes predicted CO 
concentrations at specified receptor locations based on topographic, road, and receptor 
geometry traffic and its emission factors, and pollutant dispersion algorithms. The program has 
the capability of simulating emissions from vehicles idling in queues at signalized intersections. 

The CVIF was simulated as a four-lane approach road to a signalized intersection with the stop 
line at the front of the CVIF inspection area canopy. Each of the four lanes was modeled 
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separately. The resultant average queue lengths ranged between five and six vehicles. Vehicles 
not idling moved at five miles per hour within the facility. The adjacent Rockville Pike/Wilson 
Lane intersection with its idling vehicles was included in the model. Although they do not occur 
concurrently, the traffic volumes associated with CVIF and Rockville Pike peak hour conditions 
were used in the model. 

By 2033, with the full build out of the Proposed Action of the 2013 Campus Master Plan, CVIF 
traffic volumes are expected to increase by about 26 percent, but overall vehicle emission 
factors would decline by about 50 percent. There were no reported sensitive receptors in the 
vicinity of the CVIF. The CVIF building itself, and NIH Building 6A, the next closest building to 
the inspection facility at a 380 feet distance from the inspection lanes, were selected as analysis 
sites. 

Predicted peak one-hour CO concentrations at the receptor sites are influenced by traffic at the 
Rockville Pike/Wilson Lane intersection as well as CVIF traffic. The total CO concentration at 
the north end of the CVIF building occurs when the wind is from the southeast (azimuth 160 
degrees). Under these circumstances, the estimated CO concentration is 1.2 parts per million 
(ppm) with Rockville Pike traffic and CVIF idling vehicles contributing equally or 0.6 and 0.6 
ppm, respectively. 

The maximum effect of CVIF vehicles occurs when the wind blows from the east across the 
vehicles at the front of the queues at the stop line. In this case, the peak one-hour average CO 
concentration is 1.4 ppm. CVIF vehicles contribute 1.1 ppm, and Rockville Pike traffic 
contributes 0.3 ppm. The 1.1 ppm contribution from CVIF idling vehicles is constant all along the 
west side of the inspection area as long as all four inspection lanes are occupied when the wind 
is blowing from the east. The predicted CO concentrations under these circumstances with 
background ambient concentrations are referenced in Table 3-7 below. 

Table 3-7: Predicted Total CO Concentrations 

Area 
2003 

(Most Recent Available Data)
1-Hour Average (ppm) 

2003 
(Most Recent Available 

Data) 
8-Hour Average (ppm) 

CVIF Contribution 1.1 1.1 
Rockville/Wilson 

Contribution 0.3 0.2 

Background 3.3 2.3 
Total 4.7 3.6 
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The results were reported to be below the 3.5-ppm one-hour average and 9 ppm eight-hour 
average national standards. The maximum CVIF vehicle contribution to a receptor at NIH 
Building 6A was reported to be 0.1 ppm, therefore, no impacts were expected based on these 
values. 

3.4.3.3 Parking Emissions 

As of 2012 there were 10,528 parking spaces on campus. A “worst case” local analysis was 
previously conducted to determine the highest potential carbon monoxide (CO) concentrations 
generated by campus parking. CO concentrations produced by parking facilities at a given 
receiver site are directly proportional to the facility capacity, assuming parking spaces are 
occupied, but decrease exponentially with the distance between vehicle source and receiver 
site. 

Worst-case conditions occur under a combination of high vehicle count coupled with short 
distance between source and receiver. This is reported to occur at multiple level parking 
structures. The two structures (MLP-6 and MLP-8) reportedly concentrate a large number of 
vehicles in a relatively small area. Their combined capacity is 2,545 spaces, about 26 percent of 
the campus total. The distance between MLP-6 and MLP-8 and nearby residences is 250 feet. 
MLP-6 and MLP-8 are existing structures and would continue in service. 

Remaining parking lots are expected to have less impact on air quality. Existing surface lots in 
the north and south perimeter buffer are closer to nearby residential areas, but they have less 
than half the combined capacity of MLP-6 and MLP-8. The 2013 NIH Bethesda Campus Master 
Plan’s long-term goal is to maintain effective parking at a rate of 0.5 parking spaces per NIH 
employee and a 16 percent visitor parking. The number of exits from each structure was 
previously surveyed at hourly periods. The greatest level of vehicular exits was reported 
between the hours of 3PM and 5PM ranging from 249 to 550 exits. The peak hour was reported 
at 4PM. 

The five sites were lasts analyzed at part of the 1995 Master Plan, and for the maximum or 
"worst case" one-hour average CO concentrations. It was determined that Site 3 (located 
between MLP-8 and McKinley Street) was subject to the highest overall concentrations. 
Resultant estimated CO concentrations are shown in Table 3-8 below. 

Each parking level was modeled separately, as vehicle volumes increase progressively from top 
Level 7 down to a maximum on Level 3, which has an exit. Volumes on Levels 1 and 2 were 
intermediate, but followed different patterns within the garage. Levels 3 and 4 contributed 
virtually all of the CO concentration at the receptor since they have both the highest traffic 
volumes and the least elevation differential with the receptor. 

Future vehicle volumes are expected to decrease from a land area of parking at 10 percent 
existing conditions in 2003 to 9 percent in 2013. Minimal development efforts predicted from 
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2013 to 2033 indicate that the land area of parking would consist of 9 percent of the total 
campus land area. Redevelopment or Maximum Development efforts would consume 5 percent 
of the land area. 

Table 3-8: Worst Case Parking CO Concentrations at Site 3 

Location 1-Hour Average
(ug/m3) 

8-Hour Average
(ug/m3) 

National/State Air Quality 
Standard 40,000 10,000 

Parking (2002 Data) 555 182 
NIH Roads (2002 Data) 400 275 
Background (2002 Data) 3,900 2,700 

Total (2002 Data) 4,855 3,157 
Parking (2033 Master Plan and 

No Action Alternative) 166 85 

NIH Roads (2033 Master Plan 
and No Action Alternative) 250 150 

Background (2033 Master Plan 
and No Action Alternative) 2,350 1,625 

Total (2033 Master Plan and 
No Action Alternative) 2,766 1,860 

Parking space supply is expected to increase from existing 10,528 spaces in 2012 to 15,297 
under the Maximum Development Alternative. Future vehicle volumes and physical parameters 
generally remain similar under all the considered alternatives and the No Action Alternative as 
the MLP operates at capacity conditions in all cases. Additions of future parking structures have 
not been estimated to consider the number of spaces that would be provided. However, 
generated CO concentrations are expected to possibly decline overall. This is due solely to the 
model including U.S. EPA projected reductions in individual vehicle emission rates over time. 

NIH continues to provide carpools and vanpools for visitors within close proximity of the 
campus. NIH has also implemented a Transhare program, paid parking for visitors, internal and 
external shuttle bus routes and services, and promotes alternate work schedules for its 
employees. Biannual traffic counts at campus access points indicate that single occupancy 
vehicles at NIH have decreased by more than 30 percent. The numbers of NIH generated 
vehicles on the roads that surround the campus are reported to be below the 1991 baseline 
numbers aside from the growth of NIH’s population. Based on the available information, mobile 
source emissions do not appear to have significant impact on the Proposed Action. 
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3.4.4 Stationary Source Air Quality 

3.4.4.1 Central Steam Plant Emissions 

The main stationary source, or point, for emissions on campus is the central heating plant in 
Building 11. Existing Boilers 1 through 4, installed in 1952 and 1968, each have a capacity to 
generate 150,000 pounds per hour (lbs/hr) of steam. Boiler 5 has a 200,000- lbs/hr capacity and 
went into service in 2001. The Cogeneration plant (COGEN) installed in 2004 has a capacity of 
180,000 lbs/hr. 

In the event of an outage, (loss of a major boiler / heat source (HRSG)) NIH has the potential to 
request from MDE a Permit to Construct and Operate two ( 2 ) Temporary Boilers to replace the 
lost capacity of either the cogeneration system boiler / HRSG or one of the five main boilers in 
the power plant. This replacement would be on a temporary basis until repairs on the lost boiler 
/ heat source (HRSG) unit have been completed. At that point in time the temporary boilers 
would be taken off-line and removed from the Bethesda campus. The MDE will consider NIH’s 
request for a Permit to Construct and Operate a temporary boiler based on the fact that the 
emissions from the temporary boiler would be offset by the loss of emissions from the outage. 

The total plant capacity is 980,000 lbs/hr. Steam is produced in 5 boilers and is distributed at 
165 pounds per square inch (psi) in the lines. Steam is also utilized for humidity control, 
sterilization of equipment, cleaning of animal areas, and at the lab benches. 

The Potomac Electric Power Company (PEPCO) Cogeneration (COGEN) turbine and Heat 
Recovery Steam Generator (HRSG), has a capacity of 108,000 lbs/hr when it uses the exhaust 
heat from the turbine under standard daily operating conditions. An additional 72,000 lbs/hr of 
steam can be produced through direct supplemental firing within the unit for a total capacity of 
180,000 lbs/hr on a temporary basis. 

Prior to 1994, No. 6 fuel oil was used as the primary fuel supply. The estimated annual 1993 
sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides emissions using No. 6 fuel oil were 803 and 343 tons per 
year, respectively. In the mid-1990s, NIH implemented the first steps in the central heating and 
cooling plant modernization program. NIH retrofitted Boilers 1 through 4 for dual natural gas and 
No. 2 distillate fuel oil feed. 

Natural gas, which is a much cleaner burning fuel than oil, is the primary fuel with No. 2 low 
sulfur content diesel oil used as a backup source. Boilers 1 through 4 were also retrofitted with 
low nitrogen oxides (NOx) burners, and flue gas recirculation emission controls to further cut 
nitrogen oxides emissions. Boiler 5 was installed with the new features. Emission reductions of 
80 percent or more have been realized through the modernization program since 1993. In 2010, 
natural gas was reported as the primary fuel usage at the campus and supplies 98 percent of 
the campus demand. Approximately 1.748 billion cubic feet of natural gas was used on campus 
in 2010. 
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The dispersion of air pollutants emitted from a source is influenced by several factors such as 
topography, weather, wind, air pressure, temperature, turbulence, stack types, plume rise, etc. 
The visible flow viewed from a stack is called the plume. Heat is often added to the stack gases 
to influence an increase in height of the plume, called plume rise. This facilitates the emission to 
loft higher in to the air and at a further distance from the ground. The plume release is 
associated with the height of the stack. Taller stacks would have higher plume rises. The 
plumes may travel long distances. The concentration of the pollution is proposed to decrease 
over the estimated distance to ground level and height of release. 

Emissions from Boilers 1 through 5 are routed to a central stack, which encompasses the five 
individual stacks. Each individual stack is 40 inches in diameter. Stack height is 117 feet above 
ground level. The COGEN facility has an independent 8-foot diameter stack that is 140 feet 
high. 

Title V, Part 70, of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 establishes a national program for 
permits for regulated air emission sources. For program purposes, NIH is classified as a major 
source because its overall emissions from fossil fuel fired equipment exceed regulatory 
threshold limits. NIH Title V permit 24-031-00324 describes all the regulated NIH emission 
sources, emission control equipment, operations, and compliance procedures. 

The Title V permit is applicable to Boilers 1 through 5, the COGEN facility, gasoline storage 
tanks, and emergency diesel generators with a capacity over 375 KW. The permit identifies 
applicable regulations for emissions, monitoring, and record keeping. As a permit condition, NIH 
conducts tests of stack emissions every two years and files certification reports to MDE. The 
permit is renewable every five years. Although changes can occur in the interim, the permit is 
usually revised at renewal time to account for changes in conditions and regulations. 

3.4.4.2 Annual NOx Emissions 

Previous sources of sulfur oxides, nitrogen dioxides, and suspended particulate matter were 
associated with the combustion of fuel in the boilers at the central heating plant. In 1994, NIH 
implemented a program to reduce emissions by converting boilers to use natural gas. In 
addition, stack heights were increased to improve emission dispersion and thus a reduction in 
the concentration of emitted pollutants. The annual NOx emissions from the NIH central heating 
plant are limited to 55.6 tons for the COGEN unit and 81.7 tons for boilers 1 through 5, or a total 
137.3 tons. 

Heat is measured in British Thermal Units (BTU). When burned, natural gas and fuel oil release 
fixed amounts of heat, in BTU Cubic Feet (BTU/CF) about 1,025 BTU/CF and 140,000 
BTU/gallon, respectively. A fixed amount of heat is needed to generate a pound of steam. 
Compliance with the permit is ascertained by annual tests which determine a pollutant emission 
factor for each plant boiler in terms of pounds of pollutant per million BTU of fuel consumed 
(lb/mm BTU). This factor is multiplied by the annual fuel consumption of each type for each 

3-40
	



      
     

          
              

            
   

            
           

        
         

        
           

            
   

       
          

        
            

             
       

           
           

          
       

         

             
            

            
         
           
        

  

  

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 3
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Affected Environment
	

boiler as indicated in plant records to determine the aggregate or total plant pollution emissions 
for the year. The 2011 Air Pollutants Emissions Certification Report of actual NOx emissions at 
the NIH campus, 68.7 tons of NOx emissions were recorded for the year, well within the limits 
for the campus. 

NIH currently operates under Title V permit No. 24-031-00324 (issued May 1, 2013; expiration 
April 30, 2018). Title V NOx emission compliance limits under each of the Master Plan 
considered actions, was previously assessed by developing a simulated annual plant operation 
that would meet the projected steam demands of each action, (Proposed Action, No Action and 
Maximum Development). Year 2003 conditions were simulated using the same procedures for 
comparison to actual operations and emissions. Existing conditions may be simulated using 
similar procedures for comparison to actual operations and emissions. This data has not been 
provided during this draft study. 

Steam drive would be most effective during the summer months. Since the overall summer 
campus chilled water demand is higher, the chiller steam load would be uniform over time. 
Operation at 15,000 tons would reduce electric power consumption by an 8,850 kilowatt hours 
(kWh) necessary for electrical drive. Most of the power delivered to the campus is generated in 
commercial power plants fueled by coal or oil, which produce higher amounts of NOx than 
natural gas per BTU of heat generated. 

Further, more than one kilowatt of power must be generated at a distant plant to delivery one 
kilowatt to the customer due to transmission line losses. NOx emissions factors using 
bituminous coal can range from about 0.20 to 0.85 pounds per millimeter (lb/mm) BTU 
depending on combustion unit characteristics, and emission controls. The entire range of 
emission factors for coal is far above those for natural gas. 

Generation of electric power in the COGEN unit, in effect, substitutes natural gas for coal and oil 
as the power generation fuel. On a regional basis, NOx emissions are reduced by a factor of 
four or more for each kW generated by the NIH plant. Use of the power within NIH and the 
immediate neighborhood virtually eliminates distribution losses, and creates additional NOx 
reductions. Driving the chillers using steam generated by the plant boilers also reduces regional 
emissions. The emissions factors applicable to the existing stationary sources are shown in 
Table 3-9 below. 
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Table 3-9: Emission Factors for Estimating Boiler Plant Pollutant Emissions 
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Carbon Monoxide (CO) lbs 
of pollutant/mm BTU 0.0779 0.0739 0.0243 0.004 0.007 

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) lbs of 
pollutant/mm BTU 0.0507 0.0006 0.00066 0.054 0.00066 

Particulate Matter (PM-10) 
lbs of pollutant/mm BTU 0.0143 0.0062 0.021 0.015 0.007 

Volatile Organic 
Compounds (VOCs) lbs of 

pollutant/mm BTU 

0.0014 
3 0.00278 0.0014 0.002 0.003 

Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) lbs 
of pollutant/mm BTU 0.130 0.050 0.0442 0.120 0.120 

(1) At 107,000 lbs/hr and no supplemental HSRG firing. 
(2) At 180,000 lbs/hr with supplemental HSRG firing. 

3.4.4.3 Laboratory/Other Emissions 

In contrast to vehicles or the boiler plant where emissions are limited to a few combustion 
products, laboratory emissions can have a multitude of potential components. These 
components and their concentrations vary from day to day depending on the collective 
experimental protocols. The pollutant emission volumes of any one researcher are small, since 
the amount of chemicals or biological materials handled at any one time is for research and 
limited in volume. 

Safe air quality levels must be maintained not only for the general public, outside the laboratory, 
but also the workers and visitors within the buildings and laboratories. This is accomplished 
through national building and mechanical codes that set ventilation requirements. These 
requirements ``and NIH/CDC Good Laboratory Practice (GLP) are used as the standard for the 
design and construction of university laboratories and biomedical research facilities in both the 
public and private sectors throughout the U.S. 

Since the amount and character of potential pollutant generation vary, the codes that apply to it 
are based on the principle of mixing air with emissions. For biomedical laboratories, they call for 
12 to 20 air changes per hour throughout the building. Ventilation air is only resident in the 
building for three to five minutes. Air is pulled through the building by large exhaust fans located 
in mechanical penthouses on the roof and released to the atmosphere. To illustrate, new 
laboratory Building 50 has about 290,000 GSF of floor space. The floor to ceiling height in 
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laboratory spaces is 12 feet. If the average number of air changes is 15 per hour, then about 52 
million cubic feet of air is drawn through the building each hour. 

Further mixing occurs once the rooftop fan emissions are released, due to atmospheric 
dispersion in both the horizontal and vertical direction and the exit velocity of the exhaust. The 
magnitude of this dispersion is several million-fold. For a parallel example, it is estimated that 
traffic on Rockville Pike, Old Georgetown Road, and West Cedar Lane together, produce about 
six tons of carbon monoxide per day on the lengths of roads adjacent to the campus. The 
contribution of this traffic to the carbon monoxide at residences adjacent to the roadways is 
measured in terms of a few parts per million (ppm), or micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m3). 

If necessary, experimental work is done in sealed chambers with built-in hand access that are 
within the laboratory room. Codes and standards require the laboratory room to be kept at a 
“negative” or lower air pressure in relation to the building as a whole to contain any release of 
material to the room itself. The codes also require all air exhausted from laboratories handing 
hazardous substances to pass through High Efficiency Particulate Arresting (HEPA) air filters 
before release. These filters reduce particles down to the 0.1-micron level from outflowing air 
content. Materials removed include dust, smoke, spores, bacteria, and viruses. 

Other emissions may be expected from ventilation associated with petroleum storage tanks and 
construction vehicle or equipment usage. The Underground Storage Tanks (UST) and Above 
Ground Storage Tanks (AST) at the campus are regulated by the MDE oil control program. The 
tanks are required to comply with MDE regulations for use and are inspected regularly. Non-
compliance of tank ventilation would not be expected. 

Minor and temporary increases in air pollution are expected as a result of construction activities 
associated with demolition and/or development efforts. These sources may be dust and 
emissions from construction equipment and vehicles. These increases are expected to be 
sporadic and temporary. All compliances to releases of hazardous materials such as lead or 
asbestos should comply with federal and state government regulations. The temporary 
increases would occur during the time when buildings are demolished and when the sites for 
new buildings are developed. Required safety procedures for remediating asbestos and lead 
during demolition operations would be followed. 

3.4.4.4 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Greenhouse gases emitted from NIH reportedly originate from the use of the facilities and 
laboratories. Emissions are reported to include carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous 
oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), and sulfurhexafluoride (SF6). These parameters are 
generally reported to be associated with the combustion of fuel, emission from chillers, and the 
transmission of electricity. As part of NIH’s Environmental Management Program, their goals are 
to maintain a comprehensive greenhouse gas inventory and to reduce emissions. 
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Under Executive Order 13514, NIH was required to develop a comprehensive inventory of fiscal 
year 2010 greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Emissions are classified into three scope 
categories, 1, 2, and 3. Scope 1 emissions are associated with emissions owned and controlled 
by a federal agency. Scope 2 emissions are generated by electricity, heat, and/or steam 
purchased by a federal agency. Scope 3 emissions originate from sources not controlled by the 
federal agency but are related to activities of the agency. NIH is required to report the inventory 
emissions annually. The order also requires NIH to establish percentage reduction targets. NIH 
goals for 2020 include a 7.5 percent reduction of Transmission and Distribution (T&D) Energy 
Losses; overall Carbon Dioxide Equivalent (CO2e) emissions are to reduce by 3.3 percent; 
federal employee travel reduction by 1 percent; and reduction in contracted waste disposal by 
15 percent. 

NIH’s Strategic Sustainability Performance Plan proposes to reduce emissions from facilities 
and their fleets. NIH proposes to reduce its stationary sources and greenhouse gas emissions 
by 10.4 percent by 2020 through energy reduction efforts and the use of renewable energy. This 
reduction would be 22.9 percent reduction in energy per square foot. In addition, mobile sources 
are proposed to reduce by 3 percent. The goal is further reached by their efforts to reducing 
petroleum use in their fleet vehicles; increasing use of alternative fuels; optimize the use of 
vehicles; and increasing use of low emission and high fuel economy vehicles. 

Onsite production and off-site purchases are proposed to increase the use of renewable energy 
by 7.5 percent by 2020. A 30 percent reduction of petroleum based fuels in the fleet and 
increasing alternative fuel usage by 30 percent is expected by 2020. CO2e greenhouse gas 
emissions are proposed to reduce by 10.4 percent by 2020. 

NIH has established a sustainable building program to include sustainability through the 
management of building design, construction, renovation, procurement, landscape, energy, 
water, waste, emissions, transportation, human health, and productivity. NIH proposes to 
implement several design mandates to achieve zero-net energy by 2030. 

3.5 NOISE LEVELS 

3.5.1 Guidelines and Criteria 

Noise levels vary continuously with time. Two measurable descriptions of noise are used to 
account for this variance. Leq is the average mean square sound level measured in decibels 
over a time period of consideration, usually one hour. Ldn (day-night noise level) is the 24-hour 
average sound level for the period from midnight to midnight obtained after adding 10 decibels 
to sound levels recorded or computed from 10 PM to 7 AM. This “penalty” accounts for local 
residential needs for quiet during nighttime and early morning hours. L10, L50, and L90 are 
sound pressure levels that are exceeded 10, 50, and 90 percent of the time, respectively. 
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Noise levels are measured in A-weighted decibels (dBA), which match the sensitivity of the 
human ear across the frequency spectrum. It is a logarithmic measurement. A three-dBA 
increase is equivalent to a doubling of the sound pressure level or loudness. Conversely a one 
or two dBA increase is barely perceptible to the human ear. 

Different noise criteria have been established depending on noise source and land use. The 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Federal Aid Policy Guide establishes traffic noise 
impact criteria. Impacts are expected to occur if the peak hour Leq exterior noise level exceeds 
67 dBA for activity areas such as residences, schools, churches, libraries, hospitals, hotels, 
motels, parks, playgrounds, and recreation areas, or if there is an increase of 5 dBA or more. 
Other federal agencies define noise criteria in terms of Ldn (Guidelines for Considering Noise in 
Land Use Planning and Control, Federal Interagency Committee on Urban Noise, 1980). U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development, the U.S. Department of Transportation, and 
EPA recognize an Ldn of 55 dBA as a non-regulatory goal for outdoor residential areas. 

The Guidelines indicate proposed activities are compatible with the following land uses provided 
the Indicated Ldn is not exceeded: 

Table 3-10: Noise Criteria Limit by Activity or Use 

Activity/Use Ldn Limit 
Residential 65 
Hospitals 65 
Schools 65 

Churches 65 
Government Services 70 

Parks, Recreational Areas 75 

State noise level criteria are given in Code of Maryland Annotated Regulations (COMAR) 
26.02.03.03 and Montgomery County criteria are in the Montgomery County Noise Ordinance. 
The State and County have the same daytime and nighttime noise criteria, but apply them to 
different day and night hour intervals. The maximum allowable Leq or time averaged noise 
criteria for the State and County are shown in Table 3-11 below. 

Table 3-11: Maximum Allowable Leq (noise level measured in Decibels) By Use 
and Time 

CATEGORY DAYTIME NIGHTTIME 
Commercial 67-dBA 62 dBA 
Residential 65-dBA 55 dBA 
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The Maryland regulations define daytime hours as the period between 7 AM and 10 PM. The 
Montgomery County ordinance defines daytime as the period between 7 AM and 9 PM on 
weekdays, and 9 AM and 9 PM on weekends. 

3.5.2 Traffic Noise 

Levels were previously measured at eight representative receptor locations. Measurements 
were taken using a Rion Instruments sound and vibration measuring RION-N4 meter, meeting 
ANSI Type 2 criteria. Leq, L10, L50, L90, and Lmax values were measured using FHWA criteria 
for measuring traffic noise. Traffic data during measurement periods was recorded. 

It was determined that Leq noise levels on Rockville Pike and Old Georgetown Road were 
relatively constant throughout the day, i.e. Level of Service C traffic produced noise levels 
equivalent or close to those recorded during the peak hour. This is attributable to the frequent 
acceleration and deceleration of vehicles at the closely spaced signalized intersections, and a 
greater number of trucks in the traffic during the non-peak hours. 

The dominant source of noise in the vicinity of NIH is produced by traffic on Rockville Pike and 
Old Georgetown Road. Time averaged noise levels adjacent to these two arterials are relatively 
constant between 6 AM and 9 PM on weekdays. Values may be only one or two dBA higher 
during short-term peak noise periods. At the building line adjacent to these roads, Leq noise 
levels are generally 68 to 71dBA (Table 3-12). Under Similar conditions, noise levels on Jones 
Bridge Road and West Cedar Lane are 66 and 64 dBA, respectively. 

Based on 2010 traffic count data West Cedar Lane and Rockville Pike intersection is the fourth 
most congested intersection in Montgomery County. Intersection improvements are currently 
underway by the Maryland State Highway Administration. 

From within the core area of the campus, numerous sources contribute to the overall noise 
environment. Noise from traffic exterior to the campus dominates noise levels on the campus for 
a distance extending 500 feet into the interior of campus. On campus traffic is comparatively 
light, particularly during the middle of the day, and moves at low speeds. Noise from the passing 
of individual groups of vehicles can be recorded. Since campus traffic is not sufficiently high to 
create a noise continuum, other sources can be heard. These include human activities, 
mechanical equipment, and grounds maintenance. 

Measurements taken in 1987, 1992, 1993, and 2003 through 2006 (Colin, Gordon, and 
Associates, 2007) at many locations at various times of the day indicate that typical day time 
(Ld) noise levels range from 55 to 60 dBA throughout the core area (Table 3-14). Construction 
is generally underway around the campus on a continuous basis at one location or another. 
Where this occurs, Leq noise levels would be elevated by an average of 2 to 5 dBA locally. 
Nighttime (Ln) noise levels range from 45 to 55 dBA (Colin, Gordon, and Associated, 2007). 
Nighttime levels are about 5 dBA higher in the immediate vicinity of the Clinical Center. Leq 
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noise levels in the 45-to 50-dBA ranges were recorded along the northern periphery of the site 
in areas beyond the direct influence of traffic noise from Rockville Pike and Old Georgetown 
Road in the early morning hours (1 AM to 4 AM). 

Two Metro subway fan shafts located near the station entrance are another minor source of 
periodic noise. When operating, fans in the shafts produce a steady mechanical drone of 70 
dBA. They operate automatically when tunnel or station ventilation is needed. The length of the 
operational period is variable depending on the number of trains and ambient weather. 

Table 3-12: Baseline 1993 Leq Traffic Noise Measurements (dBA) 

Location/Area Time L95 L90 L50 L10 L5 Lmax Leq 

1. Stone Ridge 
School 5:38-5:53 PM 58 58 61 63 63 66 61 

2. Locust Hill 
Estates 8:20-8:35 AM 61 62 66 71 72 91 68 

2. Locust Hill 
Estates 9:47-10:02 AM 60 61 68 74 74 83 69 

3. Carriage Hill
Elderly Care 10:10-10:25 AM 55 56 62 68 70 79 64 

4. Alta Vista 9:30-9:45 AM 57 60 67 73 74 82 69 

4. Alta Vista 4:38-4:53 PM 59 60 68 72 73 105 69 

5. Beth El 
Temple 10:44-10:59 AM 59 61 69 75 76 83 71 

6. East 
Bethesda 

Wisconsin Ave 
3:22-3:37 PM 58 60 68 73 74 82 70 

6. East 
Bethesda 

Wisconsin Ave 
4:39-4:45 PM 58 60 69 74 75 81 70 

7. East 
Bethesda 

Jones Bridge
Rd 

2:50-3:05 PM 59 60 64 69 71 82 66 

8. East 
Bethesda 

Windsor Lane 
4:06-4:21 PM 55 56 59 64 65 75 61 
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A single operating cycle may last for an hour or more followed by several hours of silence. 
Noise from the shafts is projected upward and has little influence on ambient levels at the 
ground level beyond a radius of about 50 feet. The Metro exhaust fans are supported by an 
emergency generator with a stack exhaust immediately east of and adjacent to the NIH Metro 
entrance. When the generator is exercised temporary noise is expected, similar to the fan dBA. 

Traffic noise predictions were previously determined using the FHWA TNM 1.1 Traffic Noise 
computer model, which includes information on traffic volumes, mix and speeds, and roadway 
and receptor geometry as inputs. The model also accounts for vehicle deceleration and 
acceleration at signaled intersections. Volumes were based on a field survey or count; future 
volumes were projected based on NIH and background (non-NIH) growth in trip generation. 

Traffic generated by implementation of the Maximum Development Alternative is not expected 
to create noise impacts on the surrounding neighborhoods (Table 3-13). Noise levels may 
increase by 2 dBA or less regardless of whether the Maximum Development Alternative or No 
Action Alternative is selected. One or two dBA differences are not considered readily discernible 
to the human ear. Traffic volumes must double or halve to produce a 3-dBA increase or 
decrease, respectively. Even with projected non-NIH growth in the Bethesda CBD and Rockville 
Pike corridor, traffic volumes are and noise levels are not expected to double. 

Predicted noise levels are typical for urban arterials and collector-distributor roadways. 
Predicted levels are representative of those experienced now at residences and buildings that 
directly front the streets with 50 to 100 foot setbacks from the curb line. Residences screened 
by a row of houses would experience levels 5 dBA less than indicated. In those locations where 
traffic generated noise dominates or is the prime contributor to overall noise levels, future noise 
levels were proposed to remain unchanged. This includes areas within approximately 600 feet 
of Rockville Pike, Old Georgetown Road, and Cedar Lane. Vehicles associated with the 
Gateway Center garage and the Commercial Vehicle Inspection Facility was included in the 
analysis. They are not reported to have an impact on noise levels because they comprise only a 
fraction of the total traffic. 
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Table 3-13: Existing Traffic Leq Noise Levels (dBA) 

Location Baseline 2003 Data 

Stone Ridge School & Convent of The Sacred Heart 59 

Locust Hill Estates Residences 
East Side of Rockville Pike 68 

Maplewood and Carriage Hill Elderly Care 
Residences North Side of Cedar Lane 66 

Alta Vista Residences 
Both Sides of Old Georgetown Road 68 

Suburban Hospital 61 

Greenwich Park at Old Georgetown Road (End of Park) 65 

Edgewood/Glenwood Residential Neighborhoods 
Bethesda United Methodist Church 
Wesley Nursery School & Residences 
Facing Old Georgetown Road 

66 

Beth El Temple & Congregation Beth El Day Care 67 

East Bethesda Residences Facing Wisconsin Avenue 68 

East Bethesda Residences Facing Jones Bridge Road 
East of Glenwood Parkway 68 

3.5.3 Mechanical Source Noise 

Data presented in a 2013 study (Colin, Gardin and Associates 2013) indicated that out of more 
than 200 separate mechanical sources evaluated, exhaust stacks are the source of the loudest 
noise onsite. The most significant of the stacks are on located on Buildings 6B, 10, 33, 35, and 
36. Other noise sources that produce significant amounts of noise are air handling units and 
mechanical rooms which are found on almost every building on the NIH campus. 

The NIH central refrigeration plant produces chilled water in Building 11. Chilled water is 
generated through the combined use of chillers and cooling towers. Currently, there are 12 
chillers inside Building 11. On the roof of the plant there are two cooling towers for each chiller, 
i.e. 24 cooling tower cells. 

The number of chillers and cooling towers that are operating fluctuates with the outdoor 
temperature. When the temperature exceeds 95 degrees Fahrenheit (F), all or nearly all of the 
units are in service, at lesser temperatures, fewer units are needed and typically one half of the 
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units may be in service when daytime temperatures are around 75 degrees F. The plant 
operates throughout the year even on the coldest days in winter to accommodate the campus 
base or process chilled water load. Operations also vary daily as temperatures rise and fall. On 
any given day, the maximum chiller and the cooling tower noise would be during daytime hours 
when the space cooling loads are highest. 

As a condition of the contract between NIH and PEPCO, steam from COGEN Boiler 6 must be 
available to NIH for campus use for a minimum of 94 percent of the time each year. To meet 
this condition, PEPCO must provide alternative steam capacity. This is accomplished by 
installing two temporary boilers on the west side of Building 11, when if needed, and, as space 
and facilities are available for them, through the duration of the contract. 

The COGEN/Boiler 6 is operated preferentially to the other boilers, which would normally be 
rotated in service when demand exceeds the COGEN capacity. The current emission permits 
for the COGEN/Boiler 6 unit allow for additional supplemental firing capacity in Boiler 6 during 
384 hours of operation per year. Operation times for supplemental firing depend on the plant’s 
day-to-day status in relation to permissible annual emission limits. The COGEN facility includes 
outdoor cooling tower fans, exhaust stacks, and cascading cooling water which all contribute to 
a large noise source for the south end of the campus. 

Building 11 is the top contributor of noise on the south end of the campus. Under all three 
proposed actions (Proposed Action, No Action Alternative, Maximum Development Alternative), 
noise from Building 11 (and future building 34) chillers would increase due to the addition of 
more equipment. Any additional noise source would add to the total noise. Additional acoustical 
louvers could be installed properly to minimize the effect of added chillers. The graphic plan in 
Figure 3-11below shows the location of Building 11 on the NIH Campus. 
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Figure 3-11: Building 11 Noise Impact Site Evaluated In Glenwood 

Noise monitoring was used to characterize the campus environment and determine the ambient 
noise levels at certain locations over a period of time. “Ambient” in this case refers to the overall 
background noise level on campus caused by steady sources like distant traffic, mechanical 
equipment, etc. Ambient is not intended to include transient sources such as people talking, 
intermittent construction work, birdsong, or cars driving nearby. Most of the sources of concern 
are likely to be mechanical equipment like air handlers, exhaust stacks, and cooling towers 
associated with the operation of buildings. These sources tend to maintain a steady rate of 
operation for a given time of day or even over a season. Some maintain the same steady noise 
level at all times. 

The level of noise at a given location can vary over the course of a 24 hour day because of the 
daily rhythm of traffic noise (or even loud, transient sources such as aircraft fly-overs), therefore 
this noise level must be monitored over time to determine the true background noise level. In 
most communities, the quietest time is in the early morning hours when traffic, birdsong, human 
activity, and wind are at a minimum. Because mechanical sources are likely to be operating 
continually during these hours, it is this time period that is the most useful for defining the 
background noise level. The monitoring results for each of the on-campus sites facilitate the 
construction of the noise model as these results can then be used to validate and fine-tune the 
model’s predictions. 

The noise level is represented as A-weighted decibels (dBA). A-weighting utilizes a weighting 
function based on the human perception of sound and places more emphasis on the 
frequencies where humans are most sensitive to noise (1000 to 4000 Hz) and less emphasis on 
the very low or very high frequencies. As a single value, this provides a convenient way of 
describing the overall noise level. 
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Noise monitoring devices were placed at six locations near the property boundary of the NIH 
campus. A list of all the monitoring positions is found in Table 3-14 below. Their approximate 
positions are also indicated on the map of Figure 3-13. Note that three of these sites are 
proximate to monitoring locations (mostly off-campus) that were used during the previous 2006 
study (used for the Draft EIS). 

Noise monitor data for six locations about the campus suggest that property-line noise levels 
currently meet the Montgomery County nighttime noise ordinance of 55 dBA. 

Table 3-14: Noise Monitoring Locations 

Location Near Building Campus Area Closest 2006 Location Comments 

1 62 North - Along West drive 
east of Bldg 64, 
north of Bldg 10 

2 21T Northwest “NW Monitor” Along South Drive, 
west of Bldg 21T 

3 46 Southwest “Roosevelt St” South of Bldg 46, at 
fence 

4 MLP 7 South “Battery Lane” South of MLP7 

5 64 Southeast - East of Bldg 64 

6 33 Northeast - East of Bldg 33, 
near loading dock 

The principal sources of exterior noise are the cooling towers located on the roofs of the two 
buildings (Buildings 11 and future Building 34). The towers have three separate sub sources of 
noise: tower fans and motors, water splashing in tower trays, and high velocity air passing 
through the tower and its fans (Figure 3-12). The fans and motors produce a steady drone. 
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Figure 3-12: Refrigeration Plant Schematic 
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Figure 3-13: 2013 Noise Monitoring Locations 

Major source contributions at noise monitor locations are shown in Table 3-15. 

Table 3-15: Major Source Contributions at Noise Monitor Locations 

Location Rank 1 Rank 2 Rank 3 
M1 Bldg 62 Cooling Tower Bldg 10 CRC 

mushroom fans 
Bldg 10 Ex Stack Main 

M2 Bldg 37 exhaust fan 
NW 

Bldg 35 stacks, upper 
pod 

Bldg 37 combined roof 
exhaust stacks 

M3 Bldg 11 south face Bldg 35 stacks, upper 
pod 

Bldg 14 

M4 MLP7 Garage exhaust Bldg 11 south face Bldg 41 exhaust stacks 
M5 Bldg 11 east face Bldg 21 mech room 

stack 
Bldg 10 Ex Stack Main 

M6 Bldg 33 N02 Valve Bldg 33 Mushroom fan Bldg 21 mech room 
stack 
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3.5.4 On Campus Noise 

In general, the future campus noise environment for both alternatives would be similar to 
existing conditions, since no one source of noise dominates and no new significant noise source 
would be created. Traffic noise levels increase with vehicle volume and speed. A doubling of 
vehicle volume increases noise levels by 3 dBA, if all other factors are held constant. Gateway 
Center and Commercial Vehicle Inspection Facility traffic volumes are low in comparison to 
volumes on adjacent Rockville Pike and move at lower speeds. Noise levels in the Rockville 
Pike corridor are dominated by Rockville Pike traffic. Noise levels in the east side buffer area 
would be the unchanged by these projects. 

Typical Leq noise levels would continue to be in the 55 to 60 dBA range, and Ldn levels in the 
50 to 55 dBA ranges, in the core area of the campus away from the influence of the road 
network surrounding the campus. 

Current and future peak hour traffic entering and leaving the campus is constrained by the MOU 
trip limits. Internal campus traffic volumes under the each of the three alternatives would be 
similar to existing conditions. Currently, most vehicles make short internal campus trips to the 
nearest peripheral surface parking. In the future, under the Master Plan the pattern would be 
similar except that the vehicles would proceed to structured parking along the Loop Road. 

The previously estimated Loop Road peak hour traffic volume for the links and sections in the 
southwest quarter of the campus was approximately 1,100 vehicles per hour under the Master 
Plan build-out conditions. The predicted Leq noise level generated by vehicles at the property 
line nearest to the Loop Road on the east side of Edgewood/Glenwood is 49 dBA. This is 
significantly less than the combined daytime noise levels produced by Old Georgetown Road, 
the chilled water plant, and background noise from all other sources (57 dBA). 

Biannual traffic counts are conducted at NIH at the campus access points. These counts 
indicate that single occupancy vehicle (SOV) traffic has decreased by more than 30 percent. No 
new overall campus peak hour trips are proposed to be generated by future NIH growth beyond 
the trip generation goal defined for the Transportation Management Plan (Memorandum of 
Understanding, 1992), traffic volumes are proposed to increase at some intersections due to the 
increase of employment and the increase and redistribution of parking within the campus. 

Building exhaust fans and emergency diesel power generators are additional campus noise 
sources. Fans and generators maybe located on building roofs, at ground level, or in subsurface 
areaways or chambers. Individual exhaust fans generally produce Leq noise levels in the range 
of 73 to 76 dBA at a reference distance of 50 feet. While public road traffic is the dominant noise 
source between 6 AM and 9 PM Individual exhaust fans generally produce Leq noise levels in 
the range of 73 to 76 dBA at a reference distance of 50 feet. 
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While public road traffic is the dominant noise source between 6 AM and 9:00 PM around the 
campus periphery, fan noise, which has the character of a steady hum or tone with a few 
dominant resonant frequencies, can be noticed during the remaining hours. Individual diesel 
generator noise levels can range to 88 to 90 dBA at a reference distance of 50 feet. Noise 
emissions from generators are limited to a few occurrences when the public electric power 
supply is lost, or when the units undergo periodic test operations to ensure serviceability. 

New NIH facilities should be designed to abate or mitigate excessive noise and vibration 
impacts to nearby NIH facilities, and the neighborhoods surrounding the campus. The potential 
impacts and necessary abatement must be evaluated on a case-by-case basis. In a study 
conducted by Colin, Gordon, and Associates (2007), a model predicted the reduction in noise 
on campus by putting silencers on the exhausts stacks of buildings 10, 28, 35, and 41. 

The difference in noise ranged from 1 to 6 dBa less than without the exhaust silencers. 
Maximum building operational Leq noise levels should meet the Maryland or Montgomery 
County noise criteria. Mitigation can be achieved through physical shielding, equipment noise 
silencers, or project design configuration and layout. 

3.6 UTILITY & INFRASTRUCTURE 

3.6.1 Utilities –General 

Extensive infrastructure such as roads, utilities, and support facilities are needed for campus 
operations. Planned improvements to infrastructure would be in response to the NIH 2013 
Bethesda Campus Master Plan. The Master Plan covers infrastructure modernization needed to 
upgrade facilities to meet current conditions as well as growth alternatives. The NIH 2013 
Bethesda Master Utilities Plan (MUP) is address the Master Plan aspirational goals, to provide a 
planned program for improvements to central utilities which heat, cool, and power the existing 
and proposed campus facilities. These utilities include the generation and distribution of steam, 
chilled water, compressed air and electrical power. The central utility plant does not handle or 
produce secondary utilities, which include natural gas or fuel or handle water, sanitary sewer or 
storm drainage. These utilities also are addressed as they distribute or collect systems that are 
affected by the Master Plan proposed growth. 

3.6.2 Central Heating and Cooling 

3.6.2.1 Building 11 - Central Utility Plant 

When a large site such as the NIH campus has sufficient density of buildings, central heating 
and cooling (also referred to as district energy) is more energy efficient, less environmentally 
deleterious and more reliable than stand-alone building heating and cooling systems, while 
delivering energy at a lower cost. The International District Energy Association (IDEA), an 
international trade group that monitors the benefits of district energy, notes that district energy 
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systems substantially reduce Greenhouse Gases (GHG) while improving reliability. For these 
reasons, many large government installations and university campuses use central heating and 
cooling. Examples in the area include the Federal Triangle (Capital District Heating and 
Cooling), the Navy Yard, the University of Maryland, George Mason University, and Bethesda 
Naval Hospital. 

The NIH Central Utilities Plant (CUP) provides central heat and chilled water to the campus. 
Steam and chilled water are generated in Building 11 by dual fuel boilers, electric and steam 
driven chillers and also by use of combined heat and power, or cogeneration (COGEN). The 
COGEN generates electricity from clean burning natural gas in a combustion turbine generator. 
Then it recovers the waste heat for generation of steam for heating and process uses. This 
COGEN process enables the local utility, PEPCO, to generate combined electricity and steam 
at more than double the efficiency (from about 35 percent to 75 percent) of a traditional power 
plant, while conserving fuel and greatly reducing GHG emissions. 

Building 34 previously housed chilled water systems that are not currently in use. This building 
is available for the addition of future chillers, with significant remodeling required. The steam 
and chilled water produced in the CUP Building 11 is distributed to buildings around the campus 
by a pipe distribution network located in utility tunnels; trench envelope, or directly buried piping. 

The National Institute of Health (NIH) Central Utility Plant (CUP) generates saturated steam at 
165 psig (373 degrees F) for distribution to the NIH campus. The campus distribution system 
provides steam to individual buildings where it is used to generate hot water for space heating, 
heating of domestic hot water, laboratory and animal facility uses, and in humidification and 
process systems. 

As the steam is used in the buildings it condenses into water (condensate), which is returned to 
the CUP for treatment and re-use in the boiler systems. Proper water chemistry and oxygen 
content are critical to the longevity and reliability of the piping, boilers, and all other systems in 
contact with water. Normal loss in the system, which occurs with removal of impurities and 
venting by the deaerator, requires the continuous addition of fresh water. 

The NIH CUP also has a cogeneration facility (COGEN) that burns Natural Gas to produce 
electricity and uses the exhaust heat of the turbine electric generator to produce steam. The 
steam produced by the COGEN is at the same pressure as that from the boilers and is delivered 
via the common distribution system. The COGEN cannot produce steam if its electric generation 
turbine is not in service. 

The CUP includes five dual-fuel saturated steam boilers in addition to the COGEN. Four of the 
boilers are steam rated at 150,000 pounds per hour (pph) and one are rated at 200,000 pph. 
The cogeneration facility, installed in 2003, is rated for 107,000 pph, with a maximum of 180,000 
pph when the turbine generator exhaust heat is supplemented by burning additional fuel in duct 
mounted burners (duct fired). Since the COGEN is more efficient, less polluting, and produces 
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low cost electrical power, it runs continuously. The five conventional boilers are started and 
stopped as needed to match supply with campus demand for steam. 

In order to operate as an efficient and long lasting steam system, the water and steam in the 
system are treated to maintain the proper water chemistry, gas content, pressure and 
temperature. To accomplish these goals, the CUP system consists of deaerators, economizers, 
condensate polishers, water softeners, steam and electric feed water pumps, steam and electric 
drives on the force draft fans, bearing cooling water, chemical feed, and condensate receiver 
tank systems. 

The distribution system consists of approximately 84,000 linear feet of steam and condensate 
lines. The campus distribution consists of approximately 11,000 linear feet of tunnel and 5,000 
linear feet of trench. In most cases, the steam/condensate and chilled water lines share the 
same tunnel or trench. 

Building 11 has a floor footprint of about 76,000 square feet (SF) and a total building gross area 
of 307,188 SF. The five boilers that supply steam to the campus occupy the north side of the 
building, consuming natural gas (with fuel oil as a back-up). The height of the building on the 
boiler side is approximately 90 feet. Chillers, which generate chilled water while consuming 
electrical power, occupy the south half of the building at ground level. Each chiller has a set of 
cooling towers located on the roof, which is about 30 feet above ground level on the south side 
of the building. 

The chiller and boiler plants operate throughout the year. They not only cool and heat buildings 
but also supply chilled water and steam for process use. Examples of process steam use 
include building humidity control, laboratory bench supply, animal cage cleaning, and 
sterilization of laboratory and hospital equipment. 

Steam and chilled water are supplied to individual buildings as needed at different times 
throughout the day or among separate areas within a building at the same time to meet heating, 
cooling, and humidification requirements. Steam is also supplied to laboratory benches in 
research spaces. NIH and The Association for Assessment and Accreditation of Laboratory 
Animal Care International (AAALAC) standards for rooms holding individual animal species 
require temperatures in the range from 61 degrees F to 84 degrees F. These individual space or 
room temperatures must be maintained within a tolerance of +/- 1.8 degrees F. Temperatures in 
laboratories containing biological materials must also be maintained at the required tolerances, 
and animal spaces and laboratories have relatively small tolerances for humidity level 
variations. 

NIH, therefore, requires very high service reliability for steam and chilled water production, even 
when outdoor temperatures range to record levels. As a result, there are two applicable 
definitions for boiler and chilled water plant capacities. The first is “production plant capacity,” 
which is the sum of all equipment nominal or nameplate capacities. Capacity is also defined in 
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terms of "firm" plant capacity. Firm plant capacity is the full plant production capacity less the 
capacity of the largest generating boiler or chiller unit and interrelated support equipment. Firm 
capacity indicates that one boiler/steam generator or chiller may be out of service for 
maintenance or repairs at any given time including periods of peak demand. 

These plant capacities must be able to accommodate the instantaneous or peak requirements 
for the coldest winter day (peak steam) and hottest summer day (peak chilled water) that is 
reasonably expected to occur. To provide a high level of reliability, system owners would like to 
be able to handle these peak occurrences with the firm capacity, when one producer of steam 
or chilled water is out of service. This is referred to as the N-1 firm capacity. For a greater 
contingency level, the degree of firm capacity can also be increased to an N-2 level where it is 
assumed that the next largest producer (of steam or chilled water) is also out of service for 
repair or maintenance. An increase in this contingency level would require a revision of the MUP 
and the related sections of this EIS. 

3.6.2.2 Central Steam System 

Steam demand at NIH Bethesda has two primary components: steam used to heat buildings, 
and "process" steam that is used for all other purposes such as cleaning animal facilities, 
sterilization of research and medical equipment, building humidity control, and at the laboratory 
bench. Steam demands vary daily and by season. Heating steam demand fluctuates with 
outdoor temperature. Previous analysis indicated that, on the average during the heating 
season, NIH needs an additional 6,300 lb./hr of steam for each Fahrenheit degree drop in 
outside temperature during the heating season. 

The 2011 PEPCO report indicated a calculated peak of 644,500 pounds per hour (pph) of steam 
generation load when utilizing a 7 percent flow requirement for in-plant auxiliary use. Additional 
data for more recent years is under review for inclusion in the 2013 MUP. The current CUP 
steam capacity is 980,000 pph with a firm capacity of 707,000 pph assuming the COGEN is 
running at its maximum (duct fired) capacity. 

The data for existing conditions are derived from plant steam production records for 2010. Plant 
operators record the total pounds of steam generated each day and the daily peak production in 
pound hours (lbs/hours). Peak demands are important in establishing necessary plant and fuel 
supply capacities. Total seasonal and annual production is important in estimating annual boiler 
stack pollutant emissions. Operating permit emission limits are set on an annual basis. 

The increments of added steam producer (boiler or COGEN) are 150,000 pph preliminary and 
would require further engineering and economic analysis to determine the best type and size of 
system to be added. These values are based on the most recent information available and 
would be updated when the 2013 MUP is complete. 
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The unitary factors used in this preliminary analysis in terms of steam flow rate in pounds per 
hour per gross square foot for the Research & Support (Lab) and Animal facilities is 0.1818 
pounds per hour/gross square feet (pph/gsf). For Clinical Research a unitary factor of 0.0230 
pph/gsf was used, while 0.0253 pph/gsf was used for Utility. Office/Administration buildings 
were given a 0.0933 factor and Residences used 0.0253 pph/gsf. The factors were applied to 
the projected square footage of each type and accumulated into totals for the campus as a 
whole. 

Campus steam demands do not increase steadily. They increase or decrease in steps as new 
buildings are brought online, or existing buildings are demolished or taken out of service for 
renovation. Short-term demand peaks occur when a new replacement building and its 
associated building waiting to be demolished are online at the same time. Projections of future 
steam demands are based on factors for potential peak demand developed from modeling of 
the existing campus and future alternatives. For these reasons it would be prudent for the 
increased CUP steam capacity to be increased before significant additional building space is 
constructed. 

The Gateway Visitor Center, Commercial Vehicle Inspection Facility, Children's Inn addition, 
Building 15 residences, and several utility vaults are not connected to the central steam and 
chilled water systems. These are either unconditioned or are heated and cooled by independent 
building systems and are not included in central plant demands. 

The COGEN Boiler 6 serves as a heat recovery steam generator downstream from the turbine. 
Hot exhaust gases from the turbine pass through the boiler to generate 107,000 pph of steam. 
Supplemental natural gas fired turbine exhaust duct burners in the boiler permits generation of 
additional steam, increasing the overall COGEN facility capacity to 180,000 lb/hr temporarily. 
This higher supplemental duct fired capacity is considered temporary since stack emissions are 
higher in this mode. Air pollution permit limits constrain the continuous operation of the duct 
firing burners to approximately sixteen days per year. 

Total plant capacity is 907,000 pph. Firm capacity is 707,000 pph with Boiler 5 (the largest) out 
of service. Boilers 1, 2, and 3 were installed in 1952. Boilers 4 and 5 went into service in 1969 
and 1997, respectively. All the units supply 373 degrees F steam at 165 pound force per square 
inch (psig). Boilers 1 through 4 were overhauled between 1995 and 1997 as part of the central 
plant infrastructure modernization program. Earlier renovations included general refurbishment, 
installation of natural gas feed and new state-of-the-art low nitrogen oxides (low NOx) emission 
burners for greater operating efficiency and reduced emissions. Boiler 5 was installed 
incorporating the new features and in addition incorporates and flue gas recirculation (FGR) for 
reduced emissions. 

As a condition of the contract between NIH and PEPCO, steam from COGEN Boiler 6 must be 
available to NIH for campus use for a minimum of 94 percent of the time each year. To meet 
this condition, PEPCO must provide alternative steam capacity, if it is necessary, to meet the 94 
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percent availability requirement. This is accomplished by installing two temporary boilers on the 
west side of Building 11 if needed. Space and facilities are available for them through the 
duration of the contract. 

The almost continuous availability of the COGEN Boiler 6 changed the central plant’s 
operational patterns. Boiler 6 operates at 107,000 pph throughout the year to satisfy base 
campus steam loads and demands up to this level. Other boilers would be used only to 
supplement Boiler 6 as daily demands exceed the COGEN capacity. The total campus steam 
demand ranges from a minimum in the summer of only the COGEN output to a maximum in 
severe winters requiring all five boilers and the COGEN to be in operation at full capacity. 

The COGEN/Boiler 6 is operated preferentially to the remaining boilers, which would normally 
be rotated in service when demand exceeds the capacity. The current emissions permits for the 
COGEN/Boiler 6 unit allow for additional supplemental firing capacity in Boiler 6 during 384 
hours of operation per year. Operation times for supplemental firing depend on the plant’s day-
to-day status in relation to permissible annual emission limits. 

Within the CUP, steam is used as an alternative power source to electric power in some cases. 
On the cooling side, Chillers 21 through 23 have been equipped with dual steam and electric 
power drives. Each has a 5,000-ton cooling capacity. If they are steam driven, each requires 
47,000 pph of steam when operating at capacity, assuming 70 percent efficiency. The NIH 
boilers or COGEN can be used to supply chiller steam during the warmer or summer months 
when campus demand for steam is comparatively low. 
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Exhibit 3-1: Campus Diagram – Utility Tunnels 
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3.6.2.3 Chilled Water System 

The plant currently includes twelve chillers, each with a 5,000-ton capacity in Building 11. The 
overall total and firm plant capacities are 60,000 and 55,000 tons, respectively. All of the chillers 
have electric drive. Three have the option of either electric or steam drive, with steam supplied 
by NIH boilers. Auxiliary equipment is all electric and supportable by diesel generators under 
emergency conditions. 

NIH also has four 2,500 ton “free cooling” flat plate heat exchangers in Building 11 that can 
meet all or most of demand. Free cooling takes advantage of cold outdoor winter temperatures. 
Condenser water is circulated between a cooling tower, where it is exposed to cold air, and the 
heat exchanger. The chilled water returning from buildings bypasses the chillers but passes 
through the heat exchanger. It is cooled by direct contact with the condenser water across the 
inner surfaces of the exchanger. The operation is thermodynamically efficient when outdoor 
temperatures are 38°F or less. Total nominal and firm free cooling capacities are 10,000 and 
7,500 tons, respectively. The heat exchangers may be operated in parallel or series with 
chillers. Since the exchangers are not available during the summer months, their capacity is not 
included in the plant total. 

Each chiller in the central chilled water plant has an associated cooling tower located on the roof 
above. Each cooling tower serving one of the twelve 5,000 ton chillers has two cells, which are 
36 feet square each. One side of each cell is an air intake side and must face outward. 

3.6.2.4 Steam and Chilled Water Distribution 

The Master Plan proposes the continued consolidation of utility tunnels into corridors to provide 
adequate routes for steam, chilled water, and other utilities to the new constructions and 
renovations. The existing steam and chilled water distribution systems are shown in Exhibit 3-2 
and Exhibit 3-3. These corridors would be developed under either of the Master Plan 
Alternatives. In general, the corridors follow existing utility concentrations, but many collection 
and distribution lines other than individual building services crisscross development blocks. The 
concept formalizes long term planning for the transfer or relocation of these lines to the 
corridors. Utilities would be relocated to the corridors as road improvements are made, 
individual building sites are developed, or as the existing utility tunnel system is expanded. 

The general concept for steam and chilled water is to create a grid of distribution and return 
lines throughout the campus. This would permit distribution and return by two paths to the point 
where individual building service drops connect to the utility distribution system. Major steam 
and chilled water lines on the campus are located in tunnels or concrete-encased utility trenches 
(trench envelopes). Minor lines and most building services are buried directly. Lines in tunnels 
are accessible for direct inspection, maintenance, and repair. Utility trenches generally are only 
wide and deep enough to contain the distribution and return lines. Access to trenches is 
available at interspersed vaults or inspection points. The main existing tunnel runs north-south 

3-63
	



      
     

          
   

          
         

    

       
          

       

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 3
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Affected Environment
	

between Building 11 and the Clinical Center. This tunnel extends southward to service Building 
14 and includes pedestrian access. 

Steam and chilled water service for the South Quad and other facilities to the south of Building 
11 are provided in a utility trench. Service to Buildings 31 and 33 in the northeast campus sector 
are also accommodated through a utility trench loop system. 

Hydraulic analysis of the campus chilled water distribution system would be completed in the 
2013 MUP, which is in progress. This analysis would allow for recommendations on additions or 
modifications to the chilled water distribution system if necessary. 
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Exhibit 3-2: Campus Diagram – Steam Utility Tunnels 
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Exhibit 3-3: Campus Diagram – Chilled Water Utility Tunnels 
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3.6.3 Electric Power 

3.6.3.1 Electrical Power Supply and Distribution 

The NIH Bethesda campus receives power from the Potomac Electric Power Company 
(PEPCO) via three PEPCO substations. PEPCO Substation 80 is located in Building 17 to the 
northwest of the Rockville Pike/South Drive intersection. Primary distribution to the substation is 
via four 35 kilovolt (KV) lines from Rockville Pike. PEPCO equipment in substation 80 includes 
one 30,000 kilovolt-amp (KVA) transformer, two 20,000 KVA transformers, one 10,000 KVA 
transformer, and related switchgear. 

PEPCO Substation 167 is located in Building 46 on the southwest side of the campus. It is 
served by three 35 KV lines, extending from Old Georgetown Road, that supply three 20,000 
KVA transformers. 

The third substation, NIH North substation in Building 63 was completed in 2002, and 
equipment installed in 2003. This substation is wholly owned and operated by NIH. The purpose 
of the station is to not only providing needed additional capacity, but also to increase service 
reliability. The substation has space for three 30,000 KVA, 35/13.8 KV transformers. Only two of 
the transformers were installed initially. These are dedicated to NIH service. The 60,000 KVA 
additional capacity would increase the total capacity of the three campus substations to 200,000 
KVA and the allocated NIH capacity to approximately169, 000 KVA. The installation includes a 
new satellite switching station in Building 59. The substation went into service in 2005. 

The total capacities of Substations 80 and 167 are 80,000 KVA and 60,000 KVA, respectively, 
for a combined capacity of 140,000 KVA. Capacity is shared with customers other than NIH. 
Substation 80, supplies power to the Walter Reed National Military Medical Center and to one 
non-government outgoing 15 KV feeders to the Bethesda area. Substation 167 supplies the 
Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences and the Medical Center subway station as 
well as NIH. The capacities available to NIH, 70,000 KVA at Substation 80 (Building 17) and 
39,000 KVA at Substation 167 (Building 46), are set by a NIH-PEPCO service contract. 

Buildings 17 and 46 are joint PEPCO-NIH use substations. PEPCO owns the buildings, the 
20,000 KVA transformers and some related 15 KV switchgear. NIH owns and operates 15 KV 
main breakers, tie breakers, and feeder breakers that protect the internal campus 15 KV cable 
distribution system that feeds spot networks in different NIH buildings. Both substations have an 
interior wall that separates PEPCO switchgear and facilities from NIH switchgear and facilities. 
The interconnecting electric bus through the common wall belongs to PEPCO. 

NIH identifies their facilities in Building 17 as the East NIH Substation, and those in Building 46 
as the West NIH Substation. NIH has extended the East NIH Substation switchgear to a satellite 
station in Building 45 (NIH East Satellite Substation) via a cable extension from the East NIH 
Substation switchgear bus. 
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PEPCO Substation 121 via PEPCO Substation 6 feeds the East and West NIH substations in 
Buildings 17 and 46, although one feeder to Building 46 is routed directly from Substation 121. 
Substation 121 is fed by three independent power sources interconnected to four distribution 
busses, and it is considered to have high operational reliability. However, the existing lines 
between the station and NIH through Bethesda are overhead and subject to potential storm 
damage and outages. The North Substation is fed underground directly from PEPCO Substation 
121 by a route totally separate from existing routes, providing redundancy. 

PEPCO Energy Services Inc. and NIH have installed an electric power cogeneration (COGEN) 
unit in Building 11. The COGEN unit is composed of a turbine, boiler, and auxiliary support 
equipment. The natural gas fired turbine has a nominal gross capacity of 23 Megawatts (MW) 
(23,000 KW), and would generate about 19.6 MW of net electric power, when internal loads and 
operational efficiency are accounted. 

The hot exhaust gases from the turbine pass through Boiler 6 to recover heat prior to release in 
the plant stack. The heat recovered generates 107,000 pph of steam. The turbine and boiler 
operates in an on-off mode. Supplemental direct firing of Boiler 6 would provide a capability to 
produce an additional 73,000 pph of steam, if needed on a temporary basis. 

PEPCO Energy Service, Inc. would operate the COGEN for ten years starting in 2004. NIH 
takeover is projected to occur in 2014. NIH purchases the electricity produced during this 
period. Power produced is sent via a 15 KV underground cable to the West NIH Substation in 
Building 46. NIH payments for the electricity produced are credited toward the purchase of the 
COGEN plant. Previous economic analysis completed for the project indicates that it would save 
NIH about $5.5 million annually in power costs when it owns the unit. 

The East NIH Substation serves 43 buildings in a service area north of South Drive and east of 
Service Drive West. At the East NIH Substation, all PEPCO and NIH switchgear was replaced in 
1991 with new 750 MVA rated vacuum breakers. The West NIH Substation covers 12 buildings 
in the southwest sector of the campus. Both substations provide power to the Clinical Center 
Complex. Power is fed to clusters of buildings directly or via satellite switching substations. The 
East NIH Substation supplies the power plant, Building 11. Three transformers in Building 11 
convert 13.8 KV to 2.4 KV for large motor loads. Other transformers convert 13.8 KV to 
480Y/277 volt or 208Y/120 volt to operate auxiliary and pumping equipment and for house 
current. Building 34, the Auxiliary Chiller Plant, is served from the West NIH Substation. A few 
small buildings around the campus receive power directly from the PEPCO system rather than 
through the campus substations. 

All internal campus distribution lines and electrical equipment are owned by NIH and operated 
by its personnel. The general layout of the campus electrical power distribution is shown in 
Exhibit 3-4. Primary distribution is made at 13.8 KV direct to all campus buildings where it is 
converted to the building’s utilization voltage, which may be either 277Y/480 or 120Y/208 volts, 
three phase, four wire systems. This primary campus distribution system consists of 21 miles of 
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13.8 KV cables, 150 manholes and interconnecting underground ducts, and six electrical 
equipment vaults. 

NIH is subject to load curtailments during periods of high regional electric power usage. For 
example, NIH experienced three curtailments in the summer of 1999. In return for reducing 
campus loads temporarily on request from PEPCO, NIH receives a discount on purchase costs. 
NIH Bethesda power usage is to be collected and analyzed in the ongoing 2013 MUP effort in 
order to revise this section of the EIS with current data. 

NIH demand increases in the summer due to power requirements to drive the chillers in the 
Central Refrigeration Plant (0.86 KW/ton). Chilled water generation accounts for 50 to 60 
percent of the total campus demand when the outdoor temperature is 90 degrees F or above. 
Overall campus electric power demands have increased steadily by 32 percent between 1992 
and 2003. Maximum demand for each month is recorded on PEPCO billings. The campus-wide 
recorded maximum demand was about 88,000 kilowatts (KW) in 2010, according to the PEPCO 
study 50 percent submission in 2011. The annual maximum power demand generally 
corresponds with maximum or peak chilled water production. While there are wide diurnal 
fluctuations in demands, it is estimated that building demands are relatively consistent from 
workday to workday. 
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Exhibit 3-4: Campus Diagram – Electrical Duct Distribution 

3-70
	



      
     

  

          
          
   

        
           

        
           

        

        
        

       
     

      
       
          

         
          

         

        
          

           
         

         
       

     

           
           

          
        

       
           

       
             

         
            

 


	

	

	 

	 


	


	

	

	 

	 


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 3
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Affected Environment
	

3.6.3.2 Emergency Electric Power 

Emergency power is defined as backup electric power that is needed quickly when the normal 
means of supply is interrupted or lost. Emergency power requirements are divided into two 
general levels. 

•	 Level 1 service requires replacement of electric power with an alternate source within 
ten seconds of loss. It is divided into two categories: life support and critical. Examples 
of demands within Level 1 service include fire alarms, firewater pumps, emergency 
lighting, hospital patient care, and support such as life support equipment, surgery room 
power and lighting, intensive care spaces, and critical laboratory equipment. 

•	 Level 2 Alternate source power at Level 2 service can be replaced within intervals 
greater than ten seconds. Examples include heating, ventilation, and restart of 
refrigerators or freezers holding temperature sensitive biomaterial or stored Medical 
Pathological Waste (MPW) awaiting pickup and disposal. 

Currently, there are 63 permanently installed generators and seven portable trailer-mounted 
generators, which provide backup electric power to emergency and essential loads throughout 
the campus. There are 55 emergency diesel generator units on the campus, 7 natural gas 
generators, and one steam driven generator with a total fixed capacity of 52,050 kW. In addition 
there are 7 portable generators with a total capacity of 1,540 kW. This generator inventory 
information is from the PEPCO report of 2011. 

Three 1,500 kW units were installed in a central emergency generator plant in Building 59A 
which replaced two smaller units in Building 11. The three new units supply power to Building 10 
and the central steam and chilled water plants in Building 11. Five additional generators at 
Building 10 with a combined capacity of 2,635 kW supplement the Building 59A facility and 
serve individual functions within Buildings 10 and 10A. Emergency power generators at the 
Building 14 and 28 animal care complex support the entire building demand (2,005 kW or about 
seven watts per gross square foot (w/gsf)). 

In older buildings on the campus, backup or emergency power is generally limited to critical 
loads. Emergency power at Buildings 31 and 38 support only emergency lighting (0.25 w/gsf). 
Supported loads or demands in older laboratories varies considerably from building to building, 
but averages about four watts per gross square foot. 

Recently developed emergency power design criteria for hospital and research space account 
for increased loads per unit of space. Demands have increased due to the increased use of 
electronic equipment and personal computers. Industry trends indicate these demands would 
grow further over the next decade. Recent construction at NIH reflects this trend. Backup or 
emergency power is supplied for greater portions of the entire building load or demand. Building 
45, an office building, has a 1,000 kW generator capable of supplying emergency power at 4 
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w/gsf. Laboratory Building 49 and 50 are serviced at 6 w/gsf, and Building 40 would be serviced 
at 5.5 w/gsf when Phase II is built. 

3.6.4 Water Distribution 

The Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC) supplies water to NIH. The WSSC 
transmission and distribution grid surrounds NIH. WSSC maintains 12 inch and 24-inch 
diameter mains under Old Georgetown Road and a 24-inch main under West Cedar Lane. The 
water main along Rockville Pike is 12 inches in diameter between West Cedar Lane and South 
Drive, and 8 inches in diameter to the south. Service pressures in the area are established at 
the Alta Vista standpipe and tank located on the north side of West Cedar Lane about 300 feet 
to the east of Old Georgetown Road and across the street from NIH. The system head or 
pressure elevation is 495 feet. Area mains are fed by water from the WSSC Patuxent and 
Potomac Water Filtration Plants. NIH receives water at seven metered locations around the 
campus: 

• 8 inch line at Rockville Pike and Woodmont Avenue, 

• 8 inch line north of South Drive at Rockville Pike, 

• 12 inch line at West Cedar Lane and Crest Drive, 

• 12 inch line at West Cedar Lane and West Drive, 

• 10 inch line at West Cedar Lane and West Drive, 

• 16 inch line at Old Georgetown Road and South Drive, and 

• 10-inch line via Roosevelt Street in Edgewood/Glenwood. 

Internally, a grid network of 16 inch, 12 inch, 10 inch, 8 inch, and 6 inch water mains owned and 
operated by NIH serves the campus. The grid forms 14 separate squares or loops which 
surround individual clusters or blocks of buildings. An 8-inch main serves the southern periphery 
of the campus and 6-inch diameter main services the residential area on the north side of the 
campus. Service lines to all buildings except the residences range from 4 to 8 inches in 
diameter. Since 1995, NIH has cleaned and restored the campus distribution system, returning 
it to the original capacity. Building service lines have also been upgraded or increased in size. 

Based on WSSC meter readings at the seven water service entrances to the campus, the 
average water usage at NIH Bethesda in 2011 and 2012 was approximately 2.37 million gallons 
per day (MGD). The maximum month water usage in 2011 and 2013 was 3.41 MGD. Campus-
Wide domestic water usage between 8:00 am and 4:00 pm on weekdays is generally around 
1,000 gallons per minute (GPM). On the evenings and weekends the average domestic flow 
decreases to roughly 400 GPM. During the summer months, flows increase significantly due to 
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cooling loads. Fire flows at NIH are 1,250 gpm for buildings with an additional 500 gpm for site 
building density in accordance with the National Fire Protection Association Code. 

Exhibit 3-5: Campus Diagram – Water Main Distribution 
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3.6.5 Sanitary Sewer 

NIH is in the Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC) sanitary sewer service area. 
WSSC maintains an 8 to 12 inch diameter sanitary main under Old Georgetown Road that 
ultimately connects to a collection system to the west of the campus. An 8 inch main runs under 
most of the length of West Cedar Lane on the north side of the campus. This line carries an 
estimated 80,000 gallons per day of sanitary waste from sources outside NIH campus, primarily 
the Maplewood residential neighborhood. WSSC maintains a 6 inch sanitary sewer line within 
Rockville Pike (MD Route 355) originating at the NIH Visitors Center. 

WSSC also operates and maintains short sections of sanitary mains within the NIH campus at 
four locations. The first of these is in the northeast corner of the campus where the main NIH 
sanitary system serves all but a few buildings and connects to WSSC and NIH manholes 4 and 
23 (Exhibit 3-6). WSSC maintains two short sections of main between the NIH manholes and 
WSSC lines under Cedar Lane. 

The WSSC system expands to two parallel mains, 15 and 18 inches in diameter downstream 
from the NIH outfall. These mains combine with one another on the east of Rockville Pike to 
form a main that follows the NIH Stream to a connection with the Rock Creek Trunk sewer. The 
WSSC 15 and 18 inch lines are not interconnected. Flows from NIH are roughly equalized 
between the two WSSC mains by separate connections to each, and an interconnection 
between NIH manholes 2 and 4. Manhole 2 is located on a separate 8 inch main serving the 
National Walter Reed National Military Medical Center (WRNMMC). 

The second WSSC main crosses the southeast corner of the campus following the Stony Creek 
stream valley. It is 18 inches in diameter as it crosses the campus, but increases to 21 inches in 
size at Woodmont Avenue. This main serves most of the Woodmont Triangle of the Bethesda 
Central Business District CBD as well as residential areas to the southwest of Old Georgetown 
Road before entering the campus. It proceeds to the east after crossing Woodmont Avenue, 
collecting sanitary waste from the bulk of the WRNMMC as well as the Uniformed Services 
University of the Health Sciences (USUHS) and East Bethesda. The WSSC main paralleling 
Stony Creek follows that stream to Rock Creek about 0.5 miles to the east of the campus. 

The third WSSC line on campus drains the Glenwood neighborhood to the southwest. It enters 
the campus at the east end of Roosevelt Street as an 8 inch main. The main connects to the 
NIH system near the southwest corner of Building 11. The last WSSC main on campus is a 
short section serving the Cloisters, Building 60, which connects to a WSSC Line under Old 
Georgetown Road. 

The main NIH sanitary system can be divided, in general, into two separate collection networks 
that join one another in the northeast corner of the campus. The north network drains most of 
the old and new Clinical Centers and all the campus buildings north of Center Drive and the 
administrative area. The southern branch of this northern network is 15 inches in diameter 
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between Building 10 and West Cedar Lane, and the northern branch primarily serves non-
research type buildings (Building 15A-K, the fire station and the Children's Inn). 

The south network drains most of the remainder of the campus and divides into three principal 
branches. One serves the laboratories on the west side of the campus; the second follows the 
original course of the NIH Stream valley to Edgewood/Glenwood, while the third extends south 
to Building 41. 

An 8 inch sanitary main from the National Walter Reed National Military Medical Center joins the 
south network near East Drive. Buildings 38, 38A, and 46 are serviced separately by short, 
direct, and independent connections to surrounding WSSC mains that flow to the Stony Creek 
main. Buildings 1 through 9 are serviced by a small lateral system that connects to the southern 
network. 

As part of the campus utility infrastructure modernization program, NIH constructed a sanitary 
wastewater monitoring station in the northeast corner of the campus. The station is a small 
underground structure that would facilitate access for obtaining monitoring samples. 

Wastewater in the Rock Creek trunk sewer is ultimately routed to the Blue Plains Wastewater 
Treatment Plant operated by the D.C. Water and Sewer Authority. The Blue Plains plant treats 
approximately 370 million gallons of wastewater per day. Discharges from the plant to the 
Potomac River must meet the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit 
requirements established by the U.S. EPA. The Plant NPDES permit contains the most stringent 
effluent discharge requirements of any plan of its size. 

NIH wastewater discharges must meet the pollutant concentration limits established by WSSC 
Discharge Authorization Permit No. 05967 (Table 3-16). The limits are those for a standard 
industrial discharger modified to meet more stringent criteria for discharges to the Blue Plains 
Wastewater Treatment Plant. Sanitary effluent is sampled once every four days at the NIH 
sanitary system discharge points with results reported to WSSC semiannually as is applicable 
for all industrial discharges under the NPDES program. The effluent sampling points monitor 
sanitary discharges from all campus sources such as Building 11 and 21, the Clinical Center, 
and all laboratories as well as normal human waste. Most laboratories have separate acid waste 
drains to holding tanks. These wastes are not sent to the sanitary system; but disposed of in 
containers through the hazardous waste collection and treatment system (See Section 5). 

The total toxic organic (TTO) permit limit is a cumulative one, i.e. the combined concentration of 
about 125 U.S. EPA designated priority chemicals cannot exceed 2.13 mg/l. Over the years, 
monitored concentration, have been consistently far below permit limits. In 1999, NIH 
implemented a Toxic Organic Management Plan (TOMP) to further reduce releases of TTOs to 
the sanitary system. WSSC has exempted NIH from reporting TTO monitoring results unless 
monitored TTO concentrations exceed 1.07 mg/l, and it has not been necessary to do so since 
1999. 
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Exhibit 3-6: Campus Diagram – Sanitary Sewer Distribution 
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Table 3-16: WSSC Discharge Limits for NIH Sanitary Wastewater 

Pollutant Daily Max (mg/l) NIH Self-Monitoring Required 

Cadmium (Cd) (total) 0.07 Yes, Blue Plains Limit 

Chromium (Cr) (total) 7.0 Yes 

Copper (Cu) (total) 2.0 Yes, Blue Plains Limit 

Cyanide (CN) (total) 1.3 Yes 

Lead (Pb) (total) 0.4 Yes 

Mercury (Hg) (total) .001* No 

Arsenic(As) (total) 0.23* No 

Molybdenum (Mo) (total) 0.89* No 

PCBs Non-detect* No 

Nickel (Ni) (total) 2.2 Yes 

Silver (Ag) (total) 1.2 Yes 

Zinc (Zn) (total) 3.4 Yes 

Total Toxic Organics 2.13 See Section 3.6.3.2 

Dissolved Solids 1,500 No 

Suspended Solids 400 No 

Total Solids 1,900 No 

Biological Oxygen Demand 300 No 

Fats, Oils, Greases 100 No 

pH 6.0 to 10.0 Units Yes 

Chemical Oxygen Demand 500 No 

Temperature 500 No 

Note: Mercury, arsenic, molybdenum, and PCBs are monitored for presence by Washington 
Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC). 
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3.6.5.1 Storm Drainage 

The Bethesda Campus consists of three major drainage divides, the NIH Stream, the North 
Branch and the Stony Creek. With the exception of a 32 acre section in the southeast corner of 
the campus and a 5 acre section along Old Georgetown Road, all of the NIH topography drains 
to the northeast toward the West Cedar Lane/Rockville Pike intersection (Exhibit 3-7). The 
drainage area upstream from this point is 455 acres including 57 acres in the 
Edgewood/Glenwood neighborhood to the southwest of the campus, 55 acres north of West 
Cedar Lane in Maplewood, and 25 acres east of NIH along Rockville Pike and on the Walter 
Reed Naval Military Medical Center property (See Table 3-17). 

All storm drainage systems on the campus are owned and maintained by NIH. The main 
collection system has a trunk line interceptor that follows the original NIH Stream course. It 
enters the campus at the east end of Roosevelt Street after draining Edgewood/Glenwood as a 
42 inch line and crosses the campus in a northeasterly direction, passing under existing 
Buildings 12B and 13, for a distance of approximately 2,350 feet. It progressively increases in 
diameter until it exits to daylight to the northeast of the South Drive/Center Drive intersection as 
a 96 inch pipe. It carries the flow of the NIH Stream during wet weather. Three other tributary 
drainage networks connect to the interceptor as it crosses the campus. A 12 inch to 36 inch line 
drains the southern area of the campus; an 18 inch to 36 inch line follows Lincoln Drive in the 
southwestern area; and a 12 inch to 48 inch line drains the laboratory area on the western side 
of the campus. 

The second drainage (North Branch) area covers the northern sector of the campus. The dry 
channel of the North Branch of the NIH Stream is the main drainage stem for this area. Flows 
occur in the branch only during wet weather. The branch flows in a 48 inch diameter culvert 
under the residential area between West and Zelkova Drives. Elsewhere it is confined to a 
concrete-lined channel as it crosses the campus. Campus drainage occurs via overland flow, 
and through small individual collection networks serving building roofs as well as street and 
parking lot inlets. Storm water drainage from West Cedar Lane and the western two thirds of 
Maplewood also flows to the channel by direct pipe connections. 

The third drainage shed is independent of the other two, covering the southeast corner of the 
campus. Most drainage is overland. A small storm drain network collects flows from the vicinity 
of Buildings 38, 38A, and MLP-7, and directs them to a storm water pond to the southeast of 
these structures. 

In general, the campus storm drain systems are in good condition and adequately serve present 
conditions. In older areas of the campus developed prior to about 1965, drainage laterals from 
individual building downspouts and road inlets are often only 10 to 12 inches in diameter. 
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Table 3-17: NIH Impervious Surface Inventory and Projected Ultimate Conditions 

Description North 
Branch 

NIH 
Stream 

Booze 
Creek 

Stony 
Creek 

NIH 
Total 

Existing Site Area by Drainage Area 
(Acres) 

61.4 212.4 5.2 31.5 310.5 

Baseline Buildings (Acres) 4.5 39.0 0.1 4.0 47.6 
Baseline Roads (Acres) 15.8 48.2 0.3 1.0 7.4 
Baseline Sidewalks (Acres) 1.6 4.8 0.0 1.0 7.4 
Total Existing Baseline Impervious 21.9 92.0 .04 14.9 129.2 
Additional ISMP Build Out 
Development(Acres) 

9.0 27.0 2.0 5.0 43.0 

Total Ultimate ISMP Impervious 31.1 118.6 2.4 19.5 171.7 
Note: Table includes adjustments for post-Clinical Research Center (CRC) conditions
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Exhibit 3-7: Campus Diagram – Storm Sewer Distribution 
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Exhibit 3-8: Campus Diagram – Storm water Management Distribution 
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3.6.5.2 Stormwater Management Regulations 

Regulatory management of storm water has been delegated by the U.S. EPA to local 
jurisdictions, in this case the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE). Federal projects 
must follow the requirements of the Maryland Storm water Management Guidelines for state 
and federal government projects, MDE, April 15, 2010, and state regulations given in COMAR 
26.17.02. 

On April 24, 2007, Governor Martin O’Malley signed the Storm water Management Act of 2007, 
which became effective on October 1, 2007. Prior to this Act, environmental site design (ESD) 
was encouraged through a series of credits found in Maryland’s Storm water Design Manual. 
The Act requires that ESD, through the use of nonstructural best management practices and 
other better site design techniques, be implemented to the maximum extent practicable. 

The purpose of these guidelines is to protect, maintain and enhance the public health, safety, 
and general welfare by establishing minimum requirements and procedures to reduce the 
adverse impacts associated with increased storm water runoff. The goal is to manage storm 
water by using environmental site design (ESD) to the maximum extent practicable (MEP) to 
reduce stream channel erosion, pollution, siltation, sedimentation, and local flooding, and to use 
appropriate structural best management practices (BMPs) only when necessary. This would 
restore, enhance, and maintain the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of streams, 
minimize damage to public and private property, and reduce the impacts of land development. 

The Annotated Code of Maryland, Environment Article, Title 4, Subtitle 2 and the Storm water 
Management Regulations, COMAR 26.17.02.01 through 26.17.02.12 contain the provisions of 
these guidelines. These guidelines supplement the 2000 Maryland Storm water Design Manual 
and all subsequent revisions. They provide the minimum storm water management 
requirements for plans submitted by state and federal government agencies to the Maryland 
Department of the Environment (MDE), for review and approval. These guidelines do not affect 
the validity of any portion of either the Environment Article or COMAR and apply to all new and 
redevelopment projects. 

In addition to MDE requirements, all federal government projects must follow Section 438 of the 
Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (EISA). Section 438 of EISA instructs federal 
agencies to "use site planning, design, construction, and maintenance strategies for the 
property to maintain or restore, to the maximum extent technically feasible, the predevelopment 
hydrology of the property with regard to the temperature, rate," for any project with a footprint 
that exceeds 5,000 square feet. 

The EPA developed the “Technical Guidance on Implementing the Storm water Runoff 
Requirements for Federal Projects under Section 438 of the Energy Independence and Security 
Act,” December 2009. The purpose of this document is to provide technical guidance and 
background information to assist federal agencies in implementing EISA Section 438. Each 

3-82
	

http:26.17.02.12
http:26.17.02.01
http:26.17.02


      
     

         
      

  

   

           
        

          
          

        
      

 

         
       

          
           

           
          

          
          

    

          
           

          
             

        
             

          
          

           
          

        
          

         
        

        
 

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 3
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Affected Environment
	

agency or department is responsible for ensuring compliance with EISA Section 438. The 
document contains guidance on how compliance with Section 438 is achieved, measured 
and/or evaluated. 

3.6.5.3 Storm water Management on Campus 

Management of storm water at NIH Bethesda presents complex issues. Factors impacting 
potential management include four separate stream watersheds, storm drain and stream 
hydraulics, limited space available for potential storm water management (SWM) facilities, and 
concentration of development in the NIH Stream watershed. NIH Bethesda is also different from 
normal residential and commercial development. It is dynamic with construction and demolition 
almost continuously underway, which results in continually changing management 
requirements. 

Discussions between NIH and MDE have concluded that NIH can meet the MDE SWM 
requirements through development and implementation of a NIH Bethesda Institutional Storm 
water Management Plan (ISMP). The NIH has prepared a Draft ISMP, which has been 
submitted, to MDE for review. The ISMP has been developed on storm water management on a 
campus wide or “regional” basis. This offers several advantages. It significantly reduces the 
complexity of the factors involved. Site wide facilities are more cost effective than smaller 
facilities serving individual buildings. Site wide evaluation of impacts and management is more 
realistic. It permits increases in imperviousness in one area to be balanced or offset by 
decreases in imperviousness in another. 

For the purpose of storm water management in the ISMP, “existing” campus conditions are 
defined as those present just prior to the start of construction of the Hatfield Clinical Research 
Center. This baseline status was established at the design level for a proposed 1995 Master 
Plan Site SWM Facility that was included as an element in the Hatfield CRC project. The 
Hatfield SWM facility has been subsequently superseded by ISMP proposals. The “existing” 
campus impervious area is calculated as 129.2 acres, or 41.8 percent of the total campus. 

The Montgomery County Department of Environmental Protection (MCDEP) conducted a study 
of the Stony Creek watershed to assess conditions and make recommendations for returning 
Stony Creek flows to predevelopment conditions (Regional SWM Facility, Continuation of SWM 
Study for WRNMMC, A. Morton Thomas and Associates, Inc., 1998). The study determined that 
existing management facilities upstream in the Woodmont Triangle, and downstream on 
WRNMMC, were in good condition, but they provided only partial quantity control. Downstream 
facilities on WRNMMC could provide suitable quality control. The most beneficial SWM best 
management practice for the watershed would be a regional facility in the southeast corner of 
the campus. This South Pond is currently under construction (November 2012) with estimated 
completion in 2013. 
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The County Storm water Management Facility, or South Pond, has four elements. The first is an 
underground screening facility to trap trash and sediments. Access would be provided through 
the roof for clean out and maintenance. Runoff would then flow into a small fore bay water pool, 
about 60 feet in diameter, where settlement of suspended material would occur. Outfall from the 
fore bay pool would then flow into the main pool, which would be one acre in extent under dry 
weather conditions. A second trash collection facility would be located at the Woodmont Avenue 
outfall. The pools would have water depths up to 5 or 6 feet in the center. The main pool would 
have a 12 foot wide “bench” around the perimeter, where water depths would be less than a 
foot, for planting hydrophilic species. Montgomery County requires fencing around all wet ponds 
greater than two feet in depth. 

The total drainage area upstream from Woodmont Avenue is 219 acres. For county purposes, 
the facility would serve as a quantity control facility. For example, it would reduce the one-year 
recurrence interval storm peak outflows through the twin 66 inch culverts under Woodmont 
Avenue from 219.5 cubic feet per second (cfs) to an estimated 45 cfs (NIH South Pond Design, 
A. Morton Thomas Assoc., 2006), and provides a channel protection storage volume of 5.52 
acre-feet. The Pond would be capable of storing a six-month storm, and quantitative 
management for 68 percent of the flow in a one-year storm. 

The facility would also provide 4.61 acre-feet of Water Quality Volume (WQv) storage for NIH. 
The wet pool of the main pond would contain 2.98 acre-feet of WQv at a water surface elevation 
of 300 feet elevation above sea level. Extended Detention of the one-year storm runoff between 
the 300.0 and 301.5 pool elevations above sea level would achieve water quality storage of the 
remaining 1.63 acre-feet of expected water runoff. 

NIH and the county have signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) for storm water 
wherein NIH would grant an easement for the project, provided that certain conditions are met 
and issues are satisfactorily resolved. Monitoring and maintenance of the facility would be the 
responsibility of the county. Response to emergencies such as upstream pollutant spills would 
be handled jointly by the county and NIH through procedures to be given further definition as the 
project progresses. Additionally, the NIH has previously restored the NIH Stream to its “natural 
condition.” Work included bank stabilization, placement of rocks and riprap in a natural way, 
creation of micro pools, and planting of native species within and alongside the stream. Flow 
velocity attenuators were installed on storm drains, which outfall directly to the stream. The NIH 
Stream restoration project also included the installation of six storm water runoff quality 
treatment or storage facilities at strategic locations around the campus. Either a bio retention or 
sand filter facilities was installed. The estimated MDE WQv for these facilities combined is 0.96 
acre-feet. This WQv is not included in the campus storm water management total. 

A Storm water Management Facility is located at the north of the site and serves the North 
Branch storm network. Drainage is conveyed in a piped network to the facility located in the 
parking lot north of Building 31. The facility provides 3.14 acre-ft of storage volume and 
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discharges into the main NIH channel at the northeast corner of the site. The facility provides 
both storm water management quality and quantity for the North Branch storm network. 

Several smaller storm water management facilities are located throughout the NIH campus and 
provided localized storm water management treatment. Although these facilities are on a 
smaller scale than the underground detention facility discussed in the paragraph above, each 
facility still provides quality and quantity treatment for the related drainage areas. A new Phase 
II National Pollution Discharge Elimination Systems (NPDES) permit for federal, state, and small 
municipality storm water discharge systems went into effect in January 2005. Requirements 
include six measures: (1) Public outreach and education, (2) Public involvement and education, 
(3) Illicit discharge detection and elimination, (4) Construction site runoff controls, (5) Post-
construction runoff controls, and (6) Pollution prevention and good housekeeping. NIH has filed 
a Notice of Intent to obtain a Phase II NPDES permit for the Bethesda campus. 

3.6.6 Communications 

Outside communication lines reach NIH via Verizon subsurface lines in Rockville Pike. Internal 
lines on the campus are owned and maintained by NIH. Communication lines on campus are 
routed through a complex network of 4 inch diameter conduits, as shown in Exhibit 3-9. 
Conduits are generally located under or immediately adjacent to the existing street grid. 
Conduits also carry the NIH fire alarm, security, and internal campus communication networks. 
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Exhibit 3-9: Campus Diagram – Communication Signal Duct Distribution 
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3.6.7 Natural Gas, Fuel Oil and Gasoline 

Natural gas is supplied to NIH by Washington Gas (WG) mains running under Old Georgetown 
Road and West Cedar Lane. Washington Gas maintains 8 inch and 12 inch high-pressure (HP) 
(200 pound force per square inch (psig)) mains in Old Georgetown Road. Two 8 inch service 
mains branch from these mains and enter NIH at a Washington Gas pressure regulating station 
in the southwest corner of the campus along Old Georgetown Road. One of these 8 inch service 
mains, installed in 1992, supplies 100 pound force per square inch (psig) natural gas to the 
power plant for boiler fuel. The other 8 inch main closely follows the southern boundary of the 
campus along the buffer area to Rockville Pike, which it subsequently crosses to supply gas to 
the Walter Reed National Military Medical Center. The natural gas distribution system layout is 
shown in the following Exhibit 3-10. 

A 6 inch service main from West Cedar Lane supplies: low-pressure gas (15 psig) to 38 campus 
buildings through a distribution system ranging from 3/8 inch to 6 inch size lines. There are 
about 15,000 linear feet of gas lines on the campus. Two to 4 inch service lines branch from the 
mains to individual buildings. Gas lines on the campus are owned and operated by WG, 
although many smaller building service lines are owned and operated by NIH. More than 99 
percent of campus natural gas demand is for generation of steam in Building 11. Boilers 1 
through 5 have dual natural gas and No. 2 distillate fuel oil burners. The fuel for the COGEN 
turbine generator is natural gas only, although the duct burners on the exhaust are dual fuel 
(gas and oil). The gas for the COGEN is provided by the gas utility contractually as “Firm” so 
that the COGEN is not subject to curtailment of gas in the winter like the balance of the boilers. 
The estimated existing and projected Master Plan Alternative peak demand is provided in 
Section 2, Table 2-1. 

Previous analysis in 2005 indicated that the existing NIH line between the Washington Gas 
system and Building 11 to the campus is capable of delivering approximately 700,000 cubic feet 
per hour (cf/hr). Estimated potential peak natural gas demand currently exceeds this physical 
capacity. Further analysis would be performed in the ongoing 2013 MUP. 

NIH is one of many customers served by the Washington Gas distribution mains outside the 
campus. Since NIH can use oil as an alternative fuel supply, Washington Gas can curtail natural 
gas service to NIH. During the winter, when Washington Gas demands are high, NIH may have 
to reduce or eliminate its use of natural gas. Curtailment is the prerogative of Washington Gas 
under the service contract, and generally occurs when the average daily temperature is below 
about 27 degrees F. NIH operated exclusively on oil during three periods totaling 38 days while 
under curtailment in January and February 2003. Therefore, as a practical matter, natural gas 
delivery to NIH is usually curtailed before the 700,000 cf/hr-campus line capacity is reached. 

Maximization of natural gas as a boiler fuel is important to NIH for controlling boiler stack 
emissions and maintaining operations within operating permit limits. Burning fuel oil generates 
more NOx emissions per pound of steam produced than natural gas. For example, Boilers 1 

3-87
	



      
     

        
             

       
           

           

           
         

          

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 3
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Affected Environment
	

through 5 currently produce about 2.6 times more NOx when firing on fuel oil than when on 
natural gas, for a given amount of steam generation. NOx compounds are precursors for 
generation of ground level ozone. The Washington Metropolitan Area Air Quality Control Region 
has been classified by the U.S. EPA as being in "severe" to “moderate” non-attainment for 
ozone, i.e. regional ozone levels do not meet the Federal Ambient Air Quality Standards. 

Regional measures for reaching NOx attainment have been identified. It is not certain whether 
these measures would be sufficient or not. Regardless, the potential for reduction of emissions 
from all sources, stationary and mobile, is a goal for NIH. 
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Exhibit 3-10: Campus Diagram – Natural Gas Distribution 
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3.6.8 Compressed Air 

Central compressed air at 125 psig is delivered to the Clinical Center and other facilities, serves 
the process needs of the facilities and provides the motive force for operating duct dampers in 
some building HVAC systems. The distribution north of the central plant is through pipes in the 
steam/chilled water tunnel running between the power plant and the Clinical Center shown in 
Exhibit 3-11. This line extends to Building 6. A branch main and network services the 
laboratories on the west side of the campus. A second branch network services laboratories, 
animal care spaces and Building 38 to the south of the plant. Delivery pressures are 
approximately 110 psi at the buildings. Compressed air is critical to the operation of the central 
utilities plant and a compressor is dedicated to this load to maintain plant operation in the event 
that the process air compressors are out of service. 
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Exhibit 3-11: Campus Diagram – Compressed Air Distribution 

3.6.9 Energy 

Executive Order 13514, issued on October 5, 2009, set sustainability goals for Federal agencies 
and focuses on making improvements in their environmental, energy, and economic 
performance. The Executive Order requires agencies to submit a 2020 greenhouse gas 
pollution reduction target within 90 days, and to increase energy efficiency, reduce fleet 
petroleum consumption, conserve water, reduce waste, support sustainable communities, and 
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leverage federal purchasing power to promote environmentally-responsible products and 
technologies. 

The Executive Order has established a number of goals: 30% reduction in vehicle fleet 
petroleum use by 2020; 26% improvement in water efficiency by 2020; 50% recycling and waste 
diversion by 2015; 95% of all applicable contracts will meet sustainability requirements; 
implementation of the 2030 net-zero-energy building requirement; implement of storm water 
provisions of the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, section 438, and development 
of guidance for sustainable federal building locations. In January 2010, President Obama 
announced Federal Government-wide greenhouse gas emission reduction targets for 2020 from 
2008 levels of 28% of direct emissions, such as those from fuels and building energy use, and 
of 13% of indirect emissions, such as those from employee commuting and business travel. 
Greenhouse gases include carbon dioxide (CO2), nitrous oxide (N2O), methane (CH4), and 
halogenated fluorocarbons (HFC). 

Agencies shall undertake cost-effective projects in which source energy decreases even if site 
energy use increases. Agencies shall reduce petroleum use by switching to natural gas and 
renewable energy sources, or other methods. Overall energy consumption at NIH Bethesda 
would unavoidably increase under all alternatives due to projected overall growth in building 
space. The projected growth, including existing building areas is shown in Table 3-18, below. 

Table 3-18: NIH Areas by Use Classification Existing and Proposed GSF 

Case Clinical Research 
Building 10 (gsf) 

Total 
Research 
Space (gsf) 

Total Space 
(gsf) 

Percent of 
Research 
Space each 
Alternative 

Proposed Action 4,438,619 8,555,238 15,248,639 71.9 
No Action 
Alternative 4,438,619 7,397,717 12,623,473 69.7 

Maximum 
Development 
Alternative 

4,438,619 8,247,453 17,611,674 61.9 

Research space includes laboratories, animal holdings facilities, and the clinical research 
hospital for energy use purposes. Research spaces have much higher utility and subsequent 
energy demands per unit of space than other types of space used for administration and 
support. Steam, chilled water, and electric power are the three primary energy related utilities. 
Table 3-19 below compares the projected energy use by gross square foot factor for utility 
function classification. 
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Table 3-19: NIH Projected Energy Use by Utility Function Classification 

Utility Clinical Research 
Center Building 10 
(gsf) 

Research/Laboratory General/Office 

Steam 4,438,619 0.1818 pph/gsf 0.0933 pph/gsf 
Chilled Water 4,438,619 90 gsf/ton (0111 

kW/gsf) 
152 gsf/ton (.0065 
ton/gsf) 

Electric Power 4,438,619 .0111 kW/gsf 0.00616 kW/gsf 

High ventilation rates severely reduce the cost effectiveness of many conventional energy 
conservation measures, particularly those involving the transport of energy through the building 
envelope. The air circulating through a research building is resident only for 3 or 4 minutes, 
when the exchange rates are 15 to 20 per hour. It is evident that many conservation measures 
would be only one-third as effective when applied to research space as they would be applied to 
other space types, if the respective air change rates were 15 and 5 per hour. Under weather 
extremes, the amount of energy need to heat or cool accumulated air from outdoor ambient 
temperatures to interior levels dwarfs that passing through the building envelope in research 
space. Conservation measures must be evaluated in this context. 

The above implies that the most cost effective life cycle energy conservation measures are 
those that are applied to the airflow, i.e. where it is heated and cooled, or where energy that 
would normally be exhausted is recovered for use. It is in this area where NIH has concentrated 
its efforts and would continue to do so. 

The current chillers require approximately 0.85 kW/ton (32 percent less energy than older 
chillers). The peak chilled water demand in 2010 was about 57,000 tons. Demand is projected 
to grow to about 71,000 tons in Proposed Action of the Master Plan build out conditions. 

Installation of the PEPCO NIH COGEN unit, which includes NIH heat recovery steam generator, 
has had several benefits that satisfy Federal Executive Order goals. The Executive Order 
encourages use of alternative financing mechanisms, including energy savings and 
performance contracts, particularly those with “no net cost to taxpayers.” The NIH PEPCO 
contract to build and operate the COGEN unit meets these conditions through performance 
clauses. NIH would pay for the facility over ten years, ending in 2014, by receiving monetary 
credits for the electricity generated, eliminating the need for federal government funding for the 
project. 

The Executive Order also notes that federal government agencies shall consider combined 
cooling, heating, and power facilities when upgrading and assessing facility needs. The COGEN 
unit at NIH would combine all three when the chillers are steam driven. The COGEN unit, in 
effect, uses “free” energy that would normally be wasted if steam generation were not present 

3-93
	



      
     

            
       

       
           

       
           

      

         
      

            
          

           
          

      
    

         
         

               
         

           
          

           
       

           
               

           
     

           
      

          
   

       
          

            
             

          
       

   

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 3
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Affected Environment
	

where power was generated. Hot gases from the combustion of natural gas are used to drive a 
turbine that would generate about 21.6 megawatts of electricity. Exhausted heat that would 
otherwise be sent into the atmosphere is recovered and used a second time to generate over 
107,000 pounds per hour of steam before it is released up the stack. Supplemental firing of 
burners into the turbine exhaust when desired would allow NIH to generate up to 180,000 
pounds per hour. On an annual basis, the steam produced by the COGEN system satisfies 
about half of the existing demand. 

The electric power produced in the COGEN unit would conserve off site source energy. Electric 
power is lost in the transmission through a distribution system; electric resistance in the 
transmission lines converts power to heat. The greater the distance traveled the greater the line 
losses. Power companies may have to generate three or four watts to deliver one watt to the 
customer. Power generated by the NIH PEPCO unit would be routed to the nearby PEPCO 
substation in Building 46, where it can be distributed to NIH and other connected customers. 
Transmission line losses would essentially be eliminated. Transmission distances are measured 
in feet instead of miles. 

Similarly, the NIH central plant is capable of running three chillers with a combined capacity of 
15,000 tons with dual electric/steam drives. Using the Steam drive eliminates about 0.6 kW/ton 
of electric power demand for chilled water generation. If the units are run at capacity, about 885 
MW as measured on site, are saved. As noted above, the energy needed to generate this 
power at off-site sources and deliver it to the campus would be still greater. This type of steam 
driven chiller operation is practical when campus steam demand is at low levels (summer 
months). NIH has also installed free cooling heat exchangers to produce chilled water during the 
winter. The exchangers use outdoor air to cool the returned chilled water. 

Since 1992, NIH has successively switched from fuel oils to cleaner burning natural gas as the 
primary boiler fuel. Natural gas has significantly lower pollutant emission rates per unit of energy 
consumed than oil or coal. Emissions at NIH have been reduced further by the boiler 
modernization program, which was implemented in the interim. Measures included the 
installation of economizers to preheat combustion air and low nitrogen oxides emitting burners. 
Boilers 1 through 3 also have oversized combustion chambers with high heat transfer rates 
between the boiler firing and steam sides. Less fuel is needed to generate a pound of steam 
than that in conventional boilers. 

The resultant reductions in greenhouse gas emissions are dramatic. The 1992 MUP estimated 
that the 1990 NIH power plant emissions for nitrogen oxides and volatile organic compounds 
(VOC) were 324 and 4.4 tons per year. The two pollutants combine with sunlight as a catalyst to 
form low atmospheric level ozone. The corresponding 2001 annual emissions are estimated to 
be 61 and 1.4 tons, respectively, equivalent to reductions of 81 and 68 percent in 1990 emission 
levels. Although sulfur dioxide is not a greenhouse gas, the above boiler modernization 
improvements would reduce annual emissions. 
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In the future, further reductions per unit of energy consumed would occur, if NIH installed a 
boiler with high efficiency units. Such units emit nitrogen oxides at a per energy unit consumed 
rate that is approximately half that of conventional boilers. Still further greenhouse gas 
reductions would be experienced indirectly with double effect. NIH uses low pollutant emitting 
natural gas as its primary fuel for generating site steam, and electricity in the COGEN unit. Most 
of the power produced by public utilities and private suppliers is generated using coal, the fossil 
fuel with the highest uncontrolled stack emission rates. Substitution of onsite energy sources for 
power is cleaner, and has no additional fuel consumption or consequent emissions, which would 
be part of the delivery of an outside source power to compensate for transmission losses. 

The lowest emission rates for steam production would be obtained by the use of additional 
Cogeneration units instead of additional boilers. As previously described Cogeneration 
produces steam from the waste heat produced by an electrical generator powered by natural 
gas. This result is a net reduction in coal burned to produce electrical power and a reduction in 
conventional boiler emissions. 

In accordance with the Executive Order, NIH is preparing a Draft Strategic Energy Conservation 
Plan. The plan identifies additional measures that NIH can take to conserve energy use and 
lower concomitant emissions. Individual measures are judged for life cycle cost effectiveness in 
each application. The measures can be generally categorized as follows. 

•	 Matching energy delivery to demands more closely; they may be applied building wide or 
to individual spaces. Measures include state-of-the-art equipment or systems that permit 
variance in airflow or the energy it contains. These systems are coupled to, and quickly 
respond to, sensors and monitoring conditions. 

•	 Innovative technologies - NIH already has installed an energy recovery heat wheel in the 
Building 50 laboratory. The wheel transfers heat from building air exhausts to supply air 
streams, it is estimated that the device would reduce peak heating demands by 40 
percent. Another innovative concept involves using the steam distribution system to 
generate electric power sufficient for individual building needs. Steam is driven through 
the distribution system under pressure. The pressure is reduced at individual buildings 
for use by passing it through pressure reducing valves. Substitution of small turbines or 
generators for the values would accomplish the same reduction. However, about 400 kW 
of power could be generated using the turbines. 

•	 High efficiency lighting that is tied to programmable controls that allow adjustment of 
intensity, or automatically shut off lighting depending on space occupancy or night 
setback schedule. Greater emphasis is given to limiting lighting to work stations and 
where needed, and maximizing the use of natural light through fenestration. 

•	 Chilled Water Distribution System Improvements - Chilled Water produced in the central 
plant is released to the distribution system at 42 degrees F. It returns from individual 
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buildings at about 52 degrees F, a 10 degrees difference. The 1992 MUP and its update 
recommend increasing the temperature to 18 degrees F. Raising the temperature 
increases the amount of heat a fixed amount of chilled water can transport. With a 
greater amount of heat carried, the distribution system pipe, pumps, and equipment do 
not need to be enlarged to increase system capacity. All new central plant and building 
systems are installed in accordance with the 18 degrees increase design criteria. Full 
realization of benefits would require retrofitting older buildings. 

•	 Installation of Chilled Water Storage system to allow for production of chilled water 
during off peak electrical cost hours (nighttime) to reduce overall electrical power 
consumption. 

•	 Installation of added cogeneration systems to increase steam production and emergency 
electrical power capacity. 

•	 Sub-metering of steam, chilled water, and electric power that the building level to 

monitor demands, and evaluate energy conservation measures.
	

•	 Replacement of existing central plant computer control systems with modern state of the 
art steam and chilled water control and monitoring systems. 

3.7 TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC 

3.7.1 Road Network 

The National Institutes of Health is located in Bethesda, Maryland (Montgomery County), 
south/southeast of the Capital Beltway (I-495) and I-270 spur, which forms the major corridors 
for east-west and north-south regional traffic movements. The campus boundaries are Old 
Georgetown Road (MD Route 187) to the west, Rockville Pike (MD Route 355) to the east and 
Cedar Lane to the north. Residential neighborhoods and the Bethesda Central Business District 
(CBD) are to the south of the campus. 

The network and classification of the roadway system providing access to NIH is defined in the 
1990 approved and adopted Master Plan for the Bethesda-Chevy Chase area as follows: 

3.7.1.1 The Capital Beltway - Interstate Highway (I-495) 

This road is classified as the freeway circulating the Nation’s Capital with a varying number of 
lanes and varying width. This road provides interchange access to Maryland Route 355 and 
Maryland Route 187 just north of the NIH where the majority of access points into the campus 
are located. This Interstate Highway carries the bulk of the traffic passing through the 
Washington region. The Capital Beltway experiences congestion during the peak periods. 
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3.7.1.2 Wisconsin Avenue/Rockville Pike - Maryland Route 355 (MD 355) 

Wisconsin Avenue or Rockville Pike is a divided roadway with up to six lanes and classified as a 
major highway with the recommended right of way of 120 feet. This road provides north-south 
access from Washington, D.C. to Frederick, Maryland. Wisconsin Avenue/Rockville Pike is in a 
major development corridor that includes access to areas such as Friendship Heights, Bethesda 
CBD, NIH, National Walter Reed National Military Medical Center (WRNMMC), City of Rockville, 
City of Gaithersburg, Clarksburg, and areas in Frederick County. This roadway also provides 
access to other major transportation corridors and facilities such as the Capital Beltway 
connecting to I-95 and I-270 and other major north-south arteries. 

Parallel to the road, the Metro red line provides high-speed transit from Shady Grove to the NIH 
campus and beyond extending to the rest of the D.C. metropolitan region. The Medical Center 
Station is situated midway along the eastern access points of the NIH campus. This station 
carries a large number of passengers destined for the NIH and WRNMMC campuses. 

MD Route 355 provides direct access to the NIH campus at five locations. These access points 
are designated to accommodate employees, large delivery trucks, and visitors. The South Drive 
access point, located at the Metro station, also provides access to a large fleet of metro bus and 
Ride-On buses bringing passengers to and from the station and the NIH campus. 

Rockville Pike is heavily traveled in the vicinity of the NIH campus. During the AM peak period, 
the southbound peak direction of traffic is causing congestion at the major intersections. This 
situation is replicated in the PM northbound peak direction. This congestion is primarily due to 
commuters traveling through this area between Washington, D.C. and the suburbs in the 
northern part of Montgomery County and beyond. Through traffic is the majority of traffic 
congestion experienced near the NIH campus. In fact, NIH has established a Transportation 
Management Plan (TMP) that has reduced the non-auto driver mode share to approximately 50 
percent. This program would be discussed later in this report. 

3.7.1.3 Old Georgetown Road - Maryland Route 187 (MD Route 187) 

This road is a six lane divided roadway and is classified as a major highway with the 
recommended right of way of 120 feet. This road provides north-south access to areas from the 
Bethesda Central Business District (CBD) to the City of Rockville. It is connected to the Capital 
Beltway (I-495) and I-270, which provides access throughout the region. The NIH campus gains 
three points of entry from this road. The middle access point, located at South Drive, is currently 
closed to vehicular traffic but would be available if the results of the safety study currently 
underway determine that additional access on the east side of campus is needed. The Lincoln 
Drive access to the campus from MD Route 187 is the busiest point of entry on the west side of 
the campus for vehicular traffic destined for garages along Lincoln Drive. These locations 
provide access for pedestrian and bicycle users coming onto the campus. Old Georgetown 
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Road is a heavily traveled road with the majority of traffic being through traffic as opposed to 
NIH traffic, which comprises only a small fraction of the total traffic. 

3.7.1.4 West Cedar Lane and Cedar Lane 

This is a two-lane road with a two-way left turn lane in the section between MD Route 355 and 
MD Route 187. This roadway is widened at MD Route 355 and MD Route 187 to provide 
multiple lanes in each direction at these two major intersections. It is classified as an arterial, 
traversing east and west, connecting Old Georgetown Road to Clearbrook Lane on the west 
side of Chevy Chase View neighborhood just south of the municipality of Kensington. This road 
provides vehicular access to the NIH campus for patients and families only via West Drive on 
the north side of the campus. The heaviest traffic congestion occurs at its intersections with MD 
Route 187 and MD Route 355 during the peak traffic periods. 

3.7.1.5 Jones Bridge Road 

This is a two-lane road classified as an arterial road connecting Rockville Pike to Jones Mill 
Road. The section of the road between Rockville Pike and Connecticut Avenue (MD Route 185) 
is classified as an Arterial, and the road between Connecticut Avenue and Jones Mill Road is 
classified as a Primary Residential street. This is a heavily traveled road connecting residential 
and employment centers of eastern Montgomery County to the NIH, WRNMMC, and Bethesda 
area. The Jones Bridge Road intersection with Connecticut Avenue would be under construction 
in the near future to add lanes and reduce congestion as part of BRAC improvements. The 
Jones Bridge Road intersection at Rockville Pike forms a four-legged intersection with the 
Center Drive access point to the NIH campus, which carries a large number of vehicular and 
pedestrian traffic in and out of the NIH. 

3.7.1.6 Greentree Road 

This is a two-lane road classified as a Primary Residential street traversing west from Old 
Georgetown Road into large residential neighborhoods west of the NIH. This road is primarily 
collecting traffic from residential neighborhoods and connecting them to major highways and 
freeways. 

3-98
	



      
     

 

    

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 3
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Affected Environment
	

Exhibit 3-12: Map of Roads to NIH Campus – NIH Maps 
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3.7.2 NIH Access 

Until September of 2001 NIH had 11 full access points around the periphery of the campus. Due 
to security concerns and the federal facility security directive, modifications were made to the 
campus access to limit access points for employees, visitors, and delivery vehicles. A fence was 
erected and the number of access points to the campus was reduced to nine (9) with 
designation of exclusive visitor and delivery vehicle entrances. Prior to these changes, many 
residents of the neighborhoods on the west side of the campus were able to cross the campus 
by vehicles, bicycles or on foot to reach the Metro station on campus. 

These changes restricted access and cross campus movements. As the result of dialogue 
between the neighbors and the NIH, a cooperative system of access to the campus was 
devised to ensure campus safety as well as easy access for residents on foot or bicycle to cross 
the campus to reach the Metro station or to reach areas east of Rockville Pike. 

Employee access was separated from visitor access to facilitate and speed up the entry of the 
employees into the campus and to reduce the queuing problem at the entry points from the 
major roadways providing access to the campus. The visitor entrance is located half way 
between Center Drive and South Drive on Rockville Pike. The visitor entrance provides vehicle 
inspection and visitor parking adjacent to the visitor security checkpoint. This point of entry 
provides a right turn in and right turn out only access since the median on Rockville Pike at this 
point prevents left turns. 

Commercial and delivery vehicle entrance and inspection occurs at the Commercial Vehicle 
Inspection Facility (CVIF). The CVIF, located south of the intersection of West Cedar Lane and 
Rockville Pike, is serviced by its own dedicated entrance and accesses the campus at North 
Drive. Commercial vehicles enter the inspection center from Rockville Pike and can exit at other 
locations. 

Other access points include the following: 

• West Cedar lane and Locust Avenue/West Drive 

• Rockville Pike and Wilson Lane 

• Rockville Pike and South Drive 

• Rockville Pike and Jones Bridge Road/Center Drive 

• Old Georgetown Road and Lincoln Drive 

• Old Georgetown Road and Greentree Road/South Drive 

• Old Georgetown Road and Center Drive 
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Exhibit 3-13: NIH Campus Entrances 

3.7.3 Traffic Safety 

The traffic safety assessment in the study area was conducted to determine the overall safety 
situation for the area as compared to other similar locations in the state. The assessment was 
made on two bases. 

•	 The traffic accident data for 2008 through 2010 for MD Route 355 (Rockville Pike), MD 
Route 187 (Old Georgetown Road), Cedar Lane, and Bradley Lane surrounding the NIH 
campus provided by the Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA). 

•	 The pedestrian and bicycle traffic counts and inventory of facilities that serve them in the 
surrounding areas. 
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3.7.3.1 MD Route 187 (Old Georgetown Road) 

The accident reports reveal that the overall number of accidents along the segment of Old 
Georgetown road between Battery Lane and I-495 are significantly lower than the statewide 
average. Fatal accident and injury rates, along with property damage accidents, were also lower 
than the statewide average. 

3.7.3.2 MD Route 355 (Rockville Pike) 

The area between I-495 and Battery Lane bordering the eastern part of NIH campus revealed 
that there were no fatal accidents in a three year period compared to a statewide average of 1.2 
fatalities in the same period. There was 15 percent higher injury and property damage rates in 
this area than statewide average accidents. Some of the BRAC improvements planned along 
MD 355 within this area are expected to enhance the safety at certain intersections, and 
therefore reduce the number of accidents below the statewide average number of accidents. 

3.7.3.3 MD Route 191 (Bradley Boulevard) at Huntington Parkway 

This area has shown very few accidents during the three-year period. There were two reported 
accidents involving injuries and one property damage accident. These numbers are significantly 
lower than similar locations in other parts of Montgomery County or statewide. 

3.7.3.4 Cedar Lane 

The area between MD Route 355 (Rockville Pike) and MD Route 187 (Old Georgetown Road) 
was analyzed and the results revealed that there were a total of 14 accidents during a three-
year period. Of those accidents, nine involved injury and five involved property damage. This 
road carries heavy traffic, crossing two major roadways at Old Georgetown Road and Rockville 
Pike, but the number of accidents is significantly lower than similar facilities statewide. 

It is the overall conclusion of this accident data analysis that this area, with its planned 
intersection improvements, including the planned construction of a tunnel connecting the 
Medical Center metro station to National Walter Reed National Military Medical Center on the 
east side of MD Route 355, would significantly enhance the safety of vehicular and pedestrian 
traffic. It is the conclusion of this analysis that no additional safety improvements are needed to 
remedy the accident situation in the vicinity of the NIH campus. The overall area is experiencing 
lower than statewide average accidents and future improvements would potentially help reduce 
the number of accidents and continue to operate better than similar locations in the state of 
Maryland. 

The result of the accident data analysis was compared to statewide averages to determine if 
this area needs to consider safety improvements (Figure 3-14 and Table 3-20 through Table 
3-24). The result of accident data analysis is summarized below. 
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Table 3-20: Accident Data Summary at Old Georgetown Road (MD-187) 

Intersection Year 
2008 

Year 
2009 

Year 
2010 

Total Avg./
Yr. 

Dominant 
Type: 

LT: light,
RE: rear end, 
ANG: angle,

SS: side, 
FO: front, 

BIKE: Bicycle 

Pedestrian 
Related 

I-495 Ramp 4 6 11 21 7.00 LT (8) 0 

Ryland Drive 4 4 3 11 3.67 RE (6) 0 

Beech Avenue 4 5 5 14 4.67 ANG (4) 1 

West Cedar Lane 4 6 5 15 5.00 RE (6) 1 

Center Drive 1 3 1 5 1.67 None 0 

Greentree Road 1 2 3 6 2.00 SS (3) 0 

Lincoln Drive 2 2 2 6 2.00 LT (2), RE 
(12), ANG (2) 

0 

McKinley Street 3 3 2 8 2.67 RE (3) 0 

Glenwood Road 1 0 2 3 1.00 RE (2), FO (1), 
ANG (1) 

0 

Huntington Pkwy 4 4 1 9 3.00 RE (3) 0 

Battery Lane 8 3 2 13 4.33 ANG (3) 0 

Old Georgetown 
Road (MD-187) 

Total 

36 38 37 111 37.01 RE 2 

Note: State Wide Average per Year is 206.
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Table 3-21: Accident Data Summary at Rockville Pike (MD-355) 

Intersection Year 
2008 

Year 
2009 

Year 
2010 

Total Avg./ 
Yr. 

Dominant 
Type:
LT: light, 
RE: rear end, 
ANG: angle,
SS: side, 
FO: front, 
BIKE: Bicycle 

Pedestrian 
Related 

I-495 Ramp 6 6 2 14 4.67 RE (7) 0 

Pooks Hill Road 8 4 13 25 8.33 RE (12) 0 

Alta Vista Road 8 4 0 12 4.00 RE (6) 0 

Elsmere Avenue 4 5 4 13 4.33 RE (7) 0 

Locust Hill Road 3 6 3 12 4.00 RE (8) 0 

West Cedar Lane 5 15 11 31 10.33 RE (13) 0 

North Wood 
Road 

4 3 3 10 3.33 RE (3) 0 

Winston Drive 10 5 9 24 8.00 RE (16) 0 

South Drive 6 22 12 40 13.33 RE (19) 3 

Center Drive 10 7 6 23 7.67 RE (7) 1 

Woodmont 
Avenue 

12 11 5 28 9.33 RE (7) 0 

Battery Lane 6 6 6 18 6.00 RE (8) 0 

Rockville Pike 
(MD-355) Total 

82 94 74 250 83.32 RE 4 

Note: State Wide Average per Year is 206.9
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Table 3-22: Accident Data Summary at West Cedar Lane 

Intersection Year 
2008 

Year 
2009 

Year 
2010 

Total Avg./Yr. Dominant 
Type: 
LT: light, 
RE: rear 
end, 
ANG: angle, 
SS: side, 
FO: front, 
BIKE: 
Bicycle 

Pedestrian 
Related 

Old Georgetown 
Road 

0 3 3 6 2.00 BIKE (4) 1 

Locust Drive 3 2 2 7 2.33 RE (3) 0 

Cedarcrest Drive 0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 

Cedar Way 0 1 0 1 0.33 RE (1) 0 

West Cedar 
LaneTotal 

3 6 5 14 4.66 BIKE (4) 1 

Table 3-23: Accident Data Summary at Battery Lane 

Intersection Year 
2008 

Year 
2009 

Year 
2010 

Total Avg./ 
Yr. 

Dominant 
Type:
LT: light, 
RE: rear end, 
ANG: angle,
SS: side, 
FO: front, 
BIKE: Bicycle 

Pedestrian 
Related 

Wisconsin 
Avenue 

4 1 4 9 3.00 RE (3), SS(3) 0 

Woodmont 
Avenue 

2 3 3 8 2.67 ANG (4) 0 

Total 6 4 7 17 5.67 None 0 
Bradley 
Boulevard 

0 0 0 0 0 None 0 

Huntington 
Parkway 

1 1 1 3 1.00 RE (1), FO (1) 0 

Battery Lane 
Total 

13 9 15 37 12.34 RE and ANG 0 
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Table 3-24: Accident Data Summary Grand Total 

Roadway Year 
2008 

Year 
2009 

Year 
2010 

Total Avg./ 
Yr. 

Dominant 
Type: 
LT: light, 
RE: rear end, 
ANG: angle, 
SS: side, 
FO: front, 
BIKE: Bicycle 

Pedestrian 
Related 

Old Georgetown 
Road (MD-187) 
Total 

36 38 37 111 37.01 RE 2 

Rockville Pike 
(MD-355) Total 

82 94 74 250 83.32 RE 4 

West Cedar 
LaneTotal 

3 6 5 14 4.66 BIKE (4) 1 

Battery Lane 
Total 

13 9 15 37 12.34 RE and ANG 0 

Grand Total 134 147 131 412 137.33 7 
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Figure 3-14: Study Area Accident History 
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3.7.4 Pedestrian and Bicycles Resources 

Existing pedestrian counts were taken to determine the most pedestrian heavy intersections 
surrounding NIH ((Figure 3-15 and Figure 3-16). An inventory of all sidewalks and crosswalks 
on roadways surrounding NIH was conducted to assess the current conditions and Americans 
with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliances of these facilities. Overall, the surrounding sidewalks 
were found to be in good condition, and the vast majority of crosswalks at intersections 
complied with the ADA requirements. In addition to sidewalks for pedestrians, the sidewalks 
along the south side of Jones Bridge Road and Battery Lane were wide enough to 
accommodate bicyclists as well. Along with the wide sidewalks in these two locations, the 
Bethesda Trolley Trail accommodates bicyclists along the west side of the NIH campus. 
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Figure 3-15: Pedestrian Volume Map AM Peak 

Medical Center station provides 88 bike racks and 38 bike lockers. These bike facilities are fully 
utilized during the weekdays and the potential for additional bike stations and bike parking 
facilities in this area should be explored. As recently as May 2012, the Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation received a grant to start a bike share program in Bethesda. A bike 
share program provides short-term bicycle rentals where bicycles can be picked up and 
returned at any bike share station, thereby allowing one-way trips. The NIH has already 
embarked on another study and is currently underway to assess and improve the safety of 
pedestrians and bicyclists on campus. The result of that study and its recommendations could 
be included in this report for implementation. 
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Figure 3-16: Pedestrian Volume Map PM Peak 
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3.7.5 Public Transportation 

NIH is well served by public transportation systems including the Medical Center Metro station 
that is on the east side of the campus. This metro station serves tens of thousands of 
employees and visitors to NIH and WRNMMC located on the east side of Rockville Pike 
opposite of NIH. The 2011 average weekday ridership at this station was 5,866 people, a 5 
percent increase over the previous year. This increase is partly due to 2,500 new jobs created 
by the BRAC program at the WRNMMC site. With additional employees continuing to move to 
WRNMMC campus, the ridership for metro at this station is expected to increase. The trains 
operate with 5 minute headways during the weekday peak hours, 12 minute headways during 
the mid-day hours, and 15 minute headways during the evening hours. 

The NIH is served by 10 Metro-bus and Ride-on bus routes on MD Route 355, MD Route 187, 
Jones Bridge Road and Cedar Lane (Figure 3-17). The Metro bus routes serving the area are 
as follows: 

3.7.5.1 Metro Bus Services 

J1 – This route operates between Bethesda and Silver Spring during the weekday peak hours 
with approximately 20 minutes headway. 

J2 – This route operates between Bethesda and Silver Spring during the weekday hours of 4:45 
AM and 1:20 AM with approximately every 20-30 minutes on weekdays. 

J3 – This route operates between Bethesda and Silver Spring during the weekday peak hours 
with 20 minutes headway. 

J7 – This route operates between Gaithersburg and Bethesda during weekday peak hours with 
approximately 15-20 minutes headway. 

J9 – This route operates between Gaithersburg and Bethesda during weekday peak hours with 
approximately 15-20 minutes headway. 

3.7.5.2 Ride-on Services 

•	 70 – This route operates between Germantown and Bethesda during the weekday hours 
of 5:15 AM and 7:50 PM. This bus is an express bus with approximately 12-15 minutes 
headway. 

•	 30 – This route operates between the NIH Medical Center and Bethesda during the 
weekday hours of 5:40 AM and 9:00 PM with approximately 30 minutes headway. 

•	 47 – This route operates between city of Rockville and Bethesda during the weekday 
hours of 5:15 AM and 10:10 PM with approximately 30 minutes headway. This route also 
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operates on weekends from 7:15 AM to 9:55 PM on Saturdays and 7:45 AM to 8:35 PM 
on Sundays. 

•	 46 – This route operates between Shady Grove Metro station and the NIH Medical 
center during the hours of 4:50 AM to 1:45 AM with approximately 15 minutes headway 
on weekdays and 30 minutes on weekends. 

•	 33 – This route operates between Glenmont Metro station and the NIH Medical Center 
during weekday peak hours with approximately 25 minutes headway. 

Figure 3-17: Existing Public Mass Transit Service Routes 

3.7.5.3 NIH Shuttle Services 

NIH operates six shuttle bus service routes that link buildings and parking facilities on the NIH 
campus as well as connecting to three locations outside of the campus at Rockledge Building, 
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Mid-Pike Plaza, and Executive Plaza in the areas of North Bethesda and Rockville. The shuttles 
leaving the campus connect employees and visitors to nearby Metrorail stations as well as other 
employment centers (Figure 3-18) below for NIH Shuttle Routes. 

•	 Red – The Red shuttle is an internal route with express stops and the headways of 10-
minute intervals. This shuttle runs from 6:30 AM to 6:40 PM 

•	 Purple – The Purple shuttle is a limited internal route with express stops and the
	
headways of 21-minute intervals. This shuttle runs from 9:20 AM to 4:20 PM
	

•	 Blue – The Blue shuttle is a perimeter route with 20 minutes headway. This shuttle runs 
during peak hours. 

•	 Green – The Green shuttle runs from locations within the NIH campus to the Rockledge 
building. This route has express stops with headways of 25 minutes. This shuttle runs 
from 6:00 AM to 7:05 PM 

•	 Yellow – The Yellow shuttle runs from locations within the NIH to the Mid-Pike Plaza. 
This route has express stops within the NIH campus with 15 minutes headways. This 
shuttle runs during weekday peak hours. 

•	 Orange – The Orange shuttle runs from locations within the NIH to the Executive Plaza. 
This route has express stops within the NIH campus with 30 minutes headways. This 
shuttle runs from 6 AM to 6:30 PM 
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Figure 3-18: NIH Campus Shuttle Routes 
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3.7.6 Parking Analysis 

This section discusses the historical and current employee parking ratios for the NIH campus. 
As part of the 1992 MOU parking agreement with National Capital Planning Commission 
(NCPC) NIH is required to periodically assess the need for parking associated with proposed 
growth, with the intent to reduce future parking demand. This agreement stated that the NIH 
would not exceed a parking supply ratio of 0.50 spaces per employee. 

As part of this assessment, a parking occupancy study was done to determine the current 
parking ratio on campus. The Office of Research Services has provided the information 
regarding the existing number of parking spaces, which is totaled at 10,302 spaces. Parking 
spaces are found in both surface lots and Multi-Level Parking (MLP) garages. Without visitor 
spaces, the total number of parking spaces is 9,208. This ratio is 0.45, within the 0.50 ratio for 
the 20,594-campus population. 

Twenty-four hour machine counts were conducted on May 31, 2012 at all NIH access points. In 
addition, a count of all parked cars on campus was conducted before the machine counts began 
at midnight on May 31, 2012. Table 3-25 illustrates the total vehicles per hour entering and 
leaving the NIH campus on a typical day. The total number of vehicles parked on campus was 
9,744 between 10 and 11 AM, which equates to a 95 percent parking supply usage, resulting in 
a parking demand ratio of 0.45. Including visitor parking demand, this ratio is comparable to 
previous studies over the last several years. Table 3-26 depicts the parking supply and demand 
ratios for the period 2003-2012. This data shows that the parking supply ratio and parking 
demand ratio are lower than the maximum of 0.50 spaces per employee as established by the 
1992 TMP. 
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Table 3-25: Parking Occupancy Analysis 

Time In Bound Traffic Out Bound Traffic Vehicles on Campus 

12-1 AM 19 50 701 

1-2 AM 19 25 695 

2-3 AM 18 23 690 

3-4 AM 42 7 725 

4-5 AM 243 35 933 

5-6 AM 931 72 1,792 

6-7 AM 2,037 152 3,677 

7-8 AM 1,957 172 5,462 

8-9 AM 2,478 229 7,711 

9-10 AM 1,871 249 9,333 

10-11 AM 754 343 9,744 

11-12 AM 402 456 9,690 

12-1 PM 584 687 9,587 

1-2 PM 528 804 9,311 

2-3 PM 421 1,218 8,514 

3-4 PM 264 1,517 7,261 

4-5 PM 225 2,098 5,388 

5-6 PM 195 2,149 3,434 

6-7 PM 165 1,209 2,390 

7-8 PM 69 433 2,026 

8-9 PM 118 343 1,801 

9-10 PM 94 182 1,713 

10-11 PM 122 188 1,647 

11-12 PM 23 91 1,579 

Maximum 
Vehicles 

2,478 2,149 9,744 
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Table 3-26: NIH Parking Utilization 

Year On-Campus
Population 

Parking 
Supply 

Parking Supply
Ratio 

Parking 
Demand Ratio 

2002/2003 17,500 8,319 0.48 0.48 

2005 17,500 8,304 0.47 0.46 

2007 17,800 10,134 0.57 0.43 

2008 18,550 10,134 0.55 0.48 

2009 18,804 10,134 0.54 0.48 

2011 June 19,334 9,971 0.52 0.49 

2011 
October 

23,470 10,002 0.47 0.46 

2012 May 20,594 9,208 0.45 0.45 
Note: Parking Demand Ratio is the maximum number of parked cars on campus divided by the 
total number of employees including visitors. 

3.7.7 Infrastructure: Transportation Management Plan (TMP) 

NIH executed a trilateral memorandum of understanding (MOU) with the National Capital 
Planning Commission (NCPC) and Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
(M-NCPPC) and implemented s Transportation Management Plan (TMP) on October 4, 1991. 
The following TMP strategies were adopted and remain in place today: 

•	 Establish an Employee Transportation Service Office to coordinate TMP strategies and 
promote non-single occupant travel modes by employees 

•	 Continue current guidelines for placing carpool, vanpool, handicapped and visitor 
parking in close proximity to intended destination of the users 

•	 Implement a transit discount for employees and initiate legislative action to allow parking 
and transit ticket revenue and/or appropriated funds to be used by NIH to such a 
program to be self-sustaining 

•	 Improve NIH Campus Shuttle Bus Services 

•	 Implement a comprehensive campus-wide re-signage for vehicles and pedestrians, 
including a study of internal safety signage and signaling 

•	 Emphasize parking regulation enforcement by an adequately staffed parking 

enforcement workforce
	

3-117
	



      
     

   

   

  

            
             
            
               
           

           
      

            
         

       
      

  

    

            
            

        
          

        

     

    

        

         
      

           
             

     
          

       

              
           

 


	

	

 

	 

	 

	 

	 


	


	

	

	 

	 

	 

	 


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 3
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Affected Environment
	

3.8 CULTURAL URBAN AND SOCIAL RESOURCES 

3.8.1 Visual and Aesthetic Effects and Conditions 

3.8.1.1 Visual and Aesthetic Effects 

The visual and aesthetic character of the campus, for purpose of this EIS, considers both 
external conditions seen by the surrounding community as well as the internal character for 
campus users. The key exterior elements are the perimeter buffer edge along the surrounding 
streets, adjacent community areas and the views into the campus as seen from key areas off 
campus. Interior issues considered, include the quality of campus open space, streetscapes, 
and architectural aesthetics. The interior issues are important to the NIH goal of providing a 
world-class facility capable of attracting internationally recognized researchers. 

This section considers changes to existing physical conditions and changes to the policies and 
anticipated projects approved by the prior 2003 NIH Bethesda Campus Master Plan, and 
assesses the extent to which the three proposed actions in the 2013 NIH Bethesda Campus 
Master Plan would cause positive or negative impacts to both these conditions and 
plans/policies. 

3.8.1.2 Visual & Aesthetic Conditions 

The campus perimeter directly abuts streets on three sides and a residential neighborhood on 
the fourth side to the south, as shown below in Figure 3-19 below. About two-thirds of the 
campus perimeter face or abut mixed-use neighborhoods. The remaining sections face the 
WRNMMC Bethesda campus to the east and the Suburban Hospital to the west. The various 
four sides of the campus are referred to here as the: 

•	 North Side which abuts West Cedar Lane 

•	 South Side with abuts a residential neighborhood 

•	 East Side which abuts Rockville Pike and faces the WRNMMC Bethesda campus 

•	 West Side, which abuts Old George Town Road and faces Suburban Hospital campus 
for a portion of its length 

The current Bethesda-Chevy Chase Master Plan that was adopted in 1994 notes that the visual 
impact of the NIH campus is important to the adjacent communities, and to occupants of 
vehicles travelling by on Old Georgetown Road and Rockville Pike. The 1990 Bethesda-Chevy 
Chase Master Plan emphasizes that the buffer surrounding the campus is critical to continuation 
of the existing campus ambiance, and as an interface with the surrounding neighborhoods. 

The NIH has had a designated perimeter buffer zone around the campus. It has a policy that 
prevents new buildings and parking areas in the buffer. Prior to 1995 the designated buffer zone 
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varied in depth from 150 to 200 feet. In the 1995 NIH Campus Master Plan the buffer depth was 
increased to a uniform 250 feet. This expanded perimeter buffer area included 82.1 acres, or 
more than one-fourth of the 310 acre campus; The 2003 NIH Campus Master Plan continued 
this standard. The 2013 NIH Campus Master Plan continues to maintain the buffer in its current 
condition. The No Action Alternative has no changes; the Proposed Action and the Maximum 
Development Alternative remove surface parking lots that encroach on the buffer. 

Figure 3-19: NIH Existing Campus Condition – Aerial Map 2012 
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NIH has been making improvements to the perimeter buffer for a long time. Prior to 1995 NIH 
was in conformance with the buffer limits except in two or three areas. When the width was 
expanded to 250 feet many older buildings, parking lots, and other facilities were within the new 
expanded zone. Both the 1995 and 2003 plan recommended removal of these elements over 
time and for landscape enhancements throughout. In 2003 the designated perimeter buffer 
included about 66.0 acres of natural vegetative cover; about 1.9 acres were covered by 
buildings, 6.2 acres by roads and sidewalks, and 7.4 acres by surface parking. The remaining 
0.6 acres were occupied by Metro station facilities. The 2013 Master Plan proposes a reduction 
of impervious areas and increase of natural cover. Exclusive of the new security entrance 
facilities along Rockville Pike, impervious area in the buffer is to be returned to natural cover. 
Also proposed is the augmentation of the understory and tree cover along the entire southern 
edge of the campus from the campus Lincoln Drive entrance around to Stony Creek at the 
southeast corner. 

Improvements to the buffer have occurred in the past ten years. Redevelopment actions have 
facilitated removal of surface parking lots on the east side and north side of campus. Proposed 
removal of surface parking in the south part of campus has not been implemented. Changes 
have included several new security and storm water facilities. A Gateway Visitor Center and 
parking garage was added at the Metro rail station. In the Rockville Pike buffer, an employee 
vehicle inspection station, queue lanes at the North Drive entrance, and a truck or commercial 
vehicle inspection station between North and Wilson Drives were added. A new storm water 
retention area, with associated landscaping is being constructed in the southeast corner. In 
the northeast corner the NIH Stream was restored, visually enhancing the stream corridor, 
removing parking in the buffer and thickening the tree and shrub screening along West Cedar 
Lane. 

The character of views into the campus from the surrounding streets and community areas are 
currently monitored and regulated. Vegetation, buildings and topographic features influence 
views. Vegetation has become a more significant factor in recent years. While certain areas 
have been kept open in general, the views into the campus from the outside have gradually 
decreased. Large areas of buffer plantings have been added and are maturing, trees have 
become taller and a natural shrub understory is regenerating in the expanded campus ‘no-
mow’ areas as discussed in the prior Section 3.2.1.2 Existing Terrestrial Conditions. For 
example, in the northwest corner of the campus the tulip poplar grove has been allowed to 
revert to natural conditions. 

Along Old Georgetown Road, the wooded buffer at the Convent was extended north and 
south. Along Rockville Pike, street and landscape enhancements have been added. In the 
south campus, the community accessible park-like area has continued to mature where the 
Bethesda Trolley Trail passes through the property. While the Rockville Pike buffer is 
relatively open, the depth of views are reducing and becoming more filtered with the addition 
of elements such as the visitor center and landscape added to screen security facilities, 
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enhance the hiker biker trail, and replace large surface parking lot expanses. Building 10 
and the Peter Estate and other low historic NIH buildings within the campus have become 
less visible from Rockville Pike. 

The southeast corner of the campus is an important arrival view for people traveling to and from 
the Bethesda CBD. It presents open pastoral views across the Stony Creek Valley to the 
National Library of Medicine and the Natcher Building. The current construction of the 
shared storm water management (SWM) pond at this corner, with its associated plantings 
would alter and filter this view as it is another ‘no mow’ area. The northeast corner is another 
important arrival route for people coming to and from the Capital Beltway (I-495) and points 
north. A skyline view of taller buildings appears above the trees throughout the growing season 
and dominates winter views of the campus when the trees are leafless. Along the western side 
of the campus, along Old Georgetown Road, open views of the laboratory complex occur in the 
section between South and Lincoln Drives and these views are to be maintained. 

The height and placement of NIH buildings is an important aesthetic factor in community views. 
The 2003 NIH Master Plan regulates campus-building designs so that their siting, design, 
relative elevation, and height take into consideration impacts on the surrounding community. 
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Exhibit 3-14: NIH Campus Recommended Maximum Building Heights 
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Buildings within 950 feet of designated property lines are to be reduced in height. Placement 
and heights for future buildings are planned to take advantage of the topographic elevation 
differences on the campus. There is a 152 foot variance on campus, and the land generally 
drops in elevation from Old Georgetown Road to Rockville Pike with a low point in the northeast 
corner. 

The 2013 NIH Bethesda Campus Master Plan requires lower building profiles relative to the 
community by siting future structures into grades to manage views and impacts and by setting 
campus-wide height restrictions. General height guidance is designed to maintain the visual 
dominance of the Clinical Center (Building 10) as the highest, largest, and most important 
building within the campus. 

The 2003 Master Plan established varied buildings height limits on the campus. The height 
limits restricted taller buildings to the center of the site, the Rockville Pike area around the 
Metro station, and across from the WRNMMC Bethesda campus. 

These restrictions reduce visual impacts in adjacent residential neighborhoods by allowing 
both building mass and employees to be concentrated near the Metro station. This provides 
density at the designated campus front door and away from residential neighborhoods. While 
the interior on the campus is planned to allow 200 foot tall buildings, buildings heights are 
restricted along the perimeters as follows. 

•	 North Side West Cedar Lane Frontage: a 250 foot building setback, 60 foot building 
heights to start stepping in seven increments up to 200 foot building heights, 950 feet 
from the property line. 

•	 South Side Neighborhood Edge: a 250 foot building setback, 40 foot buildings to start 
stepping in 8 increments to 200 foot building heights, 1050 feet from the property line. 

•	 East Side Rockville Pike Frontage: a 250 foot building setback, with 200 foot tall at 
buildings permitted at the setback only along the sections that faces WRNMMC 
Bethesda. At the south end 40 foot buildings are allowed at the setback line and at the 
north end 60 foot buildings are allowed, in both these areas the restriction steps to 200 
foot tall buildings, 450 feet back from the property line in 2 increments. 

•	 West Side Old Georgetown Road Frontage: 180 foot building setback, 60 foot building 
height to start stepping in 7 increments to 200 foot building heights, 950 feet away from 
the property line. 

Since campus access control was instituted after September 11, 2001, the interior character of 
the campus has become less visited and less visible to the general public. However, as noted in 
Section 3 Purpose and Need, the aesthetic quality of the campus interior is a critical part of 
NIH’s ability to attract world-class research talent. 
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Exhibit 3-15: NIH Campus Building Height Setbacks from Adjacent Roads and 

Neighborhoods
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The 2003 Master Plan planned enhancements to areas of the campus to correct identified 
deficiencies, and to enhance and reinforce the visual quality of the campus and upgrade 
amenities for employees and researchers. The proposed campus reorganization featured an 
orthogonal north/south and east/west pattern and focused on development of a central campus 
green network with a central park, and a series of active and formal open space quadrants 
surrounded by buildings. The Building 34 renovation was proposed as a university style campus 
center on the southern edge of the enlarged central green. 

This reorganization was to have demolished certain buildings and replaced surface parking lots 
with parking structures. These changes have not occurred. Four key existing buildings -
Buildings 12, 13, 29 and 30 have not been demolished and the surface parking still exists in the 
central space. 

A landscaped broad streetscape network was also proposed, new lighting and signage was 
recommended. Benches and other features were recommended. The intention was to enhance 
the aesthetic appeal of the campus, provide lunchtime respite and recreation for NIH staff and 
visitors. The goal was to create an ample and pleasant environment for pedestrians and bicyclists 
and to encourage mass transit use. The design for the new buildings, materials and landscaping 
was to be compatible with the campus vision. 

The majority of the planned grounds improvements and many of the building projects have not 
been implemented. Planned demolitions of buildings and parking garages, which would have 
allowed improvements to move forward, have not occurred. While existing and new building 
facades are attractive, the pedestrian streetscapes and bike network remain unattractive and 
not representative of a world-class research campus. Few usable outdoor green spaces exist. 
Areas planned for active green spaces are still used for surface parking. In some areas 
temporary trailers house functions not yet accommodated in permanent buildings. 

3.8.2 Community Facilities 

The Stone Ridge School of the Sacred Heart is a private Catholic school for girls located to the 
southeast of the Rockville Pike/Cedar Lane intersection. School buildings are set back about 
500 feet from Rockville Pike and 300 feet from Cedar Lane on a knoll which rises 40 to 50 feet 
above each street. The Walter Reed National Military Medical Center, Bethesda (WRNMMC) is 
south of the school, and Elmhurst Parkway Neighborhood Conservation Area is on the north 
side. Access is via Cedar Lane or northbound Rockville Pike. 

Primary access to Stone Ridge is via two entrances on Cedar Lane; one to a parking lot 
adjacent to Cedar Lane, the other to parking and areas behind the school buildings. Egress in 
and out of the school entrances to and from the westbound lanes of Cedar Lane is difficult 
during the morning rush hour. Traffic on Cedar Lane waiting for the Rockville Pike signal queues 
beyond the entrances, and outbound vehicles from the school may wait several light cycles 
before they can enter the westbound traffic flow. 
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On the west side of Rockville Pike, the same issue occurs at the Boy Scouts of America office 
building on the northwest corner of the intersection and adjacent residences on the north side of 
West Cedar Lane to the west. Outbound movements from the entrances to the eastbound lanes 
of West Cedar Lane during the evening rush hour are difficult due to waiting queues of vehicles. 

Traffic movements in and out of the entrances to the Knights of Columbus and Foundation for 
Advanced Education in the Sciences (FAES) on West Cedar Lane just to the east of Old 
Georgetown Road are also difficult during the morning rush hour. However, most of the 
activities at these two facilities do not coincide with weekday morning peak period traffic 
conditions. Access to these facilities would continue to be difficult with the 2013 NIH Bethesda 
Campus Master Plan. 

Bethesda and Bradley Hills Elementary Schools, North Bethesda Middle School and Bethesda-
Chevy Chase High School are Montgomery County public schools serving the neighborhoods 
south and west of the NIH campus. Recreation facilities for local neighborhood use that are on 
the grounds of the schools include tennis courts; play areas, and ball fields. Childcare centers in 
the area are incorporated within other community organizations. The Bethesda-Chevy Chase 
YMCA operates a childcare facility on Oakmont Avenue in Ayrlawn. The Bethesda United 
Methodist Church and Temple Beth El are located at the intersection of Old Georgetown Road 
and Huntington Parkway to the southwest of the campus. Each has childcare facilities, the 
Wesley Nursery School, and Beth El Day Care, respectively. 

Childcare center demand in the area is at a premium. For convenience, most parents seek 
childcare facilities near their residence or work location. In the Proposed Action of the 2013 
Master Plan, NIH proposes construction of new childcare centers for NIH employees. One 
would be in the Northwest Child Care Center, the other in a renovated Building 34. Current 
childcare center capacity on the campus is 183 children. The proposed N23 Northwest Child 
Care Center would increase the childcare capacity to approximately 375. 

Elder care and health care facilities include the privately operated Phoenix Retirement 
Community, which occupies a high-rise apartment building on Battery Lane adjacent to NIH's 
southern boundary. Suburban Hospital is a 310 bed regional general hospital with full 
emergency, diagnostic, and treatment facilities located west of the campus. The Carriage Hill 
Nursing Center is a 72-bed facility providing geriatric care for the elderly. None of these facilities 
are affiliated with NIH. 

The R.A. Bloch International Cancer Information Center is located on the southwest corner of 
the Old Georgetown Road/West Cedar Lane intersection. The Center is part of the National 
Cancer Institute, and has the mission of preparing, publishing, and disseminating information on 
cancer detection and treatment. The building was built privately and was purchased by NIH in 
1982. Approximately 30 employees work in the building. The effects and impacts generated by 
the Center are included within the overall environmental analysis for the Bethesda campus. 
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NIH has attracted other private bio-medically related organizations that have constructed 
facilities nearby. The Federation of American Societies for Experimental Biology occupies a 
large building on the west side of Rockville Pike about 0.4 miles to the north of the campus. The 
American College of Cardiology is located on the east side of Old Georgetown Road about one 
block north of NIH, and the American Association of Blood Banks is located two blocks south of 
the campus on Rugby Avenue in the Woodmont Triangle part of Bethesda. 

The Foundation for Advanced Education in the Sciences (FAES) maintains facilities on the 
northeast corner of the Old Georgetown Road/West Cedar Lane intersection. This is an 
independent private institution dedicated to education in the sciences, but many members are 
NIH staff. Each year, 3,000 students matriculate in the FAES School, which offers almost 200 
courses. Most are in biomedical disciplines, but there is strong representation in the physical 
and behavioral sciences, English, and foreign languages. 

Courses are at the undergraduate and graduate level and held in the evening. A majority of the 
faculty is composed of NIH personnel that share their special knowledge with a larger audience. 
Although courses are primarily oriented toward NIH scientific staff, the school is open to the 
public. Postgraduate medical courses are offered for Medical Board examinations and 
continuing physician education. The school also has a "Frontiers in Biology" program that 
provides high school biology teachers with information and assistance in classroom and 
laboratory teaching. Cooperative advanced degree programs with Johns Hopkins University and 
the University of Maryland are offered. 

The Walter Reed National Military Medical Center (WRNMMC) is located to the east of NIH in 
75 buildings on a 232-acre site. About 10,000 military and civilians work in medical research, 
patient care, and advanced medical education at WRNMMC. Of 14 tenant activities at 
WRNMMC, the Bethesda Naval Hospital is the largest. The primary mission of the hospital is 
medical care and treatment of active duty military personnel, dependents, and retired military on 
a space available basis. High-level government officials such as the U.S. President and Vice 
President, their families, members of Congress, Supreme Court Justices, as well as foreign 
embassy personnel, are beneficiaries of medical service at the WRNMMC. The WRNMMC is a 
ten building complex with the most notable building being the original historic hospital tower 
designed by Paul Cret, that serves as a local landmark. The center hospital has over 427 beds 
and is expandable to 779 beds, if a local or regional catastrophe occurs. It has 50 clinics that 
treat more than 2,500 outpatients daily. More than 6,000 are employed at the hospital. 

Other WRNMMC tenant activities include the Naval Medical Research Institute, which performs 
research on diseases and occupational health concerns of sailors and Marines, the Naval 
Dental Center, the Naval School of Health Sciences, the Armed Forces Radiobiology Research 
Institute, Naval Dosimetry Center, Naval Health Sciences Training Command, and the Naval 
Medical Research and Development Command. 
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The nearest Montgomery County Police station is located in the Bethesda CBD. NIH has its own 
campus police force, with enforcement jurisdiction limited to the NIH property. Other County 
emergency response facilities in the vicinity of NIH are the Bethesda Fire Company No. 20 
located at the northwest corner of the campus, and the Bethesda Chevy Chase (BCC) Rescue 
Squad at the intersection of Old Georgetown Road and Battery Lane. The WRNMMC also has a 
fire station. NIH maintains its own fire department and hazardous incident response unit, with a 
fire truck, emergency response truck, and ambulance. NIH Fire Department would be the first 
responders to on campus incidents, and cooperate as second responders to the County and 
WRNMMC. Each year, the NIH Fire Department and Emergency Response Unit respond to 
about 200 calls from Montgomery County and WRNMMC. 

The neighborhoods surrounding NIH are mature and stable. There are few opportunities for 
additional or new single-family housing. NIH employees who purchase or rent housing in the 
immediate vicinity would replace residents in existing housing, and not place new demands on 
community facilities. New housing proposed for the Bethesda CBD and Bethesda-Chevy Chase 
and North Bethesda planning areas would be built over the next 20 years regardless of NIH 
growth, because there is sufficient demand created by proposed job development in the 
proposed Montgomery County Bethesda-Chevy Chase planning areas to sustain housing 
demand without NIH growth. NIH employees who move into new housing would be 
indistinguishable from the general resident population as far as community facility impacts are 
concerned. No impacts are expected on community facilities as a result of growth in campus 
population. Community facilities in the vicinity of NIH are listed in Table 3-27: 

3-128
	



      
     

 

   

       
 

      

     

    

      

      

    

     

    

     

     

     

   

      

       

     

          

     

       

      

     

       

      
 

      

       

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 3
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Affected Environment
	

Table 3-27: Community Facilities in the NIH Vicinity 

Number Type of Facility Name of Facility 

1 School Stone Ridge School and Convent of the Sacred 
Heart 

2 School Bradley Hills Elementary School 

3 School Wesley Nursery School 

4 School North Bethesda Middle School 

5 School Bethesda – Chevy Chase High School 

6 Child Care Centers Congregation Beth El Day Care 

7 Child Care Centers Ayrlawn Day Care Center 

8 Religious Bethesda United Methodist Church 

9 Religious Temple Beth El 

10 Religious Temple Hill Baptist Church 

11 Religious Christ Lutheran Church 

12 Health Care Carriage Hill Nursing Center 

13 Health Care Suburban Hospital 

14 Community Organizations Women's Club of Bethesda 

15 Community Organizations Boy Scouts of America 

16 Community Organizations Goodwill Industries 

17 Community Organizations Knights of Columbus - Rock Creek Council 

18 Emergency Response BCC Rescue Squad 

19 Emergency Response Bethesda Fire Company No. 20 

20 Parks and Recreation Ayrlawn Park 

21 Parks and Recreation Greenwich Park 

22 Parks and Recreation Battery Lane Park 

23 Parks and Recreation Elmherst Parkway Neighborhood Conservation 
Area 

24 Parks and Recreation Bethesda-Chevy Chase YMCA 

25 Parks and Recreation Bethesda-Chevy Chase YMCA (Ayrlawn) 
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Number Type of Facility Name of Facility 

26 Parks and Recreation Rock Creek Park 

27 Parks and Recreation Wyngate Woods Park 

28 Parks and Recreation Madison Park 

29 Parks and Recreation Bradley Park 

30 Parks and Recreation Maplewood Park 

3.8.3 Housing and Population 

Eight residential neighborhoods are located around the periphery of NIH. These include 
Maplewood, Ayrlawn, Sonoma, Huntington Terrace, Edgewood/Glenwood, East Bethesda, and 
Locust Hill as defined by citizen association boundaries. The neighborhoods are predominantly 
single-family detached homes on lots of a quarter acre or less. The eighth neighborhood, 
Battery Lane is composed of high-rise and mid-rise apartment and/or condominium buildings in 
the Bethesda CBD south of the campus. Census tracts for the neighborhoods are shown in 
Figure 3-20. 

Residential neighborhoods in the vicinity of NIH have been established for nearly half a century. 
The oldest homes not associated with original farms; date from about 1900 when District of 
Columbia residents built summer cottages in the area. Some residences in Huntington Terrace 
and Alta Vista date from this period. Development of NIH and the WRNMMC shortly before and 
after World War II triggered rapid growth in the neighborhoods north and west of NIH that 
continued though the 1960’s. 

Units constructed in the 1970's in tract 44.02 are attributable to the Pooks Hill Apartments and 
other apartment and condominium construction on the north side of the tract. New construction 
on undeveloped or recycled parcels includes a former school site, Trafton Place, in Ayrlawn. 

The area of Bethesda surrounding NIH has no large tracts available to develop. Activity includes 
remodeling existing structures or ‘tear down and rebuilds’ this varies by neighborhood with 
some areas having most of the homes rebuilt. These are neighborhoods with their convenient 
location to employment areas, shopping, amenities, and highly rated schools, command high 
sales prices for their respective size and categories. 

Most of the detached residences are family and owner occupied with some occupied by one or 
more individuals without children. Demand created by NIH employees supports available rental 
properties. 
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Multi-family construction in nearby neighborhoods account for the large increases in local 
housing numbers and include both for-sale and rental units. Rising land prices and State of 
Maryland ‘smart growth policies’ to promote density, future growth in housing units is expected 
to continue. 

Figure 3-20: Census Tracts in the NIH Vicinity 2010 

Tract 48.01 south of the NIH Bethesda campus differs from the other neighborhood areas, with 
predominantly rental apartments. Mid and high-rise apartment complexes line both sides of 
Battery Lane for its entire length between Woodmont Avenue and Old Georgetown Road. Older 
mid-rise units built after World War II are on the east portion and include the Glen Lane, 
Glendorra, Glenmont, Glenbrook, Glenwood, and the Glen Aldon all operated under one 
management company. Other complexes include Camelot Mews, Cambridge Square, Battery 
Lane apartments, and the newer high-rise Madison Park, Whitehall Condominium and 
Middlebrook complexes. Over 875 units are located in the 12 complexes along Battery Lane, 
providing a major source of affordable housing in Bethesda. In contrast to the single-family 
neighborhoods, nine out of 10 properties in Tract 48.01 are rented, and nearly three-fourths of 
the units are non-family occupied. 
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A higher proportion of residents over 65 reside in this area of Montgomery County, particularly 
in Tracts 44.02 and 50.00 to the north and east of the campus. The Carriage Hill Nursing Home 
influences data for Tract 44.02 disproportionately. 

Younger professional couples are replacing the older residents in the single-family residences. 
Younger couples frequently make substantial renovations and alterations to the older and 
smaller homes. This phenomenon is most evident in the East Bethesda neighborhood (Tract 
50.0), which shows a significant decline in the elderly, but only the initial phases of growth in 
those under 18. 

The current Bethesda-Chevy Chase Master Plan (2006 update) proposed 4,000 additional 
housing units by the year 2010 including 2,675 units that were already approved when the plan 
was adopted in 1990. The Bethesda CBD Sector Plan estimates that there is capacity for an 
additional 3,000 units in the CBD. Most of these are planned as apartments. It is estimated that 
375-500 units could be phased-in annually. Areas adjacent to the NIH campus have a potential 
capacity for 218 dwelling units, if developed. 

North of the Beltway, the North Bethesda planning area anticipated construction of several 
thousand dwelling units, primarily apartments and townhouses, in the 1990-2010 period, 
including some 1,250 apartment and townhouse units are projected for Rock Spring Park near 
Montgomery Mall. Many of the units proposed for North Bethesda are near Metrorail stations 
such as Grosvenor, White Flint, and Twinbrook. 

NIH has about 20,594 employees on the Bethesda campus and more than half of them live in 
Montgomery County. Some of them live in Bethesda, Chevy Chase, Cabin John and 
Kensington, and others reside in Gaithersburg and Germantown. Housing demand created by 
routine employee turnover and retirement is an important element in sustaining housing demand 
in Montgomery County, and this effect increases, as one gets closer to the campus. 

3.8.4 Parks and Recreation 

Several parks and recreation areas, which are owned and operated by M-NCPPC or 
Montgomery County Department of Parks, are located in the vicinity of the NIH campus. 

3.8.4.1 Rock Creek Park 

In Maryland, Rock Creek Park is a regional Montgomery County park that serves countywide 
outdoor recreation needs, and conserves national resources. It protects Rock Creek watershed 
stream valleys, floodplains, and wetlands. Rock Creek Park is the second largest park in the 
County system, encompassing 1,795 acres. The park follows branches of the creek into 
residential neighborhoods. The park is a critical element within the county park system. Large 
areas remain undeveloped. Active recreation facilities in the form of ball fields, picnic areas, 
tennis and basketball courts, and lakes are interspersed throughout the park. All are linked by a 
trail and bike path system. 
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The closest point of approach for the main stem of the park to NIH is about 0.6 miles from the 
northeast corner of the campus. However, a small portion of the park extends through the 
Locust Hill Estates to the northwest corner of the Rockville Pike/West Cedar Lane intersection. 
This spur is an important bicycle and pedestrian access route between Bethesda and connects 
to the main stem of Rock Creek Park. The NIH Stream flows through this section of the park 
after it leaves the campus. 

3.8.4.2 Elmhurst Parkway Neighborhood Conservation Area 

The Elmhurst Parkway Neighborhood Conservation Area is located northeast of Stone Ridge 
School. It is a natural area dedicated to watershed protection and open space preservation with 
no recreation facilities. Local residents use it for walking and nature study. The 22.7 acre 
property is included in the Rock Creek park system by the M-NCPPC Department of Parks. 

3.8.4.3 Battery Lane Urban Park (also referred to as Madison Park) 

This park is a small 2 acre green oasis located between the urban high-rise and garden 
apartment complexes on Battery Lane. It is 600 feet long and from 50 to 200 feet in width, 
extending from the intersection of Norfolk and Rugby Avenues at its south end to Battery Lane. 
It has a tennis court, a basketball court, and a tot lot or child play area. A bike path or trail 
extends through the park. This path extends to the south side of the NIH campus through a 
narrow right-of-way between the Glen Lane and Phoenix apartments. This is a popular 
pedestrian access route between the NIH campus and the Bethesda CBD. 

The Bethesda CBD Sector Plan recommends an increase in recreational uses at this park by 
installing improvements to increase park access and visibility. Landscaping and seating could 
be added to serve workers from the Woodmont Triangle and adjacent residents. The trail 
through the park would be extended along Glenbrook Parkway to tie into the regional CBD bike 
path system. 

3.8.4.4 Ayrlawn Park 

Ayrlawn Park is a 20.4 acre park located two blocks to the west of the Old Georgetown Road/ 
West Cedar Lane intersection. It is classified as a local park providing facilities for programmed 
or organized recreation. Ayrlawn is an adjunct to the Bethesda YMCA Program Center with 
community meeting rooms, child care and gymnastics centers; fenced and unfenced play areas, 
four tennis courts, and soccer, softball, and regulation and Little League baseball fields. 

3.8.4.5 Greenwich Park 

This 2.8 acre neighborhood park is located on the west side of Old Georgetown Road about 
three blocks south of the campus. It has facilities for informal leisure activities and two tennis 
courts, a basketball court, gazebo, play area, benches, and picnic tables can be found in the 
eastern half of the park. Groomed open woods and lawn cover the western half of the park. The 
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rear yards of residences on Glenwood and Custer Roads overlook the park to the north and 
south. 

3.8.4.6 Maplewood Park 

Maplewood Park is located on Bradley Boulevard at the corner of Valley Road about two blocks 
north of the NIH campus. This facility has onsite parking two tennis courts, two softball fields 
and a basketball court. 

3.8.4.7 Hillmead Park 

The Hillmead Park is located on Bradley Boulevard at the corner of Valley Road about four 
blocks west of the NIH campus. Two tennis courts, and a basketball court, are located in the 
northern portion of the park. Open woods and groomed lawn cover the southern portion. This 
facility has no on-site parking. 

3.8.4.8 YMCA Bethesda-Chevy Chase 

The Bethesda-Chevy Chase YMCA is located four blocks to the north of the campus on Old 
Georgetown Road. Facilities include tennis courts, indoor and outdoor swimming pools, soccer 
fields, outdoor track and a recreation center. 
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Exhibit 3-16: Cultural and Recreational Assets in Proximity to NIH Campus 
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3.9 CULTURAL HISTORIC RESOURCES 

Under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and the regulations of the National 
Capital Planning Commission, environmental impact statements must address the impacts of 
proposed federal government actions on historic resources. There is a link between NEPA and 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA), as amended, which governs federal 
government agencies in their handling of historic properties. Section 106 of the NHPA requires 
that federal agencies take into account the effects of their actions on cultural resources. 
Regulations implementing Section 106 are published in 36 CFR Part 800, and less than 36 CFR 
Part 800.8. Federal agencies are encouraged to coordinate Section 106 compliance with NEPA. 

Although the Master Plan is not an “undertaking” as defined in 36 CFR Part 800.15, NIH 
acknowledges its Section 106 responsibilities relative to the actual implementation of future 
construction, renovation, or demolition projects called for in the Master Plan. NIH would consult 
with the Maryland State Historic Preservation Office (MD SHPO) and, as necessary; the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) before taking any action that may affect 
cultural resources. 

The sections below identify the cultural resources within the area of potential effects and 
describe the potential impacts of the Master Plan alternatives on these resources. 

3.9.1 Historic and Architectural Resources 

3.9.1.1 Identification of Historic and Architectural Resources 

Under 36 CFR 800.4, NIH must determine and document the area of potential effects and take 
the steps necessary to identify historic resources within this area. Historic resources include any 
district, site, building, structure, or object listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Places (National Register). 

3.9.1.2 The Area of Potential Effects (APE) 

The Area of Potential Effects (APE) is defined in 36 CFR 800.16 as “the geographic area or 
areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or 
use of historic properties.” Based on the scale and nature of the 2013 NIH Master Plan and 
setback distances, sightlines, and the screening effect of existing vegetation, the area of 
potential effects has been defined as the entire NIH campus and the area within a half-mile 
radius of it. 

3.9.1.3 Resources Located Outside the NIH Campus 

As defined in 36 CFR 800.16, historic resources include properties listed in or eligible for listing 
in the National Register. The following four properties (identified by their Maryland Inventory of 
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Historic Properties number and described below) located outside the NIH campus and within the 
APE are listed in the National Register. 

• Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower, M: 35-8 

• Bethesda Meeting House, M: 35-5 

• Bethesda Theater, M: 35-14-4 

• Moreland, M: 35-154 

• Walter Reed National Military Medical Center Historic District, M: 35-98 

The Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower and the Walter Reed National Military Medical Center 
Historic District are located immediately east of the NIH campus within the Walter Reed National 
Military Medical Center (formerly the Naval Medical Center) at 8901 Rockville Pike. The 
Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower (M: 35-8) was constructed in 1939-42 as the U.S. Navy’s 
principal medical center. Noted architect Paul Philippe Cret designed the tower in a modern, Art 
Deco inspired style. The original building consisted of a 20-story central tower flanked by three-
and four-story pavilions to the north and south. It is constructed of reinforced concrete and 
structural steel clad in concrete panels faced with quartz. The Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower is 
sited on a prominent rise along Rockville Pike and is aligned on a direct east-west axis with 
Building 1 of the NIH Historic Core Historic District (Exhibit 3-17). The Bethesda Naval Hospital 
Tower was listed in the National Register on March 8, 1977. 

The National Register-eligible National Walter Reed National Military Medical Center Historic 
District (M: 35-98) is a 131 acre district within the Walter Reed National Military Medical Center 
consisting of 18 contributing buildings, including the Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower. The Walter 
Reed National Military Medical Center (WRNMMC) was founded as a state of the art facility for 
the care of naval officers, veterans, and their families. Its proximity to Washington, D.C., 
designated it the primary care facility for high-level government dignitaries, including the 
President of the United States. The facility has made significant contributions in the field of 
medical science through its research and educational divisions. Additionally, the WRNMMC is 
important for its associations with President Franklin D. Roosevelt, who was instrumental in the 
center’s establishment, and with architect Paul P. Cret. The National Walter Reed National 
Military Medical Center Historic District is significant in the areas of architecture, health and 
medicine, and World War II. The National Walter Reed National Military Medical Center Historic 
District was determined eligible for the National Register on November 16, 1998. 

The Bethesda Meeting House (M: 35-5) is located immediately south of the NIH campus at 
9400 Rockville Pike. The site consists of the Meeting House, constructed in 1850 in the Greek 
Revival style, a mid- to late nineteenth-century parsonage, and an associated cemetery. The 
Bethesda Meeting House is significant for its architecture as well as for its association with the 
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early history of the modern community of Bethesda. The Bethesda Meeting House was listed in 
the National Register on April 18, 1977. 

The Bethesda Theater (M: 35-14-4), at 7719 Wisconsin Avenue, was constructed in 1938. It is a 
significant local example of an Art Deco cinema designed by the firm of renowned theater 
architect John Eberson. The theater is important as the premier facility in the regional chain of 
independent movie theaters operated by Sidney Lust. Additionally, it played a significant role in 
the development of the central business district of Bethesda and in the suburbanization of the 
National Capital region. The Bethesda Theater was listed in the National Register on February 
5, 1999. 

Moreland (M: 35-154), a frame dwelling featuring Colonial Revival and Queen Anne style 
influences, is significant as a skillful representation of domestic architecture of the 1890’s. 
Washington, D.C., businessman and former D.C. Commissioner Samuel E. Wheatley 
constructed Moreland. Moreland was among a handful of country houses built before 
widespread development in the early twentieth century transformed Bethesda’s bucolic, rural 
landscape into an automobile-centered suburb of the District. Moreland is located at 7810 
Moorland Lane and was listed in the National Register on August 11, 2005. 

The impacts of the Master Plan alternatives on the National Register or National Register-
eligible resources described above are evaluated in the Impacts sections. 

The Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties is an archive of information to further the 
understanding of the State’s architectural, archeological, and cultural resources. The Locational 
Atlas and Index of Historic Sites was created by the Maryland-National Capital Park and 
Planning Commission (MNCPPC) and identifies historic and potentially historic resources that 
are protected from demolition or substantial alteration under Chapter 24A of the Montgomery 
County Code. The Master Plan for Historic Preservation is Montgomery County’s list of officially 
designated historic sites and districts. Several resources listed in the Maryland Historical Trust 
Inventory of Historic Properties, identified in the Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites, or 
designated in the Montgomery County Master Plan for Historic Preservation are also located 
within the APE: 

• Keiser House (Alta Vista, Perry House), M: 35-3 

• Locust Hill (Clifford House, Samuel Perry House), M: 35-4 

• Bethesda Community Store, M: 35-43 

• Walter P. Johnson House, M: 35-46 

• Old Bethesda Commercial District (Bethesda Commercial District), M: 35-14 

• Little Tavern, M: 35-14-3 
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• Leslie Beall House (Mrs. Wither’s House), M: 35-14-13 

• Greenwich Forest Historic District, M: 35-165 

All historic resources listed in Montgomery County’s Master Plan for Historic Preservation 
located within the Bethesda/Chevy Chase planning area are also delineated in NIH Bethesda 
Campus Master Plan Exhibit 3.8.B. 

3.9.1.4 Resources Located on the NIH Campus 

The NIH campus is located in Maryland Archeological Research Unit 12 of the Piedmont 
Province. No Phase I cultural survey of the entire NIH campus has been completed. An 
inventory of known prehistoric and historic sites and identification of areas of potential sites was 
completed in 1985 (NIH Cultural Asset Inventory, D. R. Bush, 1985). The inventory included a 
review of Maryland Historic Trust records and files, research literature, and prior investigations 
in the immediate area, and a visual inspection of the campus. 

Other investigations related to the campus include a Maryland DOT survey along Rockville Pike 
on the eastern boundary from the NIH Stream to Jones Bridge Road in 1981 (The Maryland 
DOT Archeological Resources Survey Volume 3; Piedmont, Md. Historical Trust, Manuscript 
Series 7, K. W. Wesler, 1981). This study extended only 50 to 100 feet into NIH property. In 
1983, Koski-Karrell and Ortiz conducted archeological surveys of what was at the time the 
extreme southeast corner of the campus as a preliminary for construction of the Woodmont 
Avenue extension (Phase I and Phase II Archeological Evaluation for the Woodmont Avenue 
Extension Project, National Institutes of Health, D. Koski-Karrell, L. Ortiz, J. C. Beasley, 1983, 
1986). The sector of this site within the NIH campus was reinvestigated as part of the South 
Pond installation (Phase II Archeological Evaluation of the South Pond Water Retention Project 

Area, EAC/Archeology, 2002). Phase I and II surveys have also been completed for the Building 
45 site (Phase I and II Archeological and Architectural Investigations for the Proposed Site of 
the William H. Natcher Building, R. C. Goodwin & Associates, Inc. and AEPA Architects 
Engineers, 1992). Other studies include a series of Phase I investigations and Phase II 
evaluations completed for five archeological sites in the northern sector of the campus by 
EAC/Archeology Inc. between 1997 and 2001. 

The first historic period occupancy date in the environs of NIH is uncertain. The property was 
identified as “Claggett’s Purchase” as early as 1716. Robert Peter purchased 600 acres of the 
tract circa 1760. By 1865, the NIH site had been subdivided between the Peter family, Joseph 
and H. Gingle, Robert Spate, and Alexander Briton. 

By 1879, A. Peter had built a summer house called "Winona" on the present site of the Stone 
House. In 1902, George Freeland Peter and his three brothers inherited 200 acres of the 
"Claggett's Purchase" tract presumably from A. Peter. George Freeland Peter received 47.9 
acres. In 1931, George Freeland Peter commissioned the design and construction of the Stone 

3-139
	



      
     

          
            

        
        

            
             

          

         
           

            
   

             
           

         
       

          
            

            
          

              
      

             
          

           
         

 

        
  

   

          
         
           

       
   

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 3
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Affected Environment
	

House. Winona was demolished and the Stone House, with Colonial Revival architecture, was 
erected on the same knoll along with a caretaker's house and landscaped grounds. It was one 
of the substantial County estates built along Rockville Pike in the early twentieth century. The 
Gingle site is located in the area between Woodmont Avenue and Wisconsin Avenue, just north 
of Stony Creek, and in the present location of the National Library of Medicine. It is uncertain 
whether there were two houses, a relocation, or if one of the sites was an outbuilding. Koski-
Karrell found no evidence of foundations and one site was destroyed by library construction. 

Robert Spate owned an 82 acre farm in the northwest sector of the campus, and Alexander 
Britton owned a 61 acre farm in the north central sector along West Cedar Lane. They probably 
grew wheat as their primary crop, if they followed typical Montgomery County agricultural 
patterns during the 19th century. 

Mapping from 1890 shows the farms distinctly as open fields with trees growing limited to the 
knoll now occupied by Tree Tops. Britton owned his farm until he died in 1907. A subsequent 
owner sold the property to Helen Wilson Woodward in 1923. Robert Spate sold his farm to the 
Roman Catholic Church also in 1923 for subsequent construction of a convent. 

Both Gingle and Spate were listed in an 1879 directory as farmers. The Peter properties around 
the Stone House were formally landscaped after 1931, but Phase I surveys around the Building 
45 indicate a deep plow zone dating from an earlier period. Other than agriculture, the only 
other land use was the Town and Country golf course, which occupied the former Gingle 
property in southern third of the campus in 1920. This golf course was part of the Woodmont 
Country Club for a short period. 

In 2002, there were 23 archeological sites in the vicinity of NIH on record at the Maryland 
Historical Trust (MHT). Of these, 15 sites were located outside the campus, but within two miles 
of its periphery, and eight were on the campus. Among the 15 off campus sites, 10 were 
classified as prehistoric, two as historic, and three contained both historic and prehistoric 
materials. 

Information about campus archeological resources is summarized from the various reports and 
surveys below. 

3.9.1.4.1 Informal Surveys 

Informal archeological surveys of the NIH campus include a collection of prehistoric material 
donated to the Smithsonian Institution by George F. Peter, and a collection of several flaked 
stone tools and tool fragments by Vernon Taylor, an NIH employee, prior to 1970. Both 
collectors were amateurs, and materials were gathered through casual, unscientific examination 
of the surface. 
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Site 18MO35 has no definite location. Rather, it is documentation of the Peter collection by 
McNett in 1871, plus a single quartz triangular blank recovered by McNett himself at an 
unknown location on the campus. 

Only one of the three original Taylor sites or areas remains undisturbed. One Taylor site in the 
northern sector of the campus was overtaken by construction. A second area is now 
encompassed within, and has been professionally evaluated as, Site 18MO243. 

3.9.1.4.2 Site 18MO354 

A total of 183 artifacts were recovered during Phase I and II archeological investigations of the 
site (18MO354). Prehistoric artifacts included 18 quartzite flakes, one fragment of steatite, and 
nine quartzite fragments. These 28 items accounted for 15.30 percent of the total artifact 
assemblage. The 42 (22.95 percent) historic and modern materials consisted of architectural 
and hardware items including nails and window glass; kitchen materials including bottle glass, 
white ware, pearl ware, ironstone, and domestic brown and gray stoneware. One faunal item, a 
fragment of oyster shell, also was recovered. A majority of the artifacts were modern materials, 
including bottle glass (clear, amber, and aqua), foil, metal, plastic, wire, leather, and a .22 
caliber cartridge. 

The area encompassed by this scatter of modern, historic, and prehistoric artifacts or 
components has been identified as multicomponent archeological site 18MO354. All 
components were found as a thin intermixed scatter in the historic plow zone and overlying root 
mat. No significant concentration of historic artifacts was observed; most cultural materials 
recovered dated from twentieth century domestic and institutional occupation. Prehistoric 
materials were found in association with modern and historic materials and lacked temporal 
context. All components lack integrity and the ability to yield significant data pertinent to themes 
in local or regional history and prehistory. This site did not meet Criterion D for eligibility for the 
National Register of Historic Places, i.e. it did not yield, or is likely to yield, information important 
in prehistory or history. The site is now occupied in part by Building 45 and the East Child Care 
Center. 

3.9.1.4.3 Site 18MO243 

A third site, 18MO243, was originally investigated by Koski-Karrell in 1983. A further survey and 
evaluation was conducted in the summer of 2002 as part of the South Pond storm water 
management project (Phase II Archeological Evaluation of the South Pond Water Retention 
Project Area,) EAC/Archeology, 2002). 

The 2002 Phase II survey for Site 18MO243 dug shovel test pits on a fire meter grid throughout 
the potential limits of the site to the west of Woodmont Avenue. Small clusters of low density 
prehistoric materials were found, but no ceramics or projectile points that could be assigned to 
specific prehistoric archeological periods were recovered. The survey also revealed that site 
soils had been extensively disturbed by prior 20th Century golf course construction, and burial 
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of natural gas, sanitary sewer, and electric power trunk lines that are interspersed throughout 
the area. The site did not meet Criterion D eligibility for the National Register of Historic Places. 

3.9.1.4.4 Sites 18MO462, 18MO463, and 18MO464 

These sites are located in the northern sector of the campus. Phase II evaluations surveys of 
18MO462, the Knoll site, recovered a mix of historic and prehistoric materials at the 
investigation site. The site appears to have been a farmstead dating to the late 18th or early 
19th century. The principal historic component was a cut stone foundation that appeared to be 
associated with a smokehouse. Artifact recovery patterns indicated the site extends northward 
into an area that had been covered by a parking lot in the past. 

Documentary evidence for 18MO463, the Tree Tops Terrace site, indicates that it was the 
location of a 19th century farmstead. Some artifacts dating to that period were recovered during 
a Phase II survey, but most were 20th century items almost surely associated with the Wilson 
Tree Tops Estate. 

A Phase I investigative survey of 18MO464, the Spate/Convent site, found no trace of historic 
occupation earlier than Convent construction. 

All three sites yielded prehistoric quartz stone tools notably projectile points, numerous quartz 
flakes generated during tool construction, and cores of quartz from which flakes were struck. 
Site 18MO463, in particular contained a large quantity of prehistoric material. Quartz occurs in 
veins in the micaceous schist bedrock at several locations on the NIH campus and is visible on 
the surface. The exposure is evident particularly in the vicinity of Tree Tops. Projectile point 
styles indicate that all three sites were occupied intensively in the Late Archaic and Early 
Woodland periods between 3,000 and 2,000 years before the present. 

Prior farming, homesteads, and Wilson Estate and NIH activities have significantly disturbed all 
three sites. None contained prehistoric features or preserved organic remains such as seeds. 
All three were found to be insufficiently important for National Register nomination. 

3.9.1.4.5 Site 18MO465 

A Phase I survey of 18MO465, the Clinical Center site, found it to be completely disturbed by 
construction for the original Clinical Center. 

3.9.1.4.6 Site 18MO469 

In September 1997, a Phase I survey was conducted at the area just across South Drive from 
the Spate/Convent Site. A prehistoric archaeological site was found, and named the Vaccine 
Center Site, 18MO469. In February and March 1998, a Phase II evaluation was conducted of 
the Vaccine Center Site. Although the Phase II evaluation established that the site had been 
extensively disturbed, the nature of the stone artifacts found there were interesting. Prehistoric 
quartz quarrying was occurring at the site, as evidenced by the recovery of numerous cores, 
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preforms, and bifaces. Further, the bifaces could be clearly classified into those produced during 
early, middle, and late manufacturing stages. Also found were seven projectile point fragments. 
Phase I and a limited Phase II survey were also conducted at the Neuroscience Research 
Center (Building 23) construction area in 2001. Materials found in the perimeter buffer area on 
the west side of the site revealed that this area has been used for prehistoric quarrying of quartz 
and tool making. Although many fragments were recovered, no complete projectile points were 
found. 

It was determined that the Neuroscience Research Center site was related to, and an extension 
of, the Vaccine Research Center site. Both were subsequently identified as Site 18MO469. No 
features yielding important information were observed at either site, and no floral or found 
material permitting dating to prehistoric times were found. Both areas also had considerable soil 
disturbance dating prior to and including NIH occupancy. For these reasons, the combined 
18MO469 sites were determined to be ineligible for inclusion in the National Register. 

The ground surface in the central core of the campus, defined here as the area inside the 
Master Plan Loop Road, has been extensively altered by prior construction. Buildings, roads, 
loading docks, driveways, sidewalks, and parking lots cover about 90 percent of this area. A 
review of site topographic mapping indicates that the surface in each of these areas has been 
graded, cut, or filled to accommodate facilities. Further, the NIH Stream crosses the site from a 
point to the southwest of Building 46 to the northeast corner of the South and Center Drive 
intersection in a 96-inch pipe that is as much as 40 feet below the existing surface. The original 
stream valley has been buried for several hundred feet to either side. 

Exhibit 3-17 shows the few remaining campus areas that have not been investigated previously 
and remain relatively undisturbed by modern construction. They are identified as archeologically 
sensitive areas based on their potential, although this does not imply that they contain materials 
or soil context. Sites in proximity to where historic structures were located also hold potential. 

Future construction in these areas will require Phase I cultural surveys prior to design and 
construction to satisfy Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act criteria for 
determining archeological significance and potential eligibility for the National Register. If Phase 
I surveys indicate that the areas contain materials of potential significance, then a Phase II 
survey will be completed. In the master planning process, efforts were made to avoid or 
minimize intrusion into archaeologically sensitive areas. 

Under Section 110 of the NHPA, the NIH is responsible for the identification, evaluation, and 
nomination to the National Register properties under its control or jurisdiction. In fulfillment of 
this requirement, the NIH sponsored a cultural resources study in 1997 of all buildings located 
on the campus over 50 years of age and all buildings that exhibited the likelihood of possessing 
exceptional significance regardless of age. In this effort, the NIH worked with the Maryland 
Historical Trust (MHT), which serves as the Maryland SHPO, to determine which resources on 
the NIH campus were eligible for listing in the National Register as individual resources or as 
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contributing resources to a historic district. Since then, the NIH has carried out periodic 
additional review of their resources to determine their potential eligibility for the National 
Register. 

To date, the following three historic districts (and associated contributing buildings) have been 
determined eligible for listing in the National Register: 

NIH Historic Core Historic District: 

• Building 1 (Administration Building) 

• Building 2 (Industrial Hygiene Laboratory) 

• Building 3 (Public Health Methods and Animal Unit) 

• Building 4 (Laboratory) 

• Building 5 (Laboratory) 

• Building 6 (National Cancer Institute) 

Officer’s Quarters Historic District: 

• Building 15B1-B2 

• Building 15C1-C2 

• Building 15D1-D2 

• Building 15E1-E2 

• Building 15F1-F2 

• Building 15G1-G2 

• Building 15H 

• Building 15I 

George Freeland Peter Estate Historic District: 

• Building 16 (Stone House, George Freeland Peter Estate) 

• Building 16A (Caretaker’s Residence) 

In addition, the following four buildings have been determined individually eligible for listing in 
the National Register: 

• Building 7 (Memorial Laboratory) 
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• Building 15K (Tree Tops) 

• Building 38 (National Library of Medicine) 

• Building 60 (Convent of the Visitation of Washington) 

The NIH Historic Core Historic District (M: 35-9-2) forms the foundation of the NIH Bethesda 
campus. It is comprised of six contributing resources (Buildings 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6) and one 
noncontributing resource (Building 8). Buildings 1-6 are Georgian Revival brick buildings dating 
from 1936-41, the earliest period of construction of the NIH Bethesda campus. These buildings 
housed the first administration and medical research offices of the Bethesda campus and today 
form the symbolic and visual core of the expanded campus. Building 1 within the Historic Core 
has served as the primary administrative facility for the NIH for decades. The historic district is 
significant for its association with the early functions of the institution and for its design. The 
Maryland SHPO determined the NIH Historic Core Historic District eligible for the National 
Register on August 23, 2000. After reviewing the National Register eligibility documentation for 
the NIH Historic Core Historic District, NIH has noted that the view from Building 1 east toward 
the WRNMMC and the Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower is not a documented NIH historic view. 
Therefore, this view is not illustrated in Exhibit 3-17. Impacts on the view are also not being 
considered as part of this evaluation. 

The Officer’s Quarters Historic District (M: 35-9-7) consists of eight brick duplex and detached 
housing units featuring elements of the Georgian Revival style. Constructed in 1940, the houses 
(duplex units Buildings 15B1-B2, 15C1-C2, 15 D1-D2, 15E1-E2, 15F1-F2, and 15G1-G2, and 
detached units Buildings 15H and 15I) represent the only small-scale housing constructed by 
the NIH. The residential complex illustrates the Radburn principle, a precursor to modern-day 
suburban design employed throughout the country in the 1930s and 1940s. The historic district 
is significant in the areas of significance of architecture, community planning, politics and 
government. The Maryland SHPO determined the Officer’s Quarters Historic District eligible for 
the National Register on August 23, 2000. 

The George Freeland Peter Estate Historic District (M: 35-9-1) is comprised of a large stone 
Colonial Revival house (Building 16), also known as the Stone House, and a small frame 
caretaker’s cottage (Building 16A). George Freeland Peter, a prominent Episcopal clergyman, 
built the house on a hill overlooking Rockville Pike in 1931. Walter G. Peter, George Peter’s 
brother and a noted Washington architect, designed the estate. The Federal Government 
purchased the estate in 1949 for the expansion of the NIH Bethesda campus. The George 
Freeland Peter Estate Historic District is significant for its architectural style and for its 
association with the early twentieth-century development of Rockville Pike. The Maryland SHPO 
determined the George Freeland Peter Estate Historic District eligible for the National Register 
on August 23, 2000. 
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The Memorial Laboratory (Building 7) was completed in 1947 as a research laboratory 
specifically designed for infectious disease research. The building was constructed using the 
same massing and materials as the other Georgian Revival buildings on the NIH Bethesda 
campus, but featured innovative design and engineering attributes that focused on providing a 
safe work environment and limiting the inherent risks associated with research on infectious 
diseases. The Maryland SHPO determined the Memorial Laboratory eligible for the National 
Register on August 23, 2000. The primary residence of Luke and Helen Wilson from 1926 to 
1942, Tree Tops (Building 15K) was developed in the 1920s as one of several large early 
twentieth-century country retreats built by wealthy Washingtonians along Rockville Pike. 
Beginning in 1935, the Wilsons donated significant portions of their estate to the Federal 
Government for the development of the NIH Bethesda campus. Tree Tops is significant due to 
its association with the Wilson family’s role in providing a catalyst for the growth of the NIH into 
one of the world’s leading biomedical research institutes and is significant as one of the great 
Rockville Pike estates of the early twentieth century. Tree Tops is the only remaining resource 
of the former Wilson Estate Historic District, which was determined eligible for the National 
Register by the Maryland SHPO on September 28, 1995. 

Completed in 1962, the National Library of Medicine (Building 38) houses an extensive 
collection of medical literature and services an international readership. The library was 
designed by the New York firm O’Connor and Kilham and features a hyperbolic paraboloid 
concrete shell roof. Built during the height of the Cold War, the library was designed with half of 
its structure below grade as a precaution against atomic threats envisioned by civil defense 
planners of the 1950s. The Maryland SHPO determined the National Library of Medicine eligible 
for the National Register on August 23, 2000. 

The Convent of the Visitation (Building 60) was constructed in 1922-23 as a cloistered 
monastery for the Catholic Order of the Sisters of the Visitation. It is a three-story, brick building 
in the Georgian Revival style designed by A.B. Mullett and Company in consultation with Marsh 
and Peter, the noted Washington architectural firm. Active until the 1980s when the NIH 
assumed ownership of the property, the Convent was one of five of this order in the Washington 
area. The Maryland SHPO determined the Convent of the Visitation eligible for the National 
Register on August 23, 2000. 

To date, in conjunction with the Maryland SHPO, the following buildings on the NIH campus 
have been determined ineligible for listing in the National Register: 

• Building 8 (Laboratory) 

• Building 9 (Animal Building) 

• Building 10 (Clinical Center) 

• Building 11 (Power Plant) 
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• Building 12 (Vehicle Maintenance and Storage Facility) 

• Building 13 (Maintenance and Storage Facility) 

• Building 61 (Caretaker’s Cottage) 

Additionally, the following resources have been evaluated or are currently under evaluation by 
the NIH to determine their potential National Register status: Buildings 14A-H, Building 22, 
Building 25, Building 29, Building 30, Building 31, and Building 38A. Preliminary NIH evaluations 
suggest that of these, the following resources qualify for the National Register: Building 29 
(Center for Biologics Evaluation and Research), Building 30 (National Institute of Dental Health), 
and Building 38A (Lister Hill). NIH would continue to work in coordination with the Maryland 
SHPO to determine which resources on the NIH campus are potentially eligible for listing in the 
National Register as either individual resources or as resources contributing to a historic district. 

Historic resources on the NIH campus are depicted in Exhibit 3-17. These resources include 
buildings and districts that have been determined eligible for the National Register (including the 
NIH Historic Core Historic District, the Officer’s Quarters Historic District, the George Freeland 
Peter Estate Historic District, Building 7, Building 15K, Building 38, and Building 60) as well as 
resources the NIH has determined qualify for listing in the National Register (including Building 
29, Building 30, and Building 38A). 
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Exhibit 3-17: NIH Historic Properties and Archaeologically Sensitive Sites 
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3.10 LAND USE & ZONING EXISTING CONDITIONS 

3.10.1 Overview Existing Conditions 

The National Institutes of Health main campus is located in Montgomery County, Maryland, one 
of the largest jurisdictions in the Washington, D.C. region. As a result of expansion of the 
urbanized area, cross-commuting patterns, and other economic interrelationships, the Federal 
Government recently designated a broader Consolidated Metropolitan Statistical Area (CMSA) 
for this region. This CMSA encompasses both the Baltimore and Washington metropolitan 
areas, incorporating an area of nearly 9,600 square miles circumscribed by a 75-mile radius 
around downtown Washington, D.C. The limits of the CMSA extend from the Pennsylvania 
border to the edge of metropolitan Richmond, Virginia. On an east-west axis, the CMSA 
stretches from Queen Anne's County, Maryland, on the eastern shore of the Chesapeake Bay 
to Berkeley and Jefferson Counties, in the West Virginia panhandle (Population of Metropolitan 
Areas and Component Geography: 1980 and 1990 (6/30/93 definition), 1990 CPH-L-145, U.S. 
Bureau of the Census, 1993. 

Figure 3-21: Baltimore-Washington Metropolitan Area (DC-MD-VA-WVA) Map-

Wikimedia Commons
 

The region is growing rapidly, with communities spreading over a widening geographic area. 
This spread continues to be reflected in the residential location patterns of NIH employees 
and the broad area affected by NIH's local procurement. The population of the Washington-
Baltimore CMSA in 2010 was 8.9 million, making it the fourth largest in the nation out of 280 
designated CMSAs. It is also one of the most rapidly growing of the larger urbanized areas, with 
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a population increase of 17 percent between 2000 and 2010. The MD-VA-DC Metropolitan 
Washington Area portion had 5.6 million people in 2010, an increase of 5 percent over 2000. 

Montgomery County is the second largest jurisdiction within the Washington-Baltimore 
region. With 971,777 people in 2010, it is second only to Fairfax County, Virginia, which has a 
population of 1,081,727. Baltimore County ranked third, with 805,029. Montgomery County's 
population represents about 11 percent of total CMSA population. Montgomery County has 
experienced rapid growth over the past decade. Population increased by nearly 98,000 
between 2000 and 2010, or 11 percent. Only Fairfax County experienced a larger absolute 
growth with a 111, 000-population increase during the same period. Projections call for 
Montgomery County to continue to grow, albeit at a somewhat slower rate than over the past decade. 
Between 2000 and 2020, Montgomery County is expected to increase by about 93,820 people, 
bringing its total population to 1,065,600 (Preliminary Population Projections for Maryland's 
Jurisdictions, Maryland Department of Planning, 2010). 

The County's land area is approximately 495 square miles, or about 320,000 acres. Between 
1960 and 1991, the amount of developed land in the County more than tripled. As of 1960, 
about 49,000 acres, or 15 percent, of the County's land area had been developed; by 1991 a total of 
about 155,000 acres, or 48 percent, was urbanized. Residential land uses have grown most rapidly, 
with single-family dwellings occupying the largest portion of the expanded urbanized area. In 1960, 
23,000 acres, or 7.2 percent of the land area, was in single-family use, and by 1991, single-family 
residential areas had increased to 86,800 acres, or about 27 percent of the County's land area. 

Multi-family residential land use has been clustered in a relatively few locations, utilizing far less 
land - 700 acres in 1960 and 6,700 acres in 1991, the latter scarcely over 2 percent of the 
County's land (General Plan Refinement Goals & Objectives: Then & Now, Supplemental Fact 
Sheets, Montgomery County Planning Department, January 1993). One of the largest 
concentrations of multi-family housing in the County is in Bethesda. Including local and Federal 
Government, land use devoted to institutional uses in constituted 10,600 acres in 1960, and had 
grown to 22,800 acres by 1991. The National Institutes of Health main campus with its 310 acres is 
counted in the institutional category of land use. 

Montgomery County had a total of nearly 296,000 housing units in 1990, having added over 
8,000 dwellings a year in the two decades since 1970. The number of housing units nearly 
doubled during this period, exceeding the 56 percent growth rate experienced in the 
metropolitan region as a whole. During this period of rapid growth, the County's housing stock also 
changed significantly. Single-family detached housing declined in share of the market from 68 
percent to 52 percent, while townhouses increased from just 1 percent in 1970 to 17 percent 
(50,000 units) in 1990 (ibid). Multi-family units remained relatively constant with a 30 percent 
share of the mix. Montgomery County housing units increased to 334,000 in 2000. By 2008, 
Montgomery County had an estimated 365,083 housing units. 
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Growth in housing supply has basically followed the patterns established in the County's 
General Plan, known as Wedges and Corridors. That plan sought to avoid suburban "sprawl" by 
channeling growth into the County's radial transportation corridors, particularly 1-270 and U.S. 
29, and into the more densely developed down-County area nearest the District of Columbia, 
known as the urban ring, while preserving the wedges in between the corridors for rural land 
use and open space. Bethesda and NIH are in the urban ring. Residential zoning under the 
General Plan has been "pegged" to growth projections for the year 2000. Undeveloped 
residential land under densities projected in the Plan could accommodate 144,300 new 
dwellings. At County absorption rates of the past 20 years, this would be an 18-year supply. Less 
than 10 percent of the total future residential development areas are within walking distance of 
Metrorail stations in the County. 

Figure 3-22: State of Maryland Map - Montgomery County highlighted in orange &
 
Montgomery County Map - Bethesda highlighted in red Wikimedia Commons
 

3.10.2 Land Use and Regional Planning 

Montgomery County is divided into 37 planning areas. Master plans for each planning area 
provide a comprehensive set of recommendations and guidelines for growth and development 
while protecting existing land uses, community facilities and needs, and environmental and 
historic resources, and maintaining the transportation network. The area master plans are 
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combined to form a general plan for the County, which in turn, is an element in regional planning 
for the Washington metropolitan area. 

Sector plans are prepared for local communities and heavily developed areas within the 
planning areas. Master area and sector plans are prepared by the Maryland-National Capital 
Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC) and pass through several stages of development 
before adoption: preliminary draft, final draft, and adopted plan. 

The NIH Bethesda campus is located in the Mid-Bethesda sector of Bethesda-Chevy Chase, 
Montgomery County Planning Area 35, and the southernmost in the County. The applicable 
planning document for the area is the Bethesda-Chevy Chase Master Plan, M-NCPPC, 1990, 
which was approved and adopted by M-NCPPC in April 1990. The purpose of the plan is to 
establish a policy framework that would guide the direction of Bethesda-Chevy Chase. As of 
2012, any updates of this plan that may have occurred in the intervening years, have not been 
published. 

Figure 3-23: Montgomery County Map - NIH Location Highlighted - Google Maps 

Bethesda was a suburban village until the 1960s, a focal point for shopping and community 
services on a limited scale. Now it is the "downtown" or Central Business District (CBD) of the 
planning area with the greatest concentration of commercial and office development within the 
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Bethesda Chevy Chase planning area. Planning for the Bethesda CBD is conducted in much 
greater detail, nearly on a parcel-by-parcel basis, in the Bethesda CBD Sector Plan. 

Planning for the two areas is coordinated and complementary. From 1990 to 1992 M-NCPPC 
undertook research and elaboration of preliminary proposals that were presented to the 
Montgomery County Planning Board in July 1993. A Citizen Advisory Committee, including 
representation from senior NIH staff, participated in formulating the Draft. After public review in 
hearings and work sessions, the County Council adopted the Comprehensive Amendment to 
the Bethesda CBD Sector Plan in 1994. 

The area master and sector plans are tied to County planning through the Annual Growth Policy 
(AGP) for Montgomery County (FY 2000 Annual Growth Policy, Montgomery County Planning 
Board, 1999), which is updated each year. This document provides guidelines that translate 
needs indicated in local plans into capital improvements, not only for a specific area, but also 
county-wide. 
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Exhibit 3-18: Land Use in Proximity to NIH Campus 
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3.10.3 Bethesda-Chevy Chase Master Plan 

•	 The Bethesda-Chevy Chase (BCC) Master Plan establishes seven goals and objectives 
for the planning area. Perpetuate and enhance the high quality of life, which exists in the 
BCC Planning Area. 

•	 Achieve a level of future employment development that is in balance with a high quality 
of life and the transportation capacity of the Planning Area. 

•	 Provide for a balanced housing supply so that persons of varying income levels, ages, 
backgrounds, and household characteristics may find suitable housing appropriate to 
their needs. 

•	 Protect the high quality residential communities throughout the Planning Area as well as 
the services and environmental qualities that enhance the area. 

•	 Achieve a significant shift of new travel from auto to transit and other mobility
	
alternatives.
	

•	 Protect the natural resources and environmental qualities of the Planning Area. 

•	 Contribute to a strong sense of community and help reinforce community cohesion. 

The plan recommends reconfirmation of the existing residential character and zoning of the 
planning area. Three levels of future development were assessed assuming a set of moderate 
improvements to the road system. The plan endorses a moderate level of development in terms 
of employment and housing, provided that a balance is maintained with the overall 
transportation capacity of the area. This proposed level of development could be implemented 
through the following recommendations. 

•	 Maintain the relative level of households compared to jobs to reduce the pressures on 
commuting into the area. 

•	 Share new employment development between the Sector Plans and the Federal
	
Government employment centers.
	

•	 Locate new employment and residential development in existing centers near Metro 
stations. 

•	 Continue to recognize the importance of biomedical and medically oriented development 
in the area, but place less emphasis on large-scale office projects. Support existing 
businesses, including those that meet community retail and service needs. 

•	 Support increased housing density and multiple types in Sector Plan areas and where 
compatible with nearby properties. Transportation improvements are assumed to be 
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limited to moderate ones applied to the existing highway system, coupled with a strong 
effort to increase use of public transit and other alternatives. 

Figure 3-24: Bethesda Zoning Map with NIH outlined - MNCPPC Website
 
Publications
 

3.10.4 Bethesda Central Business District Sector Plan 

The Bethesda Central Business District (CBD) forms the southern boundary of the NIH campus. 
It covers 405 acres, about one-third larger than the NIH campus. In 1990, the CBD contributed 5 
percent of Montgomery County property tax revenues and 15 percent of the yield for 
commercial properties (BCC Chamber of Commerce, Statement Regarding Bethesda Central 
Business District Plan, Nov. 1991). Montgomery County no longer segregates tax revenues by 
district. 
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Unlike most suburban commercial core areas that are predominantly office complexes, the CBD 
contains a wide variety of retail space, restaurants, and many apartments and hotels. The core 
of development is concentrated around the Bethesda Metro subway station at Wisconsin 
Avenue and East-West Highway. This is surrounded by lower density commercial development 
that transitions gradually to surrounding residential areas. 

A feature of Bethesda is the presence of more than 170 restaurants. Many of these are located 
in the Woodmont Triangle, the area in the northern part of the Bethesda Central Business 
District CBD between Old Georgetown Road and Wisconsin Avenue. The area immediately to 
the south of NIH is occupied by mid and high-rise apartment complexes that front on Battery 
Lane. 

While the Sector Plan recommends a wide range of densities for the various components of the 
business district, it concentrates the highest densities in the Metro Core centered on the 
Metrorail Station and the intersection of Wisconsin Avenue with Old Georgetown Road and 
East-West Highway. It calls for gradually decreasing densities between the core and the CBD 
fringe and both establishment and maintenance of buffers between the CBD and residential and 
institutional uses abutting the CBD fringe. 

In the immediate vicinity of the NIH campus, land use to the east of NIH and north of Jones 
Bridge Road is institutional with the National Naval Medical Command and the Uniformed 
Services University of the Health Sciences occupying a large block of land extending to Rock 
Creek. 

The Stone Ridge School of the Sacred Heart lies between the Walter Reed National Military 
Medical Center and Cedar Lane, although this property is zoned for single family residential. All 
remaining frontage surrounding NIH is zoned residential except for a commercial area between 
Woodmont Avenue and Wisconsin Avenue to the southeast of the campus. 

The surrounding residential areas are zoned R-60, single family residential, except for the area 
in the Bethesda CBD where the zoning is R-10 or RT-12.5 for multifamily high density 
residential use. Land use generally conforms to zoning. Special zoning exceptions have been 
granted to schools, churches, Suburban Hospital, professional offices, and community oriented 
associations along Rockville Pike, West Cedar Lane, and Old Georgetown Road. 

In the future, the Bethesda-Chevy Chase Master Plan recommends that the existing zoning 
surrounding the NIH campus remain unchanged. It does not recommend redevelopment, but 
does recognize that large lots and special exception sites may be developed in the next 20 
years. 

For Old Georgetown Road and adjacent communities, the objective is to maintain the residential 
character, preserve neighborhood stability, and discourage further special zoning or land use 
exceptions, except for those that serve the community. 
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If development of large lots and special exception sites should occur in the future, the plan 
recommends that the new land use be residential, with the potential for construction of 193 
dwelling units around the periphery of the NIH campus. If developed the Goodwill property 
would add another 25 dwelling units. 

Figure 3-25: Bethesda Sector Map– NIH Circled on Map - MNCPPC Website
 
Publications
 

3.11 SOCIOECONOMICS – EXISTING CONDITIONS 

3.11.1 Economic Analysis 

The National Institutes of Health (NIH) is the leading public medical research agency in the 
world. The research funded by NIH has led to many dramatic improvements in our nation’s 
healthcare capabilities. The economic benefits and “reach” of the NIH, however, extend much 
further. The analysis, which follows organizes the primary economic benefits of the proposed 
master plan capital programs into three basic categories. 
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•	 First: Enabling Public Health Economic Benefits Through Capital Programs &
	
Leadership 


•	 Second: Reciprocal Economic Benefits with Forward & Backward Linkages 

•	 Third: Local One Way Economic Benefits 

These three categories of economic impacts and benefits are quite different in many respects 
and are easier to understand once they are broken down, yet they all work together and are all 
interconnected to create a substantial overall public benefit. 

3.11.2 Enabling Economic Benefits through Capital Programs 

Federal Government funding of pending NIH maintenance and capital projects is critical to 
enabling continued advances and developments in the public health and medical sciences. 

Recent research advances in the biotechnology and genomics areas, alone, have enabled the 
development of new treatments for a wide range of diseases, such as cancer, Alzheimer's, 
diabetes, autism, and obesity. NIH financed research has contributed to the identification of over 
800 genetic variants identified in the last five years alone. Progress in stem cell biology has 
enabled the development of new treatment innovations for a wide range of diseases. With 
continued support, NIH would help to reduce health care costs, and generate economic growth. 

3.11.3 Enabling Economic Benefits through Leadership 

There is an overall economic benefit that accrues primarily to the United States to have a 
national institute addressing health that adds direction, priorities, focus, managerial expertise, 
and capital to some of the most pressing current-day health science challenges facing the 
world. 

To attract leadership talent, scientific talent, as well as capable support staff talent, it is critical to 
maintain an attractive and state of the art facility. To achieve this, NIH implements the following 
capital improvements strategies: 

•	 Continuous maintenance and capital improvements of the campus setting; 

•	 Well developed, functional master planning strategies along with high quality design 
standards; 

•	 Attention to the myriad of details that together have an important impact on the 
appearance and character of the campus such as, landscaping, site lighting, signing, 
and wayfinding, etc. 

It is also an NIH goal to incorporate a number of mitigation measures, which contribute to the 
quality of life on campus and the surrounding neighborhoods. These include: 
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•	 Measures to maintain and improve safe and efficient vehicular and pedestrian traffic 
flows; 

•	 Visual and acoustical perimeter buffer zones around the campus; 

•	 The application of noise abatement construction processes, reduction of light pollution 
and the improvement of air quality procedures. 

3.11.4 Reciprocal Economic Benefits with Forward and Backward Linkages 

Reciprocal linkages enable favorable, supportive workforce demographics, a conveniently 
located housing stock, and effective utility infrastructures. These in turn enable health science 
innovations while also simultaneously benefiting the local, regional, and state economies. 

NIH benefits from the highly educated, stable local workforce demographics while the local 
workers and their families also in turn benefit from the NIH Bethesda presence. The local 
economy, at-large, benefits as well as the local governmental entities that provide public 
services to non-NIH individuals through tax revenues. 

The same reciprocal benefits exist on various other levels, for example, there are many local 
businesses that serve and benefit NIH as well as NIH’s employees and contractors. 

3.11.5 Summary of Local Demographic Data 

Attracting talented and accomplished people to the NIH benefits public health, but having 
talented, accomplished people and their families living in the community benefits: the 
community at large, as well, economically, and in many other less-tangible ways. 

3.11.6 Local Workforce Education Level 

Montgomery County ranks third in the Washington, D.C. metropolitan statistical area in the 
share of adults who have earned an advanced degree (29 percent). 

Among counties with 250,000 or more residents, Montgomery County ranks first nationwide in 
the share of adults who have earned an advanced degree. The high percentage of educated 
professionals in the local workforce is a critical human resource for the NIH as well as an 
important benefit to the local community. 

Senior research scientists at NIH are often faculty visiting from some of the most prestigious 
higher educational institutes in the country providing cutting edge research knowledge to the 
NIH research teams. NIH also provides opportunities for graduate students to participate in 
various research programs. 
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3.11.7 Median Household Income and Highly Skilled Local Workforce 

The higher median household income is indicative of the more highly skilled local workforce, 
which is a necessity for a leading research institute like NIH. There is a direct and upward effect 
on the average employee compensation as a result of NIH’s massive funding in the state of 
Maryland. Higher salaries attract more interest in the health sciences and further build the 
industry, which accelerates innovation and fuels the region’s economic engine. 

At $94,319, Montgomery County’s median household income is nearly 32 percent higher than in 
2000, when it was $71,551. The share of County households making more than $200,000 per 
year was 16 percent in 2008. Twenty-four percent of all households in the County make less 
than $50,000 per year. 

3.11.8 Montgomery County Population Statistics 

Montgomery County accounts for 8 percent of the total population of the Washington, D.C. 
metropolitan statistical area and ranks 45th in population among counties nationwide. 

Montgomery County has a total population of 971,600 persons, up 20,920 (2.2 percent) from 
2008 and 98,259 (11.3 percent) from 2000. There are 198,400 new County residents forecasted 
between the years 2010 and 2040, i.e., a 21 percent increase. 98,000 new households are 
expected between 2010 and 2040, a 27 percent increase. Between 2000 and 2008, the average 
household size increased from 2.66 persons per household to 2.75 persons per household. 
However, in the long run, average household size is expected to regress back to the national 
trend and decline to 2.51 by 2040. 

There were 510,000 jobs and 33,166 employers in Montgomery County in January 2010. 
Montgomery County’s three largest public sector employers are the National Institutes of Health, 
the Montgomery County Public School System, and the Walter Reed National Walter Reed 
National Military Medical Center. The three largest private sector employers are Lockheed 
Martin, Giant Food and Adventist Healthcare. Sixteen percent of County residents employed in 
the County; work in professional and technical services. 

3.11.9 Surrounding Neighborhoods & Local Housing Stock 

The local counties surrounding NIH provide good quality residential neighborhoods, public 
schools, higher education systems, and a substantial residential stock to house the growing 
number of NIH employees. 

3.11.10 NIH Employee Housing 

NIH recently published that they have 32,397 workers in Montgomery County, Maryland. Those 
working at the Bethesda campus and at Montgomery County leased sites live in every 
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jurisdiction of the Baltimore-Washington CMSA and beyond, in Pennsylvania, Delaware and 
West Virginia. 

The distribution of NIH employees by state is 8 percent in Virginia, 9 percent in the District of 
Columbia, 1 percent in Pennsylvania, 1 percent in West Virginia and 81 percent in Maryland 
(primarily in Montgomery County). Note: Most of the NIH personnel who reside in Pennsylvania 
work in off campus leased facilities. 

Personnel employed at the Bethesda campus and sites at Poolesville, Frederick and Baltimore, 
live in every jurisdiction of the Baltimore-Washington CMSA and beyond including 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. They are widely scattered, with no more than 1,655 in a single 
zip code. 

There are 28 Zip Codes in Maryland with 95 or more resident NIH employees comprising 
10,203 employees, or 53 percent of the NIH Bethesda campus population. There are 17 Zip 
Codes, each with 200 or more NIH employees, comprising 8,542 or 30 percent of NIH Bethesda 
campus employees. The largest of these are Rockville, Bethesda, Gaithersburg, and Potomac 
containing 15.5 percent of the NIH population. 

3.11.11 Housing Supply and Valuations 

NIH’s effect on residential property values cannot be computed with precision, but the strong, 
continuous demand causes relatively high resale prices and new housing prices. In Montgomery 
County, the most important factors in determining property values are location and quality of the 
local school district. Neighborhoods in the vicinity of NIH rank high in both categories. 

Montgomery County had a total of 334,632 housing units in 2000, having added over 6,400 
dwellings per year in the decades since 1980. Over this period, the average annual growth of 
5,358 households amounted to a 2.1 percent gain, practically matching the 2.2 percent average 
annual rate of population increase. The housing valuations in the neighborhoods immediately 
surrounding the Bethesda campus largely maintained their values during the recession starting 
in 2008. This speaks to the sustained forces of demand that the NIH applies to the local housing 
market. On the other hand, the rise in demand also makes it difficult for a certain percentage of 
local population to be able to afford housing due to the relatively high prices. 

The Montgomery County property tax records for the neighboring communities were searched 
to determine if there was any decrease in property values as one drew closer to the campus or 
as a result of these projects. Comparisons between neighborhoods cannot be made because of 
differing housing types and lot sizes, but neighborhood valuation comparisons between 2010 
and 2011 indicated no evidence of decreasing land, improvement, or assessed values as a 
function of the proximity from the Bethesda campus. Property values abutting the campus had 
little value variance from those one or two blocks from the campus, although, generally, 
properties abutting the campus had slightly higher values. 
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The geographic proximity and concentration of world class regional health sciences i.e., 
research, academia and industry, creates a powerful, local synergy of innovation, development 
and affluence. The Master Plan implementation would make it more likely that NIH employees 
would patronize Bethesda restaurants and businesses during midday as a result of the greater 
concentration of employees within five minutes walking distance of the institute. 

3.11.12 One-Way Economic Benefits 

Federal Government funding of pending NIH capital projects benefits the local, private regional 
and state economies. The resulting enhanced tax revenues, also generally benefit the overall 
population of the local, regional jurisdictions as well as the State of Maryland. 

Table 3-28: Summary of Economic Impact for Association of American Medical 
Colleges 2009 (Washington Metropolitan Area) – Federal & State Government 

funded research 

State/Jurisdiction State Rank Total Economic 
Impact 

Total Employment 
Impact 

Maryland 8 $1,785,291,194 11,902 
Virginia 19 $714,777,147 4,765 
District of Columbia 23 $507,709,004 3,385 

Table 3-29: Value of NIH Extramural Research Awards before ARRA ($ millions) In 
the Washington Metropolitan Region 

State/Jurisdiction 2007 2008 2009 2010 
Maryland 1,343.0 1,391.6 1,008.5 1,018.8 
Virginia 378.6 331.4 314.3 290.5 
District of Columbia 223.9 226.2 185.8 177.5 

Table 3-30: Jobs supported by NIH Awards to the Regional States FY2010 

State or 
Jurisdiction 

NIH Awards Jobs per 
$ change in 
NIH Awards 

Intrastate 
Jobs 

Interstate 
Jobs 

Total Jobs 

Maryland 1,198 13.77 16,491 1,476 17,918 
Virginia 340 13.68 4,650 2,051 6,701 
District of 
Columbia 

223 2.15 479 123 602 
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3.11.13 RIMS II – Economic Model 

RIMS II is an economic model data created by the U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of 
Economic Analysis. It is used to compute the expected change in economic activity in any state 
when demand in the scientific research and development industry changes by a certain amount. 
This coefficient, the ultimate change in the state based economic activity given an initial 
stimulus, is known as the “state multiplier”. The “state multiplier” is higher in the states that have 
diverse economic bases drawing from manufacturing, services, agriculture and resources, and 
other sectors. 

3.11.14 Life Sciences Employment 

Private employment in Maryland’s Life Science’s community is spurred by NIH extramural 
spending. Maryland has a concentration of Life Science employment, the 9th largest in the 
country, with a 30 percent higher concentration of life sciences businesses, Maryland is the 5th 

largest in the country, with a 20 percent higher concentration of life sciences business 
establishments than the U.S. overall. Compared to other states Federal Government life science 
funding has a disproportionate impact on Maryland. With the high number of Federal 
Government life science employment, increases the significance of direct Federal Government 
life science activity in the state. The Bethesda main campus with 14,261 Federal Government 
employees accounts for 48 percent of Maryland’s Federal Government life sciences jobs. 

Table 3-31: Academic Life Sciences Research & Development Spending 2009 

Rank State Life Sciences R&D 
Spending in Dollars

(Millions) 

Life Sciences R&D 
Spending in Dollars per

Capita 
1 Maryland $1,450 $254 

2 Massachusetts $1,203 $182 

3 North Carolina $1,621 $173 

4 Connecticut $606 $172 

5 Vermont $103 $165 

6 Nebraska $268 $149 

7 Wisconsin $821 $145 

8 New York $2,693 $138 

9 Missouri $821 $137 
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Rank State Life Sciences R&D 
Spending in Dollars 

(Millions) 

Life Sciences R&D 
Spending in Dollars per 

Capita 
10 Pennsylvania $1,656 $131 

United States $32,791 $107 

Source: DBED calculations based on data from NSF, National Center for Science and 

Engineering Statistics and the Census Bureau
	

3.11.15 Environmental Justice 

Presidential Executive Order 12898, issued on February 11, 1994, requires Federal 
Government agencies to identify and address those impacts generated in the undertaking of its 
activities which have disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects 
on minority or low income populations to the greatest extent practicable. The EPA defines 
Environmental Justice “as the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people 
regardless of race, color, national origin, or income with respect to the development, 
implementation, and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies.” 

As defined by the Environmental Justice Guidance Under NEPA, minority populations include 
persons who identify themselves as Asian or Pacific Islander, Native American or Alaskan 
Native, Black (not of Hispanic origin), or Hispanic. Race refers to census respondents’ self-
identification of racial background. Hispanic origin refers to ethnicity and language, not race, 
and may include persons whose heritage is Puerto Rican, Cuban, Mexican, and Central or 
South American. 

A minority population exists where the percentage of minorities in an affected area either 
exceeds 50 percent or is meaningfully greater than in the general population. Low-income 
populations are identified using the Census Bureau’s statistical poverty threshold, which is 
based on income and family size. The Census Bureau defines a poverty area as a census tract 
with 20 percent or more of its residents below the poverty threshold and an extreme poverty 
area as one with 40 percent or more below the poverty level. A census tract is a small 
geographic subdivision of a county and typically contains between 1,500 and 8,000 persons 
(U.S. Census, 2011). 

Five census tracts are located within close proximity to NIH. Among the five census tracts, Tract 
7048.01 had the highest percentage of its population living below the poverty level at 13 
percent. In comparison, the county had 5 percent, while the state had 8 percent living below the 
poverty threshold. Census Tract 7048.01 is located to the south of NIH and to the west of 
Wisconsin Avenue. It is known as the Woodmont Triangle and is predominantly composed of 
medium density housing and retail establishments. NIH Bethesda is located entirely within 
Census Tract 7050, and includes an area of a single family, suburban neighborhood located to 
the south of NIH Bethesda along the east side of Wisconsin Avenue. This census tract does not 
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have meaningfully larger proportions of minority populations when compared to the minority 
populations in the Region of Interest (ROI) and the state. Similarly, there are no census tracts in 
close proximity to NIH with more than 20 percent of their populations living below the poverty 
level. 

Table 3-32: Race, Ethnicity, Income, and Poverty Data for Geographic  Areas, 2009 

Geography Total 
Population 

Race 
White 

Race 
African 

American 

Race 
Asian 

Ethnicity
Hispanic 

or 
Latino 

Median 
Household 

Income 
2009 

Percent of 
Population 

Below 
Poverty 
Level 

State of 
Maryland 

5,637,418 58% 29% 5% 7% $69,475 8% 

Montgomery 
County, MD 

946,172 53% 16% 13% 15% $92,213 5% 

Census 
Tract 
7044.02, 
Montgomery 
County, 
Maryland 

6,672 77% 77% 4% 10% 7% $109,141 1% 

Census 
Tract 
7046, 
Montgomery 
County, 
Maryland 

5,036 79% 6% 8% 3% $131,591 2% 

Census 
Tract 
7048.01, 
Montgomery 
County, 
Maryland 

4,012 77% 77% 6% 13% 3% $67,540 13% 

Census 
Tract 
7050, 
Montgomery 
County, 
Maryland 

4,960 77% 7% 4% 9% $117,232 6% 

Census 
Tract 
7051, 
Montgomery 
County, 
Maryland 

5,043 88% 2% 4% 4% $158,333 1% 

Source: ACS, 2009
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3.12 HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY – EXISTING CONDITIONS 

3.12.1 Construction 

Physical facility requirements for conducting and supporting biomedical research change 
continuously. Revisions to national building codes, hospital laboratory design standards, and 
regulation for occupational safety and handling materials and wastes respond to these changes. 
Increasing emphasis on need for specifically designed room types and specific equipment, 
electronics, lights, computers, and their data servers have an increased the need for interior 
space and renovations. Useful life expectancies for laboratories and hospitals are approximately 
40 to 50 years, and major renovations are frequently performed every 10 years. 

3.12.2 Construction Fugitive Dust 

Fugitive dust is defined as natural or manmade dust that becomes airborne due to wind or 
human activity. Construction associated with fugitive dust is generated by operations that 
expose or disturb soil such as site clearing, excavation, fills, cuts, and grading operations. 
Quantities of dust generated depend on construction practices, the frequency of operations, the 
weather, and soil characteristics. 

Large amounts of dust can also be generated by demolition activities. Where demolition is 
internal to buildings, NIH General Provisions in construction contract specifications require drop 
cloths, drapes, barriers, and partitions to control dust and dirt that can be spread by tracking or 
air currents. The effect of outdoor heavy construction activities and site preparation on air 
quality, are generally short-term and confined to the vicinity of construction activity, i.e. normally 
within 500 feet. 

NIH is committed to including the mitigation measures in construction specifications. These may 
include: 

•	 Contractors comply with applicable State regulations governing open bodied trucks 
carrying loose materials, 

•	 Areas disturbed during construction would be seeded and stabilized as soon as
	
possible,
	

•	 Provide stabilized stone construction entrances, and 

•	 Sprinkle or wet high dust areas. 

3.12.2.1 Construction Sedimentation/Siltation 

Erosion, sedimentation and siltation can occur when storm water runoff flows over exposed soils 
without vegetative or protective cover. Any Federal Government project located in Maryland that 
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disturbs more than 5,000 square feet of land or 100 cubic yards of earth movement requires 
permit approval from the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE). 

The governing standards are the Maryland Erosion and Sediment Control Guidelines for State 
and Federal Projects, revised January 2004 and the 2011 Maryland Standards and 
Specifications for Erosion and Sediment Control. Typical erosion control measures include 
stabilization practices, silt fence, earth dikes, and sediment traps/basins and stabilized 
construction entrances. On January 2012, the Maryland Department of the Environment 
updated its regulations to enhance erosion and sediment control practices across the State, 
improve water quality of construction site run-off and help the Chesapeake Bay restoration 
efforts. Some of the changes include but not limited to establishing a maximum 20-acre grading 
unit for most construction sites and improving stabilization requirements. This would be required 
for both the demolition and the new construction projects. 

3.12.2.2 Construction Scheduling 

In general, contractors are permitted to work at NIH only from 7AM to 4 PM Monday through 
Friday, in accordance with the General Provisions on NIH's construction contract specifications. 
Some construction activities are completed outside of these hours to minimize disruptions to 
campus operations and activities. For example, building utility services connections to the 
campus systems can be made most easily during the evening or weekend hours. During these 
periods, they can be shut down or segmentally disconnected when loads or service 
requirements are comparatively low. 

Contractor employee traffic would generally arrive between 6:30 and 7 AM and depart between 
4 and 4:30 PM. Delivery and unloading of construction materials are generally restricted to the 
normal working hours. Deliveries may occur throughout the day. Construction specifications at 
NIH assign specific preapproved routes to the work site for deliveries. Future specifications can 
route truck deliveries to the Rockville Pike and South and Center Drive entrances or to the 
Center Drive entrance on Old Georgetown Road as a mitigation measure. 

3.12.2.3 Construction Waste 

Construction generates considerable amounts of waste materials and debris. These include 
materials from demolition; trimming and fitting; and packaging and shipping. Based on current 
generation from renovation projects, it is estimated that about 1,500 tons per year of 
construction wastes would be produced, and in some years, more. 

There would be considerable variance in amounts depending on the number and type of 
projects underway at any one time. NIH General Provisions in construction contract 
specifications require prompt removal of waste material and debris. Waste materials may also 
be submitted for recycling as appropriate and related to the construction projects. Waste 
management would be further defined for specific construction efforts. 
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3.12.2.4 Hazardous Waste and Other Materials 

NIH has a standard protocol for inspection and removal of hazardous and other materials prior 
to demolition. The inspection and testing phase can last for several weeks to include removal of 
materials that could result in duration of several months. If necessary, prior to demolition or 
renovation, radioactive, chemical, and biomedical materials would be relocated using standard 
NIH procedures for distribution, handling, storage, and collection of such materials. If the 
contractor uses hazardous working materials in the course of work, the contractor must maintain 
Material Safety Data Sheets, and store, handle, and use the materials in accordance with OSHA 
regulations. 

Prior to renovations or disturbance of materials a complete hazardous material survey by 
appropriate licensed inspectors should be in accordance with federal and state government 
regulations. Before demolition or renovation, any identified asbestos containing materials 
(ACMs) and lead based paint is to be removed by licensed asbestos and/or lead based paint 
abatement contractors. Removal must be performed prior to disturbance. All similar materials 
identified in this survey that are found in the building should also be assumed to contain 
asbestos unless tests prove otherwise. Disposal efforts would also be required for additional 
hazardous materials that may be encountered. 

Buildings known to handle radioactive, chemical and other regulated hazardous materials must 
be reviewed by the regulating authority, which may include the NRC, EPA, OSHA or others. 
With the Master Plan scheduled removal and replacement of Building 21, the primary waste 
marshaling facility on the NIH campus, the NRC, EPA and OSHA would need to review and 
approve the plans and procedures, inspect and test prior to starting demolition to assist with the 
proper decommissioning of the facility, as well as the demolition, the disposal of the demolished 
materials and the post demolition site restoration procedures. Similarly, the same regulatory 
agencies would need to review and approve the replacement facility and site. 

Asbestos or lead-based paint containing material that remains within the structure would be 
placed within an operations and maintenance program. It should be understood that asbestos 
containing or lead-based paint or other hazardous materials might be present within the 
structures (i.e., sub-grade sealants, enclosed wall or ceiling systems, flooring located below 
underlayment, etc.). As required under OSHA (29 CFR 1926.1101) and EPA (40 CFR 763) a 
survey for asbestos is required prior to renovation /demolition to be conducted in accordance 
with these regulations. Assessments for other materials including LBP and PCBs etc. should 
also be performed prior to renovation activities. 

If the lead paint is not abated from the building prior to demolition activities, the EPA requires 
that representative samples of the waste stream be collected and analyzed using the EPA 
Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) method. 
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Positive and negative lead-based paint results are based on U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD), U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and Maryland 
guidelines. It is important to note that even if a component is negative based on HUD, EPA, and 
Maryland standards, it may still contain concentrations of lead in the paint, which when 
disturbed, may generate lead dust greater than the Permissible Exposure Limit (PEL) of 50 
micrograms per cubic millimeter (ug/m3) as an 8-hour Time Weighted Average (TWA) 
established by the OSHA “Lead Exposure in Construction Rule (29 CFR 1926.62).” 

The OSHA standard gives no guidance on acceptable levels of lead in paint at which no 
exposure to airborne lead (above the action level) would be expected. Rather, OSHA defines 
airborne concentrations, and references specific types of work practices and operations from 
which a lead hazard may be generated (reference 29 CFR 1926.62, section d). Environmental 
and personnel monitoring should be conducted during any removal/demolition process (as 
appropriate) to verify that actual personal exposures are below the Permissible Exposure Limit 
(PEL). Under OSHA requirements, the contractor performing the work would be required to 
conduct this monitoring and follow all of the other requirements found in 29 CFR 1926.62. 

If specific building components or materials are not in use, any identified or suspect PCB 
containing ballasts, mercury containing fluorescent lamps, unused refrigerants, and other 
regulated substances should be properly removed from the building. The disposal of such items 
should be performed according to local and Federal Government regulations. 

All generators of spent fluorescent tubing, thermostats, and other mercury containing 
components are responsible for their proper disposal under the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA). The act specifies that unless you are a household, you are liable for 
proper disposal of mercury. Recycling is required unless site conditions restrict the removal of 
mercury containing articles. If mercury containing articles are not removed from the building 
prior to demolition activities, the EPA requires that representative samples of the waste stream 
be collected and analyzed using the EPA TCLP method. 

Certain landfills, municipal waste incinerators and disposal facilities do not accept mercury-
containing articles regardless of the TCLP analytical test results. Mercury containing lamps 
should be disposed at an EPA registered recycling center. 

With regard to refrigerant containing equipment, the EPA requires that any equipment 
dismantled on-site prior to disposal must have its refrigerant recovered in accordance with 
EPA’s Refrigerant Recycling Rules (Section 608). However, equipment that typically enters the 
waste stream during demolition with the charge intact (e.g. air conditioners, refrigerators, and 
water fountains) is subject to special safe disposal requirements. Under the EPA requirements, 
the final party in the disposal chain (e.g. scrap metal recycler or landfill owner) is responsible for 
ensuring that refrigerants are recovered from equipment prior to final disposition. However, 
refrigerants can also be evacuated prior to disposal provided proper documentation of the 
evacuation is provided to the disposal facility. 
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3.12.3 Waste 

Wastes generated at NIH are classified by Federal and Maryland State Government regulations, 
which define procedures for waste handling, treatment, storage, transport, and disposal. In 
some cases, NIH has defined classifications for management of waste within NIH to ensure that 
waste is handled within the Federal and State regulatory framework. Classifications of waste 
generated at NIH include solid or general waste, medical/pathological waste (MPW), radioactive 
waste, chemical waste, and multi-hazard/mixed waste. 

3.12.3.1 Solid or General Waste 

Solid waste is general waste as defined by Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 
Parts 239 through 259 for regulations governing solid waste. Solid waste generally consists of 
putrescible waste containing organic materials and non-putrescible waste that has no organic 
waste. At NIH, solid waste includes office waste; disposable paper products, plastics, glass and 
wood; animal bedding which is not contaminated; cafeteria or dining center waste; and a small 
amount of residential trash, all of which are classified as general solid waste. Solid waste at NIH 
also includes yard waste and waste from campus maintenance and construction. 

Solid wastes at NIH include construction waste from the continual remodeling of the building to 
suit the changing requirements. Alterations are occurring around the campus on a continuing 
basis. Materials may include partitions, doors, glass, and office furniture. Solid waste from 
construction of distinct projects is under a separate category of construction waste and includes 
a wide variety of waste construction materials. As part of the construction requirements, NIH 
can require the contractor to recycle and reclaim significant portions of waste and demolished 
materials, reducing the waste stream from construction activities. 

General waste is collected by custodial staff and placed in about 60 dumpsters located 
throughout the campus. Yard and construction waste are handled separately by ground 
maintenance. A private contractor collects the waste and disposes it at the Montgomery County 
Transfer Station where fees are paid to the County on a pass through basis. About 8 to 12 
truckloads per weekday are hauled to the transfer station. 

NIH is the largest Federal Government employer in Montgomery County, and a major source of 
solid waste from Federal facilities in the County. However, Federal Government facilities 
contributed less than 5 percent of the solid waste processed in the County. More than half of the 
total NIH campus general waste originates in the Clinical Center, or Building 10. 
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NIH has proactive recycling programs, which include: 

•	 Mixed Paper which is collected in segregated bins and transported to the paper-

recycling center. Disposal in general trash is illegal in Montgomery County, MD.
	

•	 Commingled Waste including aluminum and tin cans, glass (non-tempered) and plastic 
containers, plastic bags, plastic silverware, buffer and saline bottles, and aluminum foil 
and all plastic resin codes. Commingled waste is collected in segregated bins and 
transported to the recycling center. Styrofoam is not accepted for recycling, it is 
considered solid waste trash. 

•	 Corrugated Cardboard and paperboard boxes are flattened, baled, collected, and 
transported to the recycling center. Disposal in general trash is illegal in Montgomery 
County, MD. 

•	 Electronics consisting of computers, monitors, laptop computers, and keyboards, hard 
drives, memory cards, power cords. These items are consider government property and 
must be transferred to the Division of Personal Property Services (DPPS), which 
processes items for recycling, donation, or reuse. 

•	 Polypropylenes, consisting of pipette tip racks or piping which is collected and recycled. 

•	 Tyvek Suits that are not biohazard contaminated are collected and recycled. 

•	 Toner Cartridges including, Laser jet, ink jet, and copier cartridges are collected and 
recycled. NIH Charities receive $1 for every cartridge recycled. 

•	 Fluorescent Lamps and Batteries of all varieties are collected and recycled by a 

chemical waste contractor.
	

•	 Scrap Metal is collected and recycled. General disposal is illegal in Montgomery County. 

•	 Wooden Pallets are collected and recycled. 

•	 Transparency Films including X-ray and transparency films are collected and recycled by 
a chemical waste contractor. Polyester film is recovered for reuse. 

•	 Yard Waste is collected and recycled by NIH Grounds Maintenance Department. 

Using a factor of .64 tons per employee per year (interpolated between .65 for scientific 
employees and .64 for health care from the Commercial Waste Management Study Volume II, 
Commercial Waste Generation and Projects: Architecture and Engineering PC, Sub Consultants 
Ecodata Inc. and Franklin Associates, applied to the approximate 20,000 NIH employees, the 
NIH Bethesda Campus produces about 12,800 tons of solid waste per year. This is supported 
by the prior 10-year average solid waste generation from 1992 to 2002, which was 12,582 tons. 
Variations can be expected due to the nature of continually changing research and support 
operations. The initiation or end of a research project, or the number of laboratory renovations 
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or alterations can influence the amount of solid waste generated in a given year. An increase in 
solid waste generation can be expected as the population increases to approximately 23,000 by 
2033, by the 2013 Master Plan buildout projections. Using the same factor of .64 tons per 
employee per year the increase would be an additional 1,920 tons or an approximate 15 percent 
increase over the next ten years. 

Since 1995, NIH has more than tripled its recycling amounts. NIH Bethesda recycled 310 tons 
of solid waste in FY 1992, the first year of the effort to recycle. By 1996 NIH was recycling 740 
tons of solid waste. In CY2012 NIH recycled 4,773 tons of solid waste. 

NIH has many types of solid wastes from the health care and laboratory environments, which 
could be classified as hazardous waste. After the initial stages of waste minimization and 
recycling programs, incremental gains in waste reduction and amounts of materials to recycle 
and recover are likely to be smaller in percentages. Long term, it is estimated that NIH may be 
able to recycle close to 100 percent of the solid or general waste material generated on the 
campus, which is the goal. 

Montgomery County has one of the highest per capita waste generation rates in the U.S. All 
burnable solid waste is hauled to the County Resource Recovery Facility near Dickerson, 
Maryland. Ash from that facility and non-processed waste is hauled by rail and truck to a landfill 
in Brunswick County, Virginia. 

This facility would accept Montgomery County waste under a contractual agreement through 
2013. It is assumed that the agreement would be extended. NIH solid wastes have negligible or 
no impacts on the Montgomery County system according to the Montgomery County Office of 
Solid Waste Management. No solid waste goes to a landfill. NIH waste goes to a waste-to-
energy incinerator. 

Montgomery County currently recycles approximately 35 to 50 percent of its solid waste. In 
2012 the County announced a goal of reaching 70 percent recycling of its solid waste by year 
2020. 

Projections for solid waste generation and recycling cannot be made with precision. In most 
years, future yard waste generation should fall between 40 and 50 tons. However yard waste 
may spike in individual years, if NIH has a periodic tree maintenance and pruning project 
underway, or if there is extensive tree storm damage. Construction wastes would also have a 
wide variance, depending on the number and character of projects underway. Particularly high 
values would occur in those years when buildings are demolished or undergoing renovation. 

3.12.3.2 Biomedical Research Waste 

As a world leader in biomedical research, NIH expects its waste management program to be 
exemplary. According to NIH policy and manuals, all waste types are generated, identified, 
handled, packaged, collected, transported, treated, and disposed of in a manner that protects 
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employee and public health and safety, assures compliance with environmental regulations and 
permits, and promotes the effective use of resources. Waste related to biomedical research is 
generated in the Clinical Center hospital and most of the research laboratories. 

Researchers may generate a teaspoonful or less of working material for experiments. The 
amounts of materials used in any one experiment are therefore generally small. 

NIH stringently controls waste generated by biomedical research. The NIH Divisions of 
Environmental Protection (DEP) and Radiation Safety (DRS) are responsible for all aspects 
regarding the safe use of materials and the management of waste, including the training of 
personnel in these areas. Waste is managed from "cradle to grave", i.e. from generation to 
ultimate disposal. All nonradioactive hazardous waste is managed by the Waste Resource and 
Recovery Branch (WRRB) within the DEP. Similarly, DRS is responsible for the management of 
radioactive materials and waste. 

NIH has professionals in health and safety who inspect and monitor research laboratory and 
Clinical Center facilities and waste. The same professionals advise and train researchers about 
laboratory and experimental safety as standard operational procedures. Thirty-five of the health 
and safety professionals are specialists in radiation health and safety. These specialists inspect 
all facilities where radioactive materials are handled or stored, at quarterly or semi-annual basis 
as a minimum, to ensure safe use of the materials. 

All NIH personnel involved in the handling, transport, or use of radioactive materials are trained 
in accordance with U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) requirements and must pass 
the training course examination before handling or using radioactive materials. Beyond the initial 
training classes, employees handling radioactive materials are required to complete refresher 
training once every two years. Training emphasizes radioactive material waste minimization 
through the use of less radioactive nuclides, lower volumes of materials used in 
experimentation, and delineating alternatives that do not involve radioactive materials. 

The DEP and DRS act as central repositories for information regarding the handling of 
materials, waste management technology, and regulations for all Institute researchers. In many 
cases, procedures developed at NIH are used throughout the biomedical research community. 
These include Laboratory Safety at NIH, Working Safely with HIV (Human Immunodeficiency 
Virus) and other Blood Borne Pathogens in the Research Laboratory, NIH Chemical Hygiene 
Plan, NIH Radiation Safety Guide, NIH Hazard Communication Program, Management of 
Chemical and Mixed Waste at the NIH, and Waste Disposal. The last gives summary guidance 
in calendar form. The documents are reviewed and updated frequently in response to changing 
conditions and regulatory requirements. Advisory services in the DEP, DRS, and Occupational 
Safety and Health Division are available to the researcher in developing experimental and waste 
minimization protocols. 
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Specially trained and qualified private contractors run chemical, radioactive, and multi-
hazard/mixed waste management operations on a turnkey basis; The NIH Chemical Recycling 
and Disposal Service (CRDS) handles chemical waste from laboratory pickup to final disposal. 
Radioactive waste is handled in the same manner by the NIH Radioactive Waste Service 
(RWS). Contractor personnel are qualified professionals in the handling, packaging, storing, 
transporting, and disposing of chemical, multi-hazard, mixed, and radioactive waste as well as 
applicable spill prevention and control measures. 

Waste minimization is an integral part of each experimental protocol in the research 
laboratories. Experiments are designed to reduce or eliminate hazardous waste in the selection 
of reagents and other materials. Just-in-time inventory strategy for chemical procurements is 
planned to avoid waste created by outdated and unused stock and to minimize storage 
requirements and hazards. When possible, less hazardous or nonhazardous materials are 
substituted. If a hazardous waste is generated, procedures that may reduce the volume of that 
waste are also applied. 

Waste is strictly segregated in the laboratory to avoid creating unnecessary amounts of multi-
hazard/mixed waste. Aqueous and organic solvents, liquid and solid waste, and short and long 
half-life radioactive materials are kept separate. A wide assortment of appropriate waste 
containers, many defined and specified by Federal and State Government regulations, are 
provided to researchers by the appropriate waste management groups within the DEP and 
DRS. The researcher labels the container for date, source, constituents, and potential hazard. 
Accumulated waste is stored temporarily in cabinets or in secure areas in the laboratories away 
from general public and easy employee access. 

For chemical, radioactive, and multi-hazard/mixed waste, CRDS or RWS contractor personnel 
inspect the waste, researcher packaging and labeling. Currently the waste is removed and 
transported to Building 21. In the future, the Building 21 operations would be relocated per the 
master plan. Before Building 21 is demolished, it would be decommissioned according to NRC 
and EPA requirements, and the waste material from its demolition would be handled and 
disposed of according to NRC and EPA requirements. 

The hazardous waste is picked up within 24 hours after the researcher calls for a pickup. If 
waste is generated cumulatively in an experiment over time, waste are picked up when 
containers are no more than three fourths full, or at a maximum duration of sixty days from the 
first generation regardless of the accumulated amount. 

At Building 21, chemical, radioactive, and multi-hazard/mixed waste are segregated by different 
regulatory categories. If there is doubt, waste is analyzed for content, pH, and other 
characteristics to ensure proper classification, handling, treatment, storage, transport, and 
disposal. If necessary, waste are treated to render them nonhazardous, reduce hazard, reduce 
volume, or convert multi-hazard or mixed waste to a single classification. Waste may be bulked 
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by consolidation of compatible waste from the multiple small containers produced in the 
laboratory to a single container or fewer containers for subsequent shipment. 

Waste is then shipped weekly by the CRDS and RWS to off site management facilities. Off-site 
transport is manifested under applicable regulations. Ultimate disposal sites, licensed or 
approved by federal or state agencies, depending on material and hazard involved, are 
reviewed and may be inspected by NIH. In general, all distribution, disposal, and recycling of 
waste occurs at offsite facilities where sufficient quantities accrue to make recycling economical, 
or where special equipment is available. When waste is disposed, NIH keeps a permanent 
certificate of disposal record. 

3.12.3.3 Medical Pathological Waste (MPW) 

Medical waste is routinely generated at all hospitals, in private medical testing and biomedical 
research laboratories, and dentist and doctor offices. 

Procedures for handling, treatment, storage, and disposal of medical waste are controlled by 
Federal and State Government regulations. Each defines the waste differently and gives minor 
variances in procedures. Pertinent regulations include EPA regulations for "regulated medical 
waste" in 40 CFR Part 259, OSHA regulations for waste containing "blood borne pathogens" in 
29 CFR §1910.1030, and State of Maryland regulations for "special medical waste" in COMAR 
10.06.06, 26.13.12, and 26.13.13. Transport of medical waste is controlled by US DOT 
regulations in 49 CFR Part 171 and State regulations. To ensure compliance, NIH has merged 
the definitions and requirements of the various regulations into a single classification, Medical 
Pathological Waste (MPW), for internal NIH use. This unification simplifies employee 
understanding of requirements, and in meeting NIH procedures for MPW, the employee 
satisfies all the Federal and State Government regulations. 

MPW is defined as waste that because of, actual or perceived, presence of pathogenic agents 
requires containment or treatment to prevent occupational or environmental exposure. 
Pathogenic agents are bacteria, viruses, or other organisms that can cause diseases. Examples 
of MPW include microbiological cultures; clinical urine, fecal and blood specimens; tissue 
cultures; waste from surgical and autopsy suites; contaminated animal bedding; and "sharps". 
Sharps include needles, syringes, scalpels, razor blades and similar objects. Disposable 
clothing, paper towels, and sorbent materials contaminated or potentially contaminated with 
pathogenic agents are also classified as MPW. 

At NIH, MPW is packaged at the point of generation according to established procedures. It is 
sealed inside two thick opaque bags, and then packed in cardboard containers referred to as 
"MPW Boxes". Sharps are placed intact in puncture resistant plastic containers, before packing 
in the outer MPW Box. 
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Boxes are labeled for source and content and sent to designated pick-up locations inside 
buildings around the campus. MPW is stored under refrigeration at each of these designated 
locations. MPW is then picked up, inspected for potential radioactivity in Building 21, and 
marshaled in Building 25 for subsequent transport to off-site disposal. If radioactivity is found, 
the MPW is handled as radioactive waste, or treated until classifiable as MPW alone. 

About 40 tons of MPW is generated at the NIH Animal Center in Poolesville each year and 
transported to the campus. About 70 percent of the MPW is generated in the Clinical Research 
Center and is hospital related. 

In Fiscal Year 1994, NIH established an MPW minimization program that included employee 
and researcher training on MPW source reduction, management of materials and waste, and 
identification, packaging, and labeling of MPW. In the five years previous to FY 1994, NIH had 
generated MPW at an annual average rate of 1,895 tons. The annual average amount produced 
in FY 1994 through FY 1998 was about 1,200 tons, a 33 percent reduction from levels prior to 
the initiation of the minimization program. Through further minimization programs, annual 
generation has decreased an approximate 1,000 tons in the last five years (2007-2012), or 
about 45 percent of pre-1994 levels. This reduction has occurred while the number of 
researchers on campus has increased. 

The NIH intends to continue with the minimization program and further reductions are possible 
in smaller increments. It is expected that future MPW generation would be of the same order of 
magnitude or slightly less per worker. Since the new Clinical Center hospital would have fewer 
beds than the existing one, generation from this source would be anticipated to decline. 
Conservatively, it is anticipated that future MPW generation under the Master Plan would 
remain relative constant or decline slightly, although specific estimates are not given. 
Generation under the No Action Alternative would also continue to decline. Under the Master 
Plan Alternative, the campus MPW marshaling facility now in Building 25 on the south side of 
Building 11 would be relocated and Building 21 operations are to be relocated. 

3.12.3.4 Radioactive Waste 

The NIH is licensed by the US Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) to use, store, and 
dispose of radioactive materials. The license sets maximum possession limits for various 
radionuclides, as well as the conditions governing their use, storage and disposal. Activities 
involving radioactive material are controlled by the NRC through Federal Government 
regulations: 10 CFR Parts 19, 20, 30, and 35, and others. The NRC inspects all NIH facilities for 
compliance with the regulations on a regular basis. Applicable regulations of the U.S. DOT (49 
CFR Part 171) and U.S. EPA (40 CFR Part 60) also apply. 

Examples of radioactive waste generated by NIH's biomedical research activities include 
contaminated paper, plastics and glassware, radioactive liquids, liquid scintillation counting 
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fluids and vials, contaminated experimental or cleanup materials, and contaminated medical 
pathological waste, including patient care waste. 

Nearly all radioactive material used at NIH involves quantities of very low levels of radioactivity. 

Materials are generally in the form of labeled proteins and compounds. Examples of radioactive 
materials used are Hydrogen-3 (tritium), Carbon-14, Sulfur-35, and Phosphorous-32. Most of 
the radioactive materials used on the campus, with the exception of C-14 and H-3, have a half-
life of less than 100 days. 

Building 21 has laboratories designated for the use of radioactive materials with quantities of 
radioactivity higher than typically used in a standard laboratory. These laboratories have 
restricted access; fume hoods, and stringent contamination survey and control procedures. For 
the Master Plan moderate growth alternative and the maximum growth alternative, Building 21 
is proposed to be demolished and the operations relocated to new facilities. As a licensed NRC 
facility, Building 21 would need to be decommissioned according to NRC procedures. The new 
facility would need to be constructed to NRC standards and obtain the requisite permits to 
operate. 

Radioactive waste is sorted by physical form, chemical form, and half-life, if appropriate. Some 
radioactive waste that is contaminated with materials that have a short half-life (<100 days) may 
be stored until they are no longer radioactive, and only then disposed of as non-radioactive 
waste. Some radioactive wastes are treated and processed in Building 21. Waste that is not 
treated or processed on-site, is shipped to a NRC licensed commercial processing facility for 
treatment and disposal. 

The NIH is also licensed to dispose of aqueous liquid radioactive waste to the sanitary sewer, 
with specific concentration limits for each isotope and a total aggregate limit per year. In 
general, the total aggregate amount released for the year is significantly less than the permit 
aggregate total. All aqueous radioactive waste disposed in the sanitary system must meet all 
WSSC discharge criteria. Before each release occurs, WSSC is notified, and WSSC may have 
an inspector on the scene to observe the release. 

The amount of radioactive waste generated by NIH varies considerably from year to year 
depending on individual research projects using radioactive materials and the amounts they 
use. NIH initiated a rigorous radioactive waste minimization program in Fiscal Year 1998. 
Proposed research protocols are reviewed for alternatives to methods requiring radioactive 
materials, and when they are necessary, their absolute minimization. Prior to the program, NIH 
Bethesda generated an average 399 tons of radioactive waste per year from 1989 through 
1997. The annual generation has significantly reduced from pre-minimization program levels. 

Future generation is difficult to estimate. Research and waste handling organizations predict a 
long-term trend for lower use of radioactive materials in medical treatments and biomedical 
research. 
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3.12.3.5 Holding Tanks for Radioactive Wastes 

Liquid waste holding tanks with low-level radioactive isotopes are located in Building 21. There 
are multiple 2,200 gallon, radioactive waste underground holding tanks. These tanks are located 
within an enclosed reinforced concrete vault located inside the building where the tanks can be 
visually monitored. The radioactive liquids are held for analysis prior to release into the sanitary 
sewer system. 

3.12.3.6 Building 21 Complex Radioactive, Chemical and Multi-Hazardous Mixed 
Waste 

Before Building 21 can be demolished, it would be decommissioned according to all regulatory 
requirements and approvals. Waste material from building demolition would be handled and 
disposed of according to NRC requirements. Inspection and testing of the building and the soils 
under and around the building would be made by NRC prior to demolition, at points during 
demolition and after demolition. 

The RCRA permit allows NIH to have the capacity to store up to 26,360 gallons of liquid 
hazardous waste for subsequent treatment, transport, and disposal. This volume represents the 
cumulative capacity of Building 21 waste management facility, and is for operation of this facility. 

The actual amount of material on hand at any one time is less than this capacity since waste are 
shipped once a week to off-site treatment and disposal facilities. In the proposed Master Plan 
moderate growth alternative and the maximum growth alternative, Building 21 is proposed to be 
demolished and the operations relocated to new facilities. Building 21 as a licensed RCRA 
facility would need to be decommissioned according to NRC- RCRA procedures. The new 
facility would need to be constructed to RCRA standards and obtain the requisite permits. 

3.12.3.7 Chemical and Multi-Hazardous Mixed Waste 

Chemical waste consists of discarded non-radioactive chemicals, including hazardous and 
nonhazardous chemicals. Chemical waste includes items defined as Hazardous Waste (40 CFR 
261), Hazardous Substances (40 CFR 302.4), Hazardous Materials (49 CFR 171.8), and 
Controlled Hazardous Substances (26 COMAR 13.02.06). Chemical waste that is not regulated 
under Federal or State of Maryland Government regulations as hazardous, but which have toxic 
or hazardous waste characteristics, are considered to be hazardous waste by NIH. 
Nonhazardous chemical waste includes nonradioactive chemicals that are not regulated by any 
government agency as a hazardous waste. Examples of nonhazardous waste frequently 
encountered at NIH include most salts; sugars; agar; enzymes and nutrients used to formulate 
culture media; saline solutions; and silica and polyacrylamide gels. Most of the chemical waste 
at NIH consists of used, spent, or surplus chemicals. 
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Chemical waste generation at NIH follows no particular pattern. The average annual amount 
can range from 143 to 318 tons per year depending on individual and collective research 
programs that are underway at any given time. 

Some reductions per research worker are expected due to two predicted long-term biomedical 
research trends. The first trend is greater use of computers, replacing bench research protocols. 
Much of the research involving DNA and genetics can be done more efficiently on a 
computational basis. The second trend is greater use of miniaturization techniques in research 
protocols to control costs. Researchers must compete for NIH grants in terms of potential 
results and costs. The amount of chemicals needed and the waste produced are directly 
proportional to costs. With computation research and minimization, chemical and multi-
hazardous waste reductions are expected. 

Multi-Hazard waste is an NIH definition for a waste that meets the definition and properties of 
more than one of the restricted waste, which are MPW, radioactive waste, and chemical waste. 
Mixed waste is a combined chemical and radioactive waste and is therefore a subset of Multi-
Hazard waste. 

Examples of multi-Hazard waste are aqueous radioactive waste with trace levels of chloroform 
or heavy metals; radioactive methanol/acetic acid solutions from protein precipitations; 
phenol/chloroform mixtures used to extract DNA from radioactively labeled cells; and chemical 
or radioactive waste containing blood products. 

Amounts of Multi-Hazard/mixed waste are included within the chemical and radioactive waste 
totals. Prior to 1987, NIH conducted its hazardous waste activities under an "interim status" 
hazardous waste facility authorization from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Since 
that year, NIH has managed hazardous waste under terms and conditions established by an 
agreement with the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE). NIH has a Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) hazardous waste management facility-operating 
permit. The permit allows NIH to continue to: 

•	 Provide short-term storage of hazardous materials in approved containment until
	
disposal or preliminary treatment can be arranged,
	

•	 Chemically and physically treat hazardous waste to render it non-hazardous, reduce 
hazard, or reduce volume, 

•	 Provide longer-term storage of hazardous waste (mixed waste) for which off-site
	
disposal or treatment is currently unavailable, and
	

•	 Receive hazardous waste from off-campus NIH facilities for treatment and storage along 
with campus generated waste. 

Under the permit, NIH continues to operate under the same MDE hazardous waste treatment 
and storage regulations and criteria that have applied since 1987. Treatments include bulking, 
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blending, neutralization, and detoxification using carbon adsorption and ultraviolet peroxidation 
to reduce the amounts of hazardous waste or make them less hazardous. None of the treatment 
methods includes or involves on-campus incineration. 

In an average year, NIH generates about 5,000 different types of regulated and non-regulated 
hazardous waste items. The majority of discarded material is commercially available hazardous 
chemical products, or mixtures of these products with nonhazardous chemicals. The individual 
amounts produced at any one time in any experimental procedure are one liter or less. 
Approximately 150,000 vials and 50,000 small bottles containing expired or spent chemicals 
classified as hazardous are produced each year. 

The RCRA permit allows NIH to have the capacity to store up to 26,360 gallons of liquid 
hazardous waste for subsequent treatment, transport, and disposal. This volume represents the 
cumulative capacity of Building 21 waste management facility, and is for operation of this facility. 
The actual amount of material on hand at any one time is less than this capacity since waste are 
shipped once a week to off-site treatment and disposal facilities. In the proposed Master Plan 
moderate growth alternative and the maximum growth alternative, Building 21 is proposed to be 
demolished and the operations relocated to new facilities. Building 21 as a licensed RCRA 
facility would need to be decommissioned according to RCRA procedures. The new facility 
would need to be constructed to RCRA standards and obtain the requisite permits. 

If it is assumed that the chemical/hazardous waste per researcher remains constant in the 
future, then the amount generated under full Master Plan buildout is estimated to be about 172 
metric tons per year. Under the No Action Alternative, waste generation would stabilize around 
150 metric tons. 

3.12.3.8 Animal Waste 

Animal waste is classified as solid waste, MPW, or sanitary waste, as determined by waste 
characteristics. It consists of animal bedding with animal droppings, and wash down from daily 
cleaning of animal holding areas and cages. Research generally employs pathogen free healthy 
animals under the care of professionally trained animal husbandry and veterinary personnel. 
The animals are used in biomedical research frequently in a preliminary step before clinical 
trials on human patients. The research animals include mice, voles, rats, guinea pigs, rabbits, 
and nonhuman primates such as rhesus monkeys and macaques. Others include chickens, 
chinchillas, gerbils, frogs, and sea urchins. The many differing species are kept because each 
possesses some characteristic in terms of organs, function, or expected experimental response 
that closely approximates that of humans. 

Animals are housed in Buildings 14 and 28, and in other laboratory buildings around the 
campus. About 30 percent of all animals at NIH Bethesda are located in Buildings 14 and 28. 
Buildings 6B, 7, 10A, 37, 49 and 50 also have animal populations. Most of the new laboratory 
buildings have been designed to be “animal holding” compatible. Building 14 currently is the 
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location for the NIH Veterinary Resources Program. Other individual Institutes also have small 
veterinary programs. 

All animal facilities are reviewed and accredited triennially by the American Association for 
Accreditation of Laboratory Animal Care (AAALAC). The Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 
inspects vivarium facilities twice a year. Internal NIH groups also make frequent facilities 
inspections. 

Since it is a subset of other types of waste, no breakout or quantification of the amounts of 
animal waste generated is recorded. Animal waste amounts or volumes, however, are included 
within the general solid waste, MPW, or sanitary waste data given elsewhere in this report. 

Bedding material and animal droppings from diseased animals are managed as MPW or 
sterilized by heating to sufficient temperatures in a steam autoclave and disposed of as general 
solid waste. Bedding from healthy animals is disposed of as general solid waste. Wash down 
from areas housing healthy animals is routed to the sanitary sewer. 

3.12.3.9 Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) and Above Ground Storage Tanks 
(ASTs) 

NIH Bethesda campus utilizes Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) and Aboveground Storage 
Tanks (ASTs) registered with the Maryland Department of Environment Oil Control Program. 
UST and AST references are for fuel oil only. Other gases and liquids have containment tanks. 

The campus is listed by MDE to utilizes two 567,000 gallon heating oil USTs located on the 
west side of Building 11. Additionally, the campus is listed by MDE to utilize the following USTs: 
two 10,000-gallon heating oil USTs; two 10,000 gallon diesel USTs; a 10,000-gallon ethanol 
UST; a 10,000-gallon gasoline UST; a 5,000-gallon diesel UST; two 4,000-gallon diesel USTs; 
three 1,000-gallon diesel USTs; three 550-gallon diesel USTs; and a 600-gallon diesel UST. 
Fourteen USTs are reported to have been permanently out of use and/or removed from the 
ground. Information in regards to petroleum releases indicates two minor releases in the past 
three years, which were immediately contained with no contamination. In total the campus has 
18 USTs as listed above for powering boilers or fuel to power generators or vehicles. In addition 
there are 56 ASTs, which power emergency generators throughout the campus. 

MDE performs routine 3-year inspections on the USTs as part of their Oil Control Program. The 
tanks are required to meet the 1995 Underground Storage Tank regulations. Tank compliance 
inspections were not part of this study. All the tanks have been inventoried and inspected in 
2012. According to the inventory report there were two releases reported to MDE in the past 
three years. Per NIH, the report indicated that there was no contamination of the ground. 

The tanks and associated piping are regularly tested for tank tightness, in accordance with the 
Oil Control Program of MDE and Federal Government regulations. In both the Proposed Action 
and the Maximum Development Alternative, existing fuel oil tanks would be excavated and 
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replaced with new USTs with cathodic protection and leak detection devices. The large fuel 
tanks located to the north of Building 11 would be replaced when Boiler 7 is installed. Old tanks 
would be removed or decommissioned in accordance with Federal and State of Maryland 
regulations. NIH has completed a program to bring the current USTs on the campus into 
conformance with Federal (40 C.F.R. Part 280) and State regulations (COMAR 26.13). In the 
No Action Alternative, the existing fuel oil tanks would remain in service. 

Prior to demolition of buildings or land disturbance, further assessment will be made to verify the 
condition of the USTs and ASTs that may be present. Environmental Consultants will work with 
NIH representatives to confirm the presence and location of existing tanks. Given the record 
keeping of the NIH and the tracking and monitoring required by Federal Government and State 
of Maryland laws, the presence of unknown tanks are unlikely, but not impossible. 

NIH is studying a new location for the two main underground fuel tanks holding approximately 
567,000 gallons of No.2 fuel oil to provide additional stand-off distance and protective berms. 
The study includes a recommendation for fuel tank redundancy. The impacts will be the same 
for all the Alternatives 

3.12.3.10 Containment Tanks for Gases 

Many of the research laboratory buildings and Building 10 have bulk tanks for specialty gases 
including oxygen and liquid nitrogen, which are typically located above ground. Bulk oxygen and 
other volatile gas containment tanks require standoff clearances per the MDE regulations and 
also locations that allow ease of access for re-filling. Bulk gas containment tanks typically are 
fenced to prevent accidents. NIH follows all regulations and standard procedures for storing and 
handling volatile gases. 

Bulk Liquid Nitrogen tanks are typically positioned close to their use destination to reduce loss 
of temperature over distance. Liquid nitrogen displaces oxygen if it is spilled in an enclosed 
area. In exterior settings the safety concern would be freeze burns from touching liquid nitrogen. 
NIH follows all regulations and precautionary requirements for handling liquid nitrogen. 

3.12.4 Hazardous Materials 

3.12.4.1 Mercury in Plumbing Systems 

Mercury is a very common contaminant in wastewater plumbing and laboratory vacuum 
systems at NIH. In older biomedical facilities and laboratories much of this contamination is a 
legacy of past uses of mercury, primarily in thermometers and disposal of mercury containing 
spills and wastes via drains. Since elemental mercury (liquid metal) is very heavy – about 13.5 
times denser than water it rapidly settles in to the bottoms of traps, joints and other low areas of 
systems where it can reside for very long periods of time. NIH has published protocols for 
discovery and assessment of mercury contamination for their buildings. 
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3.12.4.2 Microbial Interaction with Mercury (Hg) 

Microbial interactions may increase the environmental toxicity of mercury contaminants released 
with wastewater and result in other subsidiary hazards. NIH has published protocols for 
discovery and assessment of mercury contamination for their buildings. 

3.12.4.3 Formaldehyde (CH2O) 

In accordance with OSHA Regulation 29 CFR 1910.1048, NIH has established a Formaldehyde 
Surveillance Program. The Technical Assistance Branch (TAB) of the Division of Occupational 
Health and Safety (DOHS) maintains the Formaldehyde Surveillance Program. For more 
information contact the TAB at (301) 496-3353. NIH has a formaldehyde surveillance program 
to identify and quantify exposure levels of workers potentially exposed to formaldehyde. This 
program covers all NIH locations. 

3.12.4.4 Ethylene Oxide (EtO) 

In accordance with OSHA Regulation 29 CFR 1910.1047, Ethylene Oxide, the NIH has 
established an Ethylene Oxide (EtO) Surveillance Program. In health care and research 
settings, EtO is commonly used for sterilizing medical supplies and equipment. At room 
temperature and normal atmospheric pressure, it is a colorless gas with a characteristic ether-
like odor. Ethylene oxide is both flammable and highly reactive. Laboratories using EtO that 
have not been evaluated should contact the DOHS, TAB to schedule an evaluation. 

3.12.4.5 Asbestos Containing Materials (ACM) 

Asbestos containing materials (ACM) may be present at the NIH as pipe, duct and equipment 
insulation; core material of Virginia Metal wall partitions; original wooden doors; acoustical 
ceiling plaster; ceiling tiles, duct mastic; floor tiles and their associated mastic; asbestos-cement 
sheets (Transite board) and spray-on fireproofing. These materials are most commonly found in 
mechanical rooms, pipe chases, stairwells and above suspended ceilings. 

The potential for ACM to release airborne fibers depends on its’ degree of friability. Friability is 
the ability of materials, when dry, to be crumbled, pulverized, or reduced to powder by hand 
pressure. The sprayed-on or troweled-on materials used, as acoustical plaster on ceilings or as 
fireproofing is considered friable and readily releases airborne fibers if disturbed. Materials such 
as vinyl-asbestos floor tiles are considered non-friable and do not release airborne fibers unless 
sanded or broken. Transite board can release fibers only if sawed, drilled or broken. 

Whenever suspect ACM are encountered in a work area at the NIH, the presence or absence of 
asbestos would be confirmed by sampling and analysis conducted by a specialty offsite 
contractor. 
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The Technical Assistance Branch (TAB), DOHS, maintains information regarding the NIH 
locations where the presence or absence of asbestos has been documented. 

The DOHS provides technical guidance on employee protection when disturbing asbestos, as 
well as coordination of collection and analysis of suspected asbestos containing materials. The 
DOHS also reviews asbestos abatement plans submitted by contractors and coordinates air 
monitoring of asbestos abatement projects to assess airborne levels and to provide re-
occupancy clearances. 

3.12.4.6 Lead (Pb) and Other Hazardous Materials 

Lead-based paint containing materials that remain within the structures scheduled for demolition 
or renovation, should be identified, tested and removed prior to demolition or renovation. It is 
understood, given the age of many of the buildings that lead based paint materials or other 
hazardous materials may be present within the structures (i.e., sub-grade sealants, enclosed 
wall or ceiling systems, flooring located below underlayment, etc.). As required under OSHA 
(29CFR 1926.1101) and EPA (40 CFR 61 subpart m) a survey for asbestos is required prior to 
renovation /demolition to be conducted in accordance with these regulations. Assessments for 
other materials including Lead Based Paint (LBP) and Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCB), heavy 
metals etc. should also be performed prior to renovation or demolition activity. 

All generators of spent fluorescent tubing, thermostats, and other mercury containing 
components are responsible for their proper disposal under the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA). The act specifies that unless you are a household, you are liable for 
proper disposal of mercury. Recycling is required unless site conditions restrict the removal of 
mercury containing articles. If mercury containing articles are not removed from the building 
prior to demolition activities, the EPA requires that representative samples of the waste stream 
be collected and analyzed using the EPA TCLP method. 

Certain landfills, municipal waste incinerators and disposal facilities would not accept mercury-
containing articles regardless of the TCLP analytical test results. Mercury containing lamps 
should be disposed at an EPA registered recycling center. 

With regard to refrigerant containing equipment, the EPA requires that any equipment be 
dismantled on-site prior to disposal must have its refrigerant recovered in accordance with 
EPA’s Refrigerant Recycling Rules (Section 608). However, equipment that typically enters the 
waste stream during demolition with the charge intact (e.g. air conditioners, refrigerators, and 
water fountains) is subject to special safe disposal requirements. Under the EPA requirements, 
the final party in the disposal chain (e.g. scrap metal recycler or landfill owner) is responsible for 
ensuring that refrigerants are recovered from equipment prior to final disposition. However, 
refrigerants can also be evacuated prior to disposal provided proper documentation of the 
evacuation is provided to the disposal facility. 
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4 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

4.1 SUMMARY 

Environmental Impacts present the impacts that would result from the proposed 2013 NIH 
Bethesda Campus Master Plan Development (Proposed Action), the Maximum Development 
Alternative and the No Action Alternative. The section also discusses appropriate measures to 
avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts that would result from the implementation of the actions. 

4.2 TOPOGRAPHY, GEOLOGY & SOILS IMPACTS 

Short-term temporary impacts to topography and soils at proposed building locations should be 
expected as a result of campus development and expansion. The proposed development would 
be expected to directly affect micro topography and soils as a result of clearing and grubbing, 
grading, excavation, placement of fill, compaction, and mixing. Additional temporary effects 
could result from erosion and associated sediment where soils are exposed due to removal of 
vegetative cover during construction. 

Potential impacts to the soils and groundwater can be expected with the significant amount of 
earthwork and soil disruption projected in the Proposed Action. The Maximum Development 
Alternative also has more significant grading proposed. The No Action Alternative has several 
new building projects, which would have grading, and the potential for soil erosion. Enforcement 
of measures to reduce soil erosion by either dust or stormwater runoff would be important in all 
three scenarios. 

4.2.1 Topography Impacts 

4.2.1.1 Proposed Action 

The proposed development under this alternative would affect the existing site topography 
significantly particularly with the removal of existing buildings that are built into hillsides and 
replacement new buildings which will similarly be placed on sloped grades. Impacts would be 
around the specific building project and affect the general area to provide positive drainage 
away from the buildings. Impacts, short term and site specific, would be temporarily adverse for 
topographic site disturbance. 

With the Proposed Action area for new development expected to affect an approximate 5-10 
acres per year, over the next 20 years there will be significant grading and potential for soil 
erosion. Impacts would be directly around the specific building project. Impacts, short term and 
site specific, would be temporarily adverse for topographic site disturbance. During construction 
and demolition operations, all protective measures to prevent soil erosion and sedimentation 
and control stormwater run-off would be required. 
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4.2.1.2 No Action Alternative 

The proposed development under this alternative would, in general, maintain the existing site 
topography. Impacts would be isolated to directly around the specific few building projects. 
Impacts would be minor, short term and site specific. During construction and demolition 
operations, all protective measures to prevent soil erosion and sedimentation and control 
stormwater run-off would be required. 

4.2.1.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

The proposed development under this alternative would affect the existing site topography 
significantly particularly with the removal of existing buildings that are built into hillsides and 
replacement with new buildings which will similarly be placed on sloped grades. Impacts would 
be around the specific buildings and affect the general area to provide positive drainage away 
from the buildings. Impacts, short term and project site specific, would be temporarily adverse 
for topographic site disturbance. 

With the Maximum Development Alternative, the proposed area for new development is 
expected to affect an approximate 10 acres per year. Over the next 20 years there will be 
significant grading and potential for soil erosion. Impacts would be directly around the specific 
project buildings. Impacts, short term and site specific, would be temporarily adverse for 
topographic site disturbance. During construction and demolition operations, all protective 
measures to prevent soil erosion and sedimentation and control stormwater run-off would be 
required around the specific building project. Impacts would be minor, adverse, short term and 
site specific. 

4.2.2 Geology and Soils Impacts 

4.2.2.1 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action site developments are primarily redeveloped existing sites. The 
topography contains steep and moderate slopes in many of the project areas. Over the twenty 
year period approximately 60 acres will be disturbed by demolition of existing buildings and 
construction of new facilities. Construction would require extensive grading and cut and filling 
operations. Additional site disturbance for trenching would occur during construction of the 
utilities that would be necessary to support the new facilities. The construction would require 
ground disturbance and would affect more than 5,000 SF of earth and would require an 
approved erosion and sediment control plan. The impact to the soils would be temporary. The 
impact of compaction of previously non-compacted soils would be a lower percentage as the 
majority of sites are previously developed. Geotechnical investigation would be required for 
each project to determine the level of groundwater and bedrock. 
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New roadways and new buildings planned for previous surface parking lots would affect soil 
compaction in those areas. Site berms required for the new waste handling facilities would 
provide an opportunity for relocating excavated soils. The removal of excavated soils would 
require significant truck haul away operations during construction, which would be a temporary 
adverse impact and site specific to the particular project. 

Some ground disturbance would occur as a result of construction operations and staging around 
the project sites. Soil erosion and sediment control measures would be implemented on the 
perimeter of the site, including the construction staging. The underlying geology of schist may 
necessitate removal of rock for projects that include below grade structures. Rock removal may 
affect the location of buildings and the construction procedures to minimize the impact of rock 
removal operations. In the event of rock removal the impacts will be significant, adverse and 
temporary. Rock removal would be conducted in accordance with Federal state and local 
government requirements and per safety regulations. 

Overall there would be some impacts on bedrock and for particular projects, temporary or 
permanent dewatering. Impacts on geology would be temporary. 

4.2.2.2 No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative includes buildings previously undeveloped sites. The construction will 
require ground disturbance and will affect more than 5,000 SF of earth disturbance and will 
require an approved erosion and sediment control plan. Interior renovations would not require 
ground disturbance, other than support utility trenching or other support utility tanks. The impact 
to soils and geology would be minor and temporary. 

4.2.2.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

The Maximum Development Alternative will also have considerable ground disturbance, similar 
to the Proposed Action, requiring geotechnical investigation prior to starting the projects and 
approved erosion and sediment control plans during construction. 

4.3 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES IMPACTS 

4.3.1 Tree & Vegetation Impacts 

In assessing the potential positive and negative impacts of the three master plan alternatives on 
campus trees and vegetation, several factors were considered. These include: changes in 
relevant policies, if any; the possible net loss or gain of trees and vegetation; loss of existing 
trees and or forest areas; and change in the campus land area available for planting 

Impacts from implementation of the three alternatives were found to be generally positive and 
NIH is and is likely to continue exceeding requirements. Procedures for mitigation for any 
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negative impacts to existing trees and vegetation are already in place through NIH policy, the 
campus wide Forest Conversation Plan and project specific protection and design processes. 

None of the three alternatives represent a departure from the policies in place or planned for in 
the current Master Plan. Current NIH tree, forest and vegetation policies would require ongoing 
protection, replacement and enhancement on a campus wide basis. The requirements for 
preparation and approval of forest conservation plans, which have been implemented since the 
last master plan would continue for the proposed individual projects. The current policies and 
plans would ensure that individual existing trees and forest areas would be preserved where 
possible, would be protected during construction. Any trees or forest areas removed would be 
replaced and/or mitigated. 

Current NIH policy is for no net loss of trees. This policy would continue under all three 
alternatives so that no alternative would result in a net decrease of trees or vegetation. The 
requirements for preparation and approval of forest conservation plans for individual projects 
would also continue. The current policies and plans ensure that individual existing trees and 
forest areas would be preserved where possible, and would be protected during construction. 

Tree losses would be dependent on the final configurations of the individual proposed projects 
in the Proposed Action and the Maximum Development Alternative, which would not be defined 
for years. Tree losses on individual projects would be determined when individual project site 
designs and tree conservation plans are prepared. Individual projects would also include 
mitigation and replacement plans and determine if any smaller trees could be salvaged through 
transplanting. The tree impacts and mitigation is known for the No Action Alternative as the 
proposed building projects are in a more developed state. 

Under the Proposed Action there would be about 5 percent net increase of open space creating 
about fifteen acres of new open space, which includes four acres of new green areas in the 
perimeter buffers. Under the No Action Alternative, no new open space would be created as the 
existing parking areas in the buffers would not be removed. There will be building demolition 
and tree removal associated with those projects. The Maximum Development Alternative would 
result in about a 3 percent net increase of open space thereby creating about eight acres of new 
open space, which also includes four acres of new green areas in the perimeter buffers. The 
extent of natural forested areas would increase as the naturalizing process continues in the no-
mow areas and the extent of natural areas increase for all three alternatives. 

4.3.1.1 Proposed Action 

A continued increase in the number of trees and forested areas is anticipated from ongoing 
planting and naturalizing programs. New construction projects would include new tree and shrub 
plantings. Any loss of existing trees would be evaluated on a project by project basis as the 
project proceeds. 
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Change in land area available for planting would increase about 4 acres in the perimeter buffer 
would occur as surface parking lots are removed and about 11 acres of other additional open 
space is anticipated elsewhere 

4.3.1.2 No Action Alternative 

A continued increase is anticipated through ongoing planting and naturalizing programs and a 
net gain of 159 to 164 is anticipated from the construction of the Porter Neuroscience Center 
Phase II and the Northwest Childcare Center 

4.3.1.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

A continued increase in the number of trees and forested areas is anticipated from ongoing 
planting and naturalizing programs. When new construction projects proceed, replacement trees 
would be provided. The Maximum Development will remove more trees during construction and 
demolition than the other two alternatives. The Maximum Development contains the same 
increase of about 4 acres in the perimeter buffer would occur as surface parking lots are 
removed and about 11 acres of other additional open space is anticipated elsewhere. 

4.3.2 Fauna and Habitat Impacts 

4.3.2.1 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action would conserve the campus perimeter buffer zones. While the NIH 
population is expected to increase by 3,000, this alternative focuses construction primarily on 
previously developed areas with the exception of the Northwest Child Care Center, which is also 
included in the No Action Alternative. Although there would be an increase in development, 
current NIH tree, forest and vegetation policies remain in place requiring ongoing protection, 
replacement, and enhancement. Tree losses would be determined on an individual project basis 
but policy prohibiting a net loss of tree and\or vegetative cover remains in place. Proposed 
Action also calls for an increase in open space area of roughly 15 acres, increasing the extent of 
naturally forested area. Impacts would be minor, adverse, long-term, and site specific. 

4.3.2.2 No Action Alternative 

The Porter Building is currently under construction and the Northwest Child Care Center is 
planned to start construction by 2013. The Northwest Child Care would be constructed within an 
existing cleared area north of Center Drive. The Child Care may require some tree clearing 
along the edge the existing wooded area located between Center Drive and Cedar Lane. 
Impacts would be minor, adverse, long-term, and site specific. Although the ongoing 
development calls for the demolition of approximately 60 trees, current NIH tree, forest and 
vegetation policies remain in place requiring ongoing protection, replacement, and 
enhancement. Policy prohibiting a net loss of tree and/or vegetative cover is maintained with the 
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addition of 159 to 164 trees anticipated, occurring with site development. Impacts would be 
minor, adverse, long-term, and site specific. 

4.3.2.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

The Maximum Development Alternate would conserve the campus perimeter buffer zones. 
While the NIH population would increase by 10,000, this alternative focuses construction on 
previously developed areas with the exception of the Northwest Child Care Center, which is 
described in the No Action Alternative. 

Current NIH tree, forest and vegetation policies remain in place requiring ongoing protection, 
replacement, and enhancement. The Maximum Development tree losses would be more 
significant than the other two actions. The tree losses would be determined on an individual 
project basis. The policy prohibiting a net loss of tree and/or vegetative cover remains in place. 
This alternative also calls for an increase in open space area of roughly 8 acres, increasing the 
extent of naturally forested area. Impacts would be minor, adverse, long-term, and site specific. 

4.3.3 Wildlife Impacts 

The NIH is committed to conserving as much as the natural environment as possible. Within the 
gates the NIH many animals and plants thrive. None of these plants or animals are listed on the 
Department of Natural Resources list of Endangered Species; the NIH takes special measures 
to keep habitat on campus. Running through the NIH campus is a renovated stream. The 
stream is home to many aquatic species like crayfish, blacknose dace, American toads, spotted 
salamanders and wood frogs. The stream is a vital source for more than the aquatic species; 
many birds and mammals located on campus utilize the stream. NIH has designated areas on 
campus as Forest Conservation Areas. In these areas, people are blocked from disturbing the 
species habitat. The area is allowed to grow independently and no landscaping or interaction 
occurs here. No-mow areas are also untouched by landscaping. No-mow areas are open land 
areas free of mowing, which allow natural grasses to flourish. The forest conservation areas and 
the no-mow land are ideal for small mammal habitat. The house mouse, white-footed mouse, 
deer mouse, least shrew, short-tail shrew and the Norway rat are all animals that use these 
habitats. Birds are also a large part of campus life. Whether the birds are transient or nesting, 
the NIH provides 87 bird boxes or bird homes. These boxes attract bluebirds, tree swallows, 
chickadees, house wrens, and Carolina wrens. Other larger mammals that seem to have found 
their niche on NIH campus are raccoons, opossum and white-tailed deer. 
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4.4 WATER RESOURCE IMPACTS 

4.4.1 Stream Characteristics and Flow Impacts 

4.4.1.1 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action decreases the amount of developed area on the campus from 42 percent 
to 40 percent. The amount of open space would increase from 58 percent to 60 percent. Under 
this alternate, N21, the New Administration Building, located at the site of existing Building 21, 
comes in close proximity to the stream channel of the NIH Stream. Based on the conceptual 
building layout, a direct impact to the NIH Stream could be avoided with planning. As the design 
progresses, the site plan needs to include stream protection. The demolition of existing Building 
21, which includes the decommissioning and removal of the radioactive waste holding tanks, the 
historical abandoned holding tanks and containment vault, has the potential for impacting the 
stream. There is a spring under the vault area of the building, which would require care and 
protection during demolition and construction activities. 

The construction of the Northwest Child Care facility requires the relocation of the existing 
concrete drainage channel. Since the concrete channel is a man-made conveyance system, 
there would be no impacts to the natural Water Resources. Additionally, with stormwater 
management treatment required for new development projects and demolition, improvements to 
water resources would be anticipated. 

With the proposed increase in overall campus open space and decrease in impervious area, 
water resources should be expected to show general signs of improvement. Due to the size of 
the proposed improvement in relationship to the overall watershed(s), the improvements would 
be minimal. The impacts from demolition and construction would be adverse, temporary during 
the periods of demolition and construction and local to the project sites. Other watershed 
impacts would be minor, adverse, long-term and local. 

4.4.1.2 No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative maintains the existing 58 percent of open space. The No Action 
Alternative does not impact the NIH Stream or Stony Creek. A portion of the concrete drainage 
channel behind the Northwest Child Care Center site, that carries flow of the North Branch, may 
require relocation for the construction of the Northwest Child Care facility. Since the concrete 
channel is a man-made conveyance system, there would be no impacts to the Water Resources. 

Although the No Action Alternative proposes new development the overall campus impervious 
area would not increase. Channel flow and stream characteristics are not anticipated to deviate 
from existing conditions. Impacts would be minor, adverse, long-term and local. 
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4.4.1.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

This decreases the amount of developed area on the campus from 42 percent to 40 percent. As 
such the amount of open space would increase from 58 percent to 60 percent. Under this 
alternate, as described in the Proposed Action, the demolition of existing Building 21could 
impact the NIH Stream, as could the proposed new building N21. Similar to the Proposed Action, 
the construction of the Northwest Child Care facility may require the relocation of the existing 
concrete drainage channel. The impacts would be the same as the Proposed action for the 
Building 21 and the Northwest Child Care Center projects. 

Similar to the Proposed Action the Maximum Development Alternative would increase in overall 
campus open space and decrease in impervious area, water resources should be expected to 
show general signs of improvement. However, due to the relative size of the proposed 
improvement in relationship to the overall watershed(s), the improvements would be minimal. 
Demolition and construction impacts would be adverse, temporary during the periods of 
demolition and construction and local to the project sites. Other watershed impacts would be 
minor, adverse, long-term and local. 

4.4.2 Water Quality Impacts 

Impacts under the Master Plan Proposed Action and the No Action Alternative are similar 
except for the volume of heated water released. To accommodate the expansion proposed in 
the Master Plan, the chiller plant capacity would increase from 43,000 to 80,000 tons. Heated 
water discharges are projected to increase from 300,000 to 560,000 gallon per day (gpd). 

As the Master Plan develops, it is assumed that Chillers 22 through 27 are committed, and 
would still be installed under the Building 11 Phase I expansion. This would increase the chiller 
capacity to 66,000 tons to meet increasing demands from existing and recently built buildings. 
This would increase the average daily discharge to about 460,000 gpd. 

NIH expects to apply for a new National Pollutant Discharge Elimination (NPDES) permit 
increasing the permitted discharge rate when it is necessary to accommodate the proposed new 
development. It is anticipated that the parameters set for temperature, chlorine content, and pH 
would remain the same. Since the releases under both alternatives must meet the criteria, it is 
expected that neither would produce significant water quality impacts as a result of power plant 
heated water releases 

For the Proposed Action, No Action and Maximum Development Alternatives, there would be an 
increase in chiller plant capacity. The specific increase would be determined as part of the 2013 
Master Utility Plan. All proposed developments would need to comply with the NPDES Permit 
and Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) requirements including any required mitigation. 
Impacts would be minor, adverse, long-term and local. 
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4.4.3 Stormwater Management Impacts 

The NIH Integrated Stormwater Management Plan (ISMP) is applicable to the all Master Plan 
Alternatives. For the most part, the Master Plan Alternates are generally constructed over 
existing developed, impervious areas and would be considered as “Redevelopment”. All 
development in the Master Plan in impervious areas, as defined by Building 10 pre-Hatfield 
CRC conditions, is considered as “redevelopment” for determining individual project Stormwater 
Management (SWM) requirements as outlined in the ISMP. 

Determination of necessary Master Plan site-wide Environmental Site Design (ESD) volumes is 
complex. In agreement with MDE, an assumption is made in the ISMP to simplify calculations, 
to ensure sufficient capacity for intermediate campus conditions and contingencies, and to avoid 
uncertainties about details at the future project level. Although the actual campus impervious 
area is projected to decrease or remain the same under the Master Plan Alternative 
developments, stormwater management would be required in accordance with the current 
federal and state SWM requirements and the ISMP. 

Future campus impervious surface area cannot be calculated with precision because the Master 
Plan is conceptual at this time. Actual impervious cover would be dependent on the design 
layout of the individual buildings, parking, roads, and sidewalks. Although the Master Plan would 
add over 4 million gsf of floor space under full build out conditions, approximate computations 
indicate there would be little or no net change in site imperviousness. This is due to the 
redevelopment goals, which replace existing low-rise one to three story facilities with mid-rise 
five to seven story structures and include a few high-rise structures. 

While there may be no net increase in the overall impervious area, stormwater management 
would still be required for each respective building project. For example, Redevelopment of a 
site with 10 acres of building and paving that would result in no change in physical impervious 
area would require the treatment or removal of 50 percent of the redeveloped areas or 5 acres 
in this example. This indicates a significant amount of site grading. 

4.4.3.1 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action slightly reduces the amount of developed land from 42 percent to 40 
percent and increases the amount of open space from 58 percent to 60 percent. Individual 
building projects would need to comply with all stormwater management permitting 
requirements at the time of construction. There is a sizeable amount of grading expected during 
construction and demolition activities. Impacts are expected to be minor, beneficial, long-term, 
site specific and local. 

4.4.3.2 No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative maintains the approximate land use conditions at the existing 2013 
conditions; with 42 percent developed land and 58 percent open space. Individual building 
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projects would need to comply with all stormwater management permitting requirements at the 
time of construction. Impacts are expected to be minor, beneficial, long-term, site specific and 
local. 

4.4.3.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

The Maximum Development Alternative slightly reduces the amount of developed land, similar 
to the Proposed Action percentages. The Maximum Development has considerably more total 
grading, demolition and construction than the Proposed Action. Individual building projects 
would need to comply with all stormwater management permitting requirements at the time of 
construction. Impacts are expected to be minor, beneficial, long-term, site specific and local. 

4.4.4 Aquatic Habitat Impacts 

In summary, the impact assessment for each of the three alternatives on Aquatic Habitat is as 
follows: 

4.4.4.1 Proposed Action 

Proposed Action increases the campus population by 3,000 persons while preserving the 
current land use conditions with minimal changes to the developed and open space areas. Due 
to the state’s stormwater management treatment requirements, the Aquatic Habitat should be 
expected to improve over time. However, due to the size of the proposed improvement in 
relationship to the overall watershed(s), the impacts are expected to be minor, adverse, long-
term, and local. The main impact would occur with the demolition and construction activities. 

4.4.4.2 No Action Alternative 

This Alternative maintains the current land use conditions with minimal changes to the 
developed and open space areas. The Aquatic Habitat should be expected to improve with 
stormwater management treatment per the state requirements. Due to the size of the proposed 
improvement in relationship to the overall watershed(s), the impacts are expected to be minor, 
adverse, long-term, and local. 

4.4.4.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Maximum Development increases the campus population by 10,000 persons while preserving 
the current land use conditions with minimal changes to the developed and open space areas. 
Implementation of the state’s stormwater management treatment should improve the Aquatic 
Habitat. The impacts are expected to be minor, adverse, long-term, and local given the overall 
size of the campus watershed. The main impact would occur with the demolition and 
construction activities and would extend for a longer period than the Proposed Action, as there 
are more projects. 
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4.4.4.4 Wetland Impacts 

Since no wetlands are present, impacts are not applicable for the Proposed Action, the No 
Action Alternative or the Maximum Development Alternative. 

4.4.5 Flood Plain Impacts 

4.4.5.1 Proposed Action 

In accordance with Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, this alternative proposes 
to construct N21, the New Administration Building, at the site of existing Building 21, which is in 
close proximity to the stream channel of the NIH Stream. The proposed improvements for this 
new Administration Building appear to avoid impacts to the NIH Stream floodplain located 
directly to the west of the proposed building. However, a detailed floodplain study should be 
conducted as part of the development of the New Administration Building. Floodplain avoidance 
should be considered. If floodplain avoidance is not feasible, the necessary mitigation and 
permitting measures should be implemented. Impacts are expected to be negligible, adverse, 
long-term, and site specific. This is also true for the Maximum Development Alternative. 

4.4.5.2 No Action Alternative 

In accordance with Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, this alternative does not 
propose construction of non-stormwater management facilities in the floodplain nor do they 
support floodplain development within the campus or outside of the campus. The addition of the 
proposed improvements under this alternative is expected to have negligible, adverse, long-
term, and site specific impacts. 

4.4.5.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Similar to the Proposed Action, this alternative proposes to construct the New Administration 
Building at the location of existing Building 21. The consequences would be the same. 

4.4.6 Coastal Zone Impact 

Since the NIH Bethesda campus is not located within an area governed by the Maryland 
Coastal Zone Management Program, impacts to the coastal zone are not applicable to any of 
the considered Alternatives. 

4.4.7 Construction Sedimentation/Siltation Impacts 

4.4.7.1 Proposed Action 

Construction sedimentation and potential siltation would be encountered with a projected 
disturbed site area of 3,771,980 GSF for the demolition and redevelopment new construction. 
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Disturbance would be significant and would generally occur around each individual site. Erosion 
control measures would be used to mitigate impacts in accordance with the NIH Sediment and 
Erosion Control protection policy, the Maryland Erosion and Sediment Control Guidelines for 
State and Federal Government projects, and the 2011 Maryland Standards and Specifications 
for Erosion and Sediment Control. Impacts are expected to be significant, short-term, adverse 
and site specific. 

4.4.7.2 No Action Alternative 

Less construction sedimentation and potential siltation would be encountered with 292,450 GSF 
of disturbed site area for demolition and redevelopment new construction. Disturbance would 
generally occur around each individual site. Erosion control measures would be used to mitigate 
impacts in accordance with the NIH Sediment and Erosion Control protection policy, the 
Maryland Erosion and Sediment Control Guidelines for State and Federal projects, and the 
2011 Maryland Standards and Specifications for Erosion and Sediment Control. Impacts are 
expected to be minor, short-term, adverse, and site specific. 

4.4.7.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Construction sedimentation and potential siltation would be encountered with a projected 
disturbed site area of 5,092,019 GSF for the demolition and redevelopment new construction. 
The amount of disturbance is significant and more than the Proposed Action. Disturbance would 
generally occur around each individual site. Again, erosion control measures would be used to 
mitigate impacts in accordance with the NIH Sediment and Erosion Control protection policy, the 
Maryland Erosion and Sediment Control Guidelines for State and Federal projects, and the 
2011 Maryland Standards and Specifications for Erosion and Sediment Control. Impacts are 
expected to be significant, short-term, adverse, and site specific. 

4.5 AIR QUALITY IMPACTS 

4.5.1 Traffic Emissions 

Traffic is expected to be the primary mobile source of air emissions at or near the campus. 
Mobile air emissions for the campus at this time are expected to originate from vehicles 
associated with visitors, commuter transportation, employee parking, commercial delivery, and 
construction vehicles. Rockville Pike traffic contributes about two-thirds of the total CO due to 
higher traffic volume. Future traffic generated CO concentrations were predicted to be less than 
2003 concentrations in all Alternatives due to projected vehicle emission rate reductions. Based 
on predicted values, the one and eight-hour average National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) CO concentrations would not be exceeded and no impacts are expected for any of the 
proposed Alternatives. 
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For the increased traffic reported to be associated with Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC), 
the Maryland State Highway Administration has proposed improvements to the intersections for 
West Cedar Lane and Jones Bridge Road along Rockville Pike; Connecticut Avenue and Jones 
Bridge Road; and West Cedar Lane and Old Georgetown Road. Widened road paths on West 
Cedar Lane and Jones Bridge Road have also been performed. Funding has also been 
proposed for a pedestrian underpass from the Medical Center Station and Metro station to 
Walter Reed National Military Medical Center (WRNMMC) to increase pedestrian’s ability to 
access each facility. This effort would reduce the use of shuttle or taxi usage and vehicle 
exhaust from idling traffic at the intersections, and improve air quality. 

Table 4-1: Predicted Worst Case Traffic CO Concentrations 

Year/Case 
Site 1: 
1-Hour 
Average 
(ppm) 

Site 1: 
8-Hour 
Average 
(ppm) 

Site 2: 
1-Hour 
Average 
(ppm) 

Site 2: 
8-Hour 
Average 
(ppm) 

2002 Conditions: Traffic 1.8 1.4 1.2 0.7 

2002 Conditions: Background 3.3 2.3 3.3 2.3 

2002 Conditions: Total 5.1 3.7 4.5 3.0 

2013 Master Plan: Traffic 3.0 2.4 1.8 1.4 

2013 Master Plan: Background 2.0 1.4 2.0 1.4 

2013 Master Plan: Total 5.0 3.8 3.8 2.8 

4.5.2 Commercial Vehicle Inspection Facility Impacts 

By 2033, with full Master Plan build out, CVIF traffic volumes were expected to increase by 
about 26 percent. Overall vehicle emission factors are predicted to decline with the expected 
increase in mass transit use, more electric and natural gas powered vehicles, as well as 
improvements in vehicle emission control technologies. Expectations also consider the 
continued Traffic Management Plan by NIH, which encourages reduced number of trips by 
contractors and employees. However, this is based on broad assumptions and would be subject 
to change. There were no reported sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the CVIF. 

The maximum effect of CO from CVIF vehicles occurs when the wind blows from the east 
across the vehicles at the front of the queues at the stop line. In this case, the peak one-hour 
average CO concentration is 1.4 ppm. CVIF vehicles contribute 1.1 parts per million (ppm), and 
Rockville Pike traffic contributes 0.3 ppm. The 1.1 ppm contribution from CVIF idling vehicles is 
constant all along the west side of the inspection area as long as all four inspection lanes are 
occupied when the wind is blowing from the east. The results were reported to be below the 3.5-
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ppm one-hour average and 9 ppm eight-hour average national standards. The maximum CVIF 
vehicle contribution to a receptor at NIH Building 6A was reported to be 0.1 ppm, therefore, no 
impacts were expected based on these values. 

Table 4-2: Predicted Total CO Concentrations 

Area 
2003 Baseline 
1-Hour Average
(ppm) 

2003 Baseline 
8-Hour Average
(ppm) 

2033 
Predicted 
1-Hour Average 
(ppm) 

2033 Predicted 
8-Hour Average
(ppm) 

CVIF 
Contribution 1.1 1.1 1.38 1.38 
Rockville/Wilson 
Contribution 0.3 0.2 0.378 0.252 

Background 3.3 2.3 4.158 2.89 

Total 4.7 3.6 5.91 4.52 

4.5.3 Parking Emissions 

Two parking structures (MLP-6 and MLP-8) were previously studied as part of the emission 
analysis for CO concentrations. Their combined capacity is 2,531 spaces, about 26 percent of 
the campus total and would continue in service for the all the considered Alternative Plans. The 
Plan’s long-term goal is to maintain effective parking at a rate of 0.5 parking spaces per NIH 
employee and 16 percent with visitor parking. 

During the development of the 1995 Master Plan EIS five sites were analyzed for the maximum 
or "worst case" one-hour average CO concentrations. It was determined that Site 3 (located 
between MLP-8 and McKinley Street) was subject to the highest overall CO concentrations. 
Resultant estimated CO concentrations indicated that Levels 3 and 4 of the parking garages 
contributed virtually all of the CO concentration at the receptor since they have both the highest 
traffic volumes and the least elevation differential with the receptor. The greatest level of 
vehicular exits was reported between the hours of 3pm and 5pm ranging from 249 to 550 exits. 
The peak hour was reported at 4pm. 

As of 2012 there were 10,528 parking spaces on campus. Future vehicle volumes are expected 
to decrease from a land area of parking at 10 percent existing conditions in 2003 to 9 percent in 
2013. Minimal development efforts predicted from 2013 to 2033 indicate that the land area of 
parking would consist of 9 percent of the total campus land area. Redevelopment or Maximum 
Development efforts would consume 5 percent of the land area. 
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Parking space supply is expected to increase from existing 10,528 spaces in 2012 to 15,297 
under the Maximum Development Alternative. Future vehicle volumes and physical parameters 
generally remain similar under the proposed Alternatives and the No Action Alternative as the 
MLP operates at capacity conditions in all cases. Additions of future parking structures have not 
been estimated to consider the number of spaces that would be provided. However, generated 
CO concentrations are expected to possibly decline overall. This is due solely to the model 
including U.S. EPA projected reductions in individual vehicle emission rates over time. 

NIH continues to provide carpools and vanpools for visitors within close proximity of the campus 
buildings. NIH has also implemented a Transhare Program, paid parking for visitors, internal 
and external shuttle bus routes and services, and promotes alternate work schedules for its 
employees. Biannual traffic counts at campus access points indicate that single occupancy 
vehicles at NIH have decreased by more than 30 percent. NIH generated vehicles currently on 
the roads that surround the campus are reported to be below the 1991 baseline numbers aside 
from the growth of NIH’s population. Based on the available information, mobile source 
emissions do not appear to have significant impacts for the proposed Alternative plans. 

4.5.4 Stationary Source 

4.5.4.1 Central Steam Plant Emissions 

The main stationary source, or point, for emissions on campus is the central heating plant in 
Building 11 where steam is generated for heating of the campus buildings. Steam is also utilized 
for humidity control, sterilization of equipment, cleaning of animal areas, and at the lab benches. 

Previous sources of sulfur oxides, nitrogen dioxides, and suspended particulate matter were 
associated with the combustion of fuel in the boilers at the central heating plant. In 1994, NIH 
implemented a program to reduce emissions by converting boilers to use natural gas. In 
addition, stack heights were increased to improve emission dispersion and thus a reduction in 
the concentration of emitted pollutants. 

The annual NOx emissions from the NIH central heating plant are limited to 55.6 tons for the 
COGEN unit and 81.7 tons for boilers 1 through 5, or a total 137.3 tons. The NOx emissions in 
2011 were 81.16 tons per the Criteria Air Pollutions Emissions Certification Report provided by 
NIH. This within the prescribed limits as stated above. Use of the power within NIH and the 
immediate neighborhood virtually eliminates distribution losses, and creates additional NOx 
reductions. Driving the chillers using steam generated by the plant boilers also reduces regional 
emissions. 

Computer stack plume dispersion modeling previously estimated the atmospheric dispersion 
and resultant concentrations of pollutants at selected receptors in the vicinity of emission 
sources. The resultant estimated receptor concentrations were reported in the 2003 EIS data 
findings and include adjustments for the trend lines in the MDE 2002 Maryland Air Quality 
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Report. Based on the reported findings, the total existing and projected pollutant concentrations 
met the NAAQS criteria in each of the proposed Alternatives. 

4.5.4.1.1 Proposed Action 

Based on the utility capacity and future plans for peak demand, the Proposed Action would 
result in an estimated 1,099,179 pounds per hour (pph) of steam production. The Proposed 
Action plan would also require the addition of one boiler similar to the COGEN (Boiler 6) at 
1,000,000 pph steam, and the addition of one chiller at a 5,000 ton capacity. 

4.5.4.1.2 No Action Alternative 

Based on the utility capacity and proposed future plans for peak demand, the No Action 
Alternative plan would result in an estimated 880,641 pph of steam production. This is the least 
steam demand option presented. 

4.5.4.1.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

The maximum development alternative would require more need for steam production and the 
addition of additional facility equipment to supply the demand. Based on the utility capacity and 
proposed alternative plans for peak demand, Maximum Development Alternative plan would 
result in an estimated 1,204,903 pph of steam production. This would require the addition of a 
boiler with a similar capacity of Boiler 5 at 200,000 pph of steam and the addition of two chillers 
for a total capacity increase of 10,000 tons. 

4.5.4.1.4 Pollutant Emission Factors 

The use of the pollutant emission factors shown in Table 4-3 produces conservatively high 
emission estimates. Actual plant emission factors based on annual stack tests for Boilers 1 
through 5 are generally less than the computed values. Since the units have different pollutant 
emission factors for each type of fuel, actual or estimated emissions depend on which unit is 
used and the amount of steam produced by each unit using each fuel type. A simulated annual 
plant operation that would meet the projected steam demands of each alternative and assess 
compliance to Title V NOx emission limits under each of the Master Plan Alternatives is shown 
in Table 4-4. 
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Table 4-3: Emission Factors for Estimating Boiler Plant Pollutant Emissions 
(Lb. of pollutant/mm BTU) 

Emission 
Type 

Boilers 
1-5 
No. 2 
Oil 

Boilers 
1-5 
Natural 
Gas 

COGEN 
1 
Natural 
Gas 

COGEN  
2 
No. 2 
Oil 

COGEN 
2 
Natural 
Gas 

Boiler 7 
(FUTURE)
No. 2 Oil 

Boiler 7 
(FUTURE)
Natural 
Gas 

Carbon 
Monoxide 
(CO) 

0.0779 0.0739 0.0243 0.004 0.007 0.07796 0.0739 

Sulfur 
Dioxide 
(SO2) 

0.0507 0.0006 0.00066 0.054 0.00066 0.051 0.0006 

Particulate 
Matter 
(PM-10) 

0.0143 0.0062 0.021 0.015 0.007 0.00929 0.00745 

Volatile 
Organic 
Compounds 
(VOCs) 

0.00143 0.00278 0.0014 0.002 0.003 0.00446 0.00423 

Nitrogen
Oxides 
(NOx) 

0.130 0.050 0.0442 0.120 0.120 0.10243 0.02427 

(1) At 107,000 lb./hr and no supplemental HRSG firing. 
(2) At 180,000 lb./hr with supplemental HRSG firing. 

Additional simulated annual plant operations may be developed as part of the 2013 MUP. In all 
projections, natural gas is a preferential fuel because it produces less NOx and other pollutants 
per pound of steam generated when compared to oil. Oil is generally used when Washington 
Gas curtails the gas supply, and demands outside NIH are high. Curtailment is also coincident 
with high campus steam demand. Gas was curtailed at least in part on 38 days (840 total hours) 
in 2003, and NIH used oil exclusively during these periods. Although oil was used for less than 
10 percent of the year, nearly 17 percent of the annual steam production was generated using 
this fuel. The Title V operating permit NOx limit would be met in both cases under the assumed 
conditions. These projections would be evaluated and adjusted as needed after the completion 
of the 2013 MUP. 
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Table 4-4: Projected Annual Emissions (Tons Per Year) for 2033 

Emission Type 
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Carbon Monoxide 
(CO) 8.6 128.9 10.9 163.8 11.9 178.9 

Sulfur Dioxide 
(SO2) 5.6 1.0 7.2 1.3 7.8 1.5 

Particulate Matter 
(PM-10) 1.0 13.0 1.3 16.5 1.4 18.0 

Volatile Organic
Compounds 

(VOCs) 
0.5 7.4 0.6 9.4 0.7 10.2 

Nitrogen Oxides 
(NOx) 11.3 42.3 14.4 53.8 15.7 58.7 

Actual emissions would vary from the projected estimates, either up or down, depending on 
several conditions. NIH would have some latitude in controlling overall annual emissions, 
particularly in the Maximum Development Alternative Master Plan case. The proposed Boiler 7 
and the existing COGEN unit produce less NOx than Boilers 1 through 5 per pound of steam 
produced. Maximization of the amount of steam generated by these units over the year would 
lower the annual amount of NOx generated for a fixed steam demand. 

Steam drive would be most effective during the summer months. Since the overall summer 
campus chilled water demand is higher, the chiller steam load would be uniform over time. 
Operation at 15,000 tons would reduce electric power consumption by an 8,850 kWh necessary 
for electrical drive. Most of the power delivered to the campus is generated in commercial power 
plants fueled by coal or oil, which produce higher amounts of NOx than natural gas per BTU of 
heat generated. Further, more than one kilowatt of power must be generated at the distant plant 
to delivery one kilowatt to the customer due to transmission line losses. NOx emissions factors 
using bituminous coal can range from about 0.20 to 0.85 lbs/mm BTU depending on combustion 
unit characteristics, and emission controls. The entire range of emission factors for coal is far 
above those for natural gas. 
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Generation of electric power in the COGEN unit, in effect, substitutes natural gas for coal and oil 
as the power generation fuel. On a regional basis, NOx emissions are reduced by a factor of 
four or more for each kW generated by the NIH plant. Use of the power within NIH and the 
immediate neighborhood virtually eliminates distribution losses, and creates additional NOx 
reductions. Driving the chillers using steam generated by the plant boilers also reduces regional 
emissions. 

4.5.4.2 Laboratory Emissions 

In contrast to vehicles or the boiler plant where emissions are limited to a few combustion 
products, laboratory emissions can have a multitude of potential components. These 
components and their concentrations vary from day to day depending on the collective 
experimental protocols. The pollutant emission volumes of any one researcher are small, since 
the amount of chemicals or biological materials handled at any one time is small. Quantities 
handled at any time are generally contained with beakers, phials and Petri dishes. Biological 
materials may consist of tissue, DNA, or body fluid samples that are kept in refrigerators when 
not in active use. Until recently, although they would be locked at the discretion of the 
researcher, Biosafety Level 1 and 2 laboratories were otherwise accessible to anyone because 
there are no significant hazards or expected air emissions. 

Safe air quality levels must be maintained not only for the general public, outside the laboratory, 
but also the workers and visitors within the building itself. This is accomplished through national 
building and mechanical codes that set ventilation requirements. These requirements are used 
for the design and construction of university laboratories and biomedical research facilities in the 
private sector throughout the US. 

Since the amount and character of potential pollutant generation vary, the codes that apply to it 
are based on the principle of massive dilution and the number of laboratory hoods or stations is 
not yet predicted, the overall dispersion cannot be calculated. 

However, verification should be made that adequate clean fresh outside air is being supplied to 
the occupied spaces of the building, especially in light of occupancy requirements or operational 
use of each space. The current American Society of Heating and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(ASHRAE) recommendation is 20 Cubic Feet per Minute (CFM) of outside air per person. 

Further dilution of ventilation from sources would be expected to occur once roof top emissions 
are released due to atmospheric dispersion in both the horizontal and vertical direction. The 
magnitude of this dispersion is several million-fold. As a parallel example, it is estimated that 
traffic on Rockville Pike, Old Georgetown Road, and West Cedar Lane produces about six tons 
of carbon monoxide per day solely on those links adjacent to the campus. But the contribution of 
this traffic to the carbon monoxide at residences adjacent to the roadways is measured in terms 
of a few parts per million (ppm), or micrograms per cubic meter. 
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Further operational and ventilation requirements are set for Biosafety Level 3 and 4 laboratories. 
If necessary, experimental work is done in sealed chambers with built-in hand access that are 
within the laboratory room. Codes and standards require the laboratory room to be kept at a 
“negative” or lower air pressure in relation to the building as a whole to contain any release of 
material to the room itself. The codes also require all air exhausted from Biosafety Level 3 and 4 
laboratories to pass through High Efficiency Particulate Arresting (HEPA) air filters before 
release. These filters reduce particles down to the 0.1-micron level from outflowing air content. 
Materials removed include dust, smoke, spores, bacteria, and viruses. 

Minor and temporary increases in air pollution are expected as a result of construction activities 
associated with demolition and/or development efforts. These sources may be dust and 
emissions from construction equipment and vehicles. These increases are expected to be 
sporadic and minimal. All compliances to releases of hazardous materials such as lead or 
asbestos should comply with Federal and State regulations. 

4.6 GREENHOUSE GAS EMMISIONS 

Based on the proposed alternative plans, increases in energy usage are proposed to increase 
by approximately 20 percent under the Proposed Action and by 40 percent under the Maximum 
Development Alternative. This would result in an approximate increase in CO2e emissions by 
39,060 tons and 93,745 tons, respectively for each alternative, the Proposed Action and 
Maximum Development Alternative plans with no changes to providing sustainable energy. 
However, through NIH’s Strategic Sustainability Performance Plan, a reduction of Scope 1 and 
2 emissions are proposed for a 10.4 percent reduction by 2020 through a combination of energy 
reduction activities and use of renewable resources. The overall reduction is proposed to be a 
22.9 percent reduction in overall energy per square foot. The goal is further reached by their 
efforts to reducing petroleum use in their fleet vehicles; increasing use of alternative fuels; 
optimize the use of vehicles; and increasing use of low emission and high fuel economy 
vehicles. 

Onsite production and off-site purchases are proposed to increase the use of renewable energy 
by 7.5 percent by 2020. A 30 percent reduction of petroleum based fuels in the fleet and 
increasing alternative fuel usage by 30 percent is expected by 2020. CO2e greenhouse gas 
emissions are proposed to reduce by 10.4 percent by 2020. NIH has established a sustainable 
building program to include sustainability through the management of building design, 
construction, renovation, procurement, landscape, energy, water, waste, emissions, 
transportation, human health, and productivity. NIH proposes to implement several design 
mandates to achieve zero-net energy by 2030. 
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4.7 NOISE IMPACTS 

4.7.1 Traffic Noise 

Traffic noise predictions were previously determined which included information on traffic 
volumes, mix and speeds, and roadway and receptor geometry as inputs and data for the peak 
PM hour was used. 

4.7.1.1 Proposed Action 

Traffic generated by implementation of this plan is not expected to create noise impacts on the 
surrounding neighborhoods. Noise levels may increase by 2 dBA or less under this 
development plan. One or two dBA differences are not considered readily discernible to the 
human ear. Traffic volumes must double or halve to produce a 3-dBA increases or decrease, 
respectively. Even with projected non-NIH growth in the Bethesda CBD and Rockville Pike 
corridor, traffic volumes are not expected to double. 

Predicted noise levels are typical for urban arterials and collector-distributor roadways. Future 
noise levels were proposed to remain unchanged. This includes areas within approximately 600 
feet of Rockville Pike, Old Georgetown Road, and Cedar Lane. 

Vehicles associated with the Gateway Center garage and the Commercial Vehicle Inspection 
facility was included in the analysis. They are not reported to have an impact on noise levels 
because they comprise only a fraction of the total traffic. 

4.7.1.2 No Action Alternative 

Traffic generated by implementation of this plan is not expected to create noise impacts on the 
surrounding neighborhoods. Future noise levels were proposed to remain unchanged. 

Vehicles associated with the Gateway Center garage and the Commercial Vehicle Inspection 
facility was included in the analysis. They are not reported to have an impact on noise levels 
because they comprise only a fraction of the total traffic. 

4.7.1.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Traffic generated by implementation of the Maximum Development Plan is not expected to 
create noise impacts on the surrounding neighborhoods. Noise levels may increase by 2 dBA. 
One or two dBA differences are not considered readily discernible to the human ear. Traffic 
volumes must double or halve to produce a 3-dBA increases or decrease, respectively. Even 
with projected non-NIH growth in the Bethesda CBD and Rockville Pike corridor, traffic volumes 
are not expected to double. 
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Predicted noise levels are typical for urban arterials and collector-distributor roadways. Future 
noise levels were proposed to remain unchanged. This includes areas within approximately 600 
feet of Rockville Pike, Old Georgetown Road, and Cedar Lane. 

Vehicles associated with the Gateway Center garage and the Commercial Vehicle Inspection 
facility was included in the analysis. They are not reported to have an impact on noise levels 
because they comprise only a fraction of the total traffic. 

4.7.2 Mechanical Source Noise 

Data presented in a 2013 study (Colin, Gordon and Associates; 2007) indicated that out of more 
than 200 separate mechanical sources evaluated, exhaust stacks are the source of the loudest 
noise onsite. The most significant of the stacks are on located on Buildings 10, 33, 35, 36, 37, 
and 41. 

Other significant noise sources are mechanical room / penthouse louvers, including those on 
buildings 10, 14, 33, 35, 40, and 50. These are often difficult to measure however as not all 
louvers can be accessed from the outside. Some source sound power spectra are estimated 
based on other buildings or knowledge of the equipment in the penthouse. Other important 
sources include air handling units and exhaust fan casings. Some of these are particularly loud 
including a few on top of building 6B. 

A significant noise source identified during the 2005-07 study was the co-generation (COGEN) 
facility at Building 11. This facility includes cooling towers and exhaust stacks. Although louvers 
were installed along the south face of the facility many of these have since been removed. (It is 
not clear at this time if removal of the louvers has had much impact on the noise.) Only two or 
three of the cooling towers were operating at the time of the December study. 

Total plant noise varies incrementally with the number of units in service. Observation of the 
monitored noise levels and field conditions indicated that the NIH chilled water plant produced 
different noise impacts at different times. Except for summer, noise produced by the plant during 
the daytime was submerged within the overall noise environment. Then, the plant was not a 
primary contributor. During summer months, when temperatures exceed 90° F, plant noise 
increases as the number of units in service increase. During the day, plant noise is equivalent to 
all other noise sources combined in terms of loudness. It is during the summer nighttime when 
plant noise becomes most evident. Although the plant produces less noise during the night time 
hours than during the day, the noise from all other sources decreases to a greater extent, and 
plant noise becomes the dominant or loudest contributor to the overall noise environment. 

4.7.2.1 Proposed Action 

Under the redevelopment plan, noise from Building 11 would be expanded and two additional 
boilers and three additional chillers would likely be required. The additional noise sources would 
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add to the noise, however, additional acoustical louvers could be installed properly to minimize 
the effect. 

It has been reported based on the previous studies that noise generated by the plant would 
contribute significantly less to the total noise environment. It is only when all cooling tower units 
are running that the combined or cumulative noise produced becomes significant. 

Leq noise levels on the north side of Building 14 would be high and operation of individual tower 
units may make a difference in the noise environment. However, when the plant operates at 
less than capacity, the Leq noise level and the noise generated by cooling towers associated 
with the chillers would increase under this Alternative. The addition of one chiller similar to those 
already installed may be installed, based upon the preliminary analysis previously performed. 

The Redevelopment plan proposes replacing Building 14. The north wall of the new Building 
N14 would be about 130 to 140 feet from Building 11. The projected maximum future Leq noise 
level at Building N14 is 65 dBA, an acceptable level in an urban environment. This would occur 
under high summer temperature conditions. 

4.7.2.2 No Action Alternative 

Under the minimum development plan, noise from Building 11 would be expanded one 
additional boiler and one additional chiller would likely be required. The additional noise sources 
would add to the noise, however, additional acoustical louvers could be installed properly to 
minimize the effect. 

It has been reported based on the previous studies that noise generated by the plant would 
contribute significantly less to the total noise environment. It is only when all cooling tower units 
are running that the combined or cumulative noise produced becomes significant. 

Leq noise levels on the north side of Building 14 would be high and operation of individual tower 
units may make a difference in the noise environment. However, when the plant operates at 
less than capacity, the Leq noise level at any point opposite the center of a single operating 
tower cell would continue permanently under the No Action Alternative. 

4.7.2.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Under the Maximum development plan, Building 11 would be expanded and three additional 
boilers are likely required. Five additional chillers would also likely be required. The additional 
noise sources would add to the noise, however, additional acoustical louvers could be installed 
properly to minimize the effect. 

It has been reported based on the previous studies that, noise generated by the plant would 
contribute significantly less to the total noise environment. It is only when all cooling tower units 
are running that the combined or cumulative noise produced becomes significant. 
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Leq noise levels on the north side of Building 14 would be high and operation of individual tower 
units may make a difference in the noise environment. However, when the plant operates at 
less than capacity, the Leq noise level and the noise generated by cooling towers associated 
with the chillers would increase under this Alternative. The addition of one chiller similar to those 
already installed may be installed, based upon the preliminary analysis previously performed. 

The Maximum Development Plan proposes replacing Building 14. The north wall of the new 
Building N14 would be about 130 to 140 feet from Building 11. The projected maximum future 
Leq noise level at Building N14 is 65 dBA, an acceptable level in an urban environment. This 
would occur under high summer temperature conditions. 

4.7.3 On Campus Noise 

In general, the future campus noise environment for each alternative would be similar to existing 
conditions, since no one source of noise dominates and no new significant noise source would 
be created. Traffic noise levels increase with vehicle volume and speed. A doubling of vehicle 
volume increases noise levels by 3 dBA, if all other factors are held constant. Gateway Center 
and Commercial Vehicle Inspection Facility traffic volumes are low in comparison to volumes on 
adjacent Rockville Pike and move at lower speeds. Noise levels in the Rockville Pike corridor 
are dominated by Rockville Pike traffic. Noise levels in the east side buffer area would be the 
unchanged by these projects. 

Internal campus traffic volumes under the each of the three alternatives would be similar to 
existing conditions. Currently, most vehicles make short internal campus trips to the nearest 
peripheral surface parking. In the future, under the Master Plan the pattern would be similar 
except that the vehicles would proceed to structured parking along the Loop Road. 

Traffic counts at the campus reportedly indicate that single occupancy vehicle (SOV) traffic has 
decreased by more than 30 percent. No new overall campus peak hour generated trips are 
proposed by future NIH growth beyond the trip generation goal defined for the Transportation 
Management Plan (Memorandum of Understanding, 1992). 

New NIH facilities should be designed to abate or mitigate excessive noise and vibration 
impacts to nearby NIH facilities, and the neighborhoods surrounding the campus. The potential 
impacts and necessary abatement must be evaluated on a case-by-case basis. Maximum 
building operational Leq noise levels should meet the Maryland or Montgomery County noise 
criteria. Mitigation can be achieved through physical shielding, equipment noise silencers, or 
project design configuration and layout. 

4.7.3.1 Proposed Action 

Future campus noise environment is expected to be similar to existing conditions, since no one 
source of noise dominates and no new significant noise source would be created. Internal 
campus traffic volumes are expected to be similar to existing conditions. 

4-24
	



      
      

        
     

  

           
         

        

  

           
         

        

         
            

          
           
         

        

         
     

        
       

        
    

  

  

  

          
           

           
              
   

         
        

 


	

	

 


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 4
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Environmental Impact
	

Traffic volumes are proposed to increase at some intersections due to the increase of 
employment and the increase and redistribution of parking within the campus. 

4.7.3.2 No Action Alternative 

Future campus noise environment is expected to be similar to existing conditions, since no one 
source of noise dominates and no new significant noise source would be created. Internal 
campus traffic volumes are expected to be similar to existing conditions. 

4.7.3.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Future campus noise environment is expected to be similar to existing conditions, since no one 
source of noise dominates and no new significant noise source would be created. Internal 
campus traffic volumes are expected to be similar to existing conditions. 

The previously estimated Loop Road peak hour traffic volume for the links and sections in the 
southwest quarter of the campus was approximately 1,100 vehicles per hour under the Master 
Plan build-out conditions. The predicted Leq noise level generated by vehicles at the property 
line nearest to the Loop Road on the east side of Edgewood/Glenwood is 49 dBA. This is 
significantly less than the combined daytime noise levels produced by Old Georgetown Road, 
the chilled water plant, and background noise from all other sources (57 dBA). 

Traffic volumes are proposed to increase at some intersections due to the increase of 
employment and the increase and redistribution of parking within the campus. 

Based on this plan, adjoining neighborhoods would be partially screened by new structures, 
topography, and enhanced landscaping. Sound attenuation in adjacent structures should be 
accomplished through minimization of wall openings, careful treatment of fenestration, and 
exterior wall detailing. 

4.8 UTILITY/INFRASTRUCTURE IMPACTS 

4.8.1 Utility/Infrastructure Impacts 

4.8.1.1 Infrastructure Redundancy 

As NIH continues to make long-term facility improvements, the ability of the campus to sustain 
its mission critical functions during emergencies has become a priority. To achieve utility system 
sustainability during emergency situations, NIH has determined it needs redundant fuel and 
water supplies. As part of the 2013 Master Plan, additional water and fuel supply tanks are 
being planned. 

There are two large water tanks planned, one is planned for an underground location in the 
proposed new Central Green area, which is to replace the large impervious asphalt parking lot 
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on the south side of Building 10, directly north of Building 29. The second tank will be an 
aboveground tank located in MLP 12. The proposed underground water tank would impact the 
overall site grading and displace existing site conditions with the proposed weight of the tank. 
Soil bearing capacity will need to be verified with a feasibility study as well as the campus 
domestic water capacity to maintain the constant replacement of the water in the tanks to keep 
it fresh. The second tank will be incorporated into the construction phase of MLP 12 and have 
the same impacts as any construction of a MLP garage. 

Both tanks would need to receive approvals with the State of Maryland and Federal 
Government jurisdictional authorities and would require commissioning for the installation. 
Associated grading and earthwork would need to comply with soil and sediment erosion control 
and stormwater management requirements. 

The tanks are to be included in the Proposed Action and the Maximum Development 
Alternatives. The impact would be long-term and absent any data, assumed to be minor. The 
consequence would be beneficial overall with the ability of the campus to sustain operations in 
the event of emergency situations. 

4.8.1.2 Domestic Water 

4.8.1.2.1 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action would increase the average daily water usage with additional development. 
To facilitate the construction of the improvements under this proposed alternative, the existing 
water distribution system would need to be relocated as necessary. With the increase in water 
demand, NIH should consult with the Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC) to 
ensure adequate water supplies are available for the campus. This consultation would also 
assist WSSC in determining if and when any of the public lines surrounding the campus need to 
be upgraded. All water distribution design should be in accordance with the NIH Facilities 
Development Manual, “Section 8-3: Water Systems” of the 2008 National Institutes of Health 
Design Requirements for Biomedical Laboratories and Animal Research Facilities and WSSC 
requirements. Impacts are expected to be minor, adverse, long-term and local. 

The Maximum Development Alternative and the No Action Alternative will have the same 
requirements and impacts as the Proposed Action for domestic water. All the Alternatives 
increase the daily water usage and will require improvements to the infrastructure. 

4.8.2 Sanitary Sewer 

4.8.2.1 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action would increase the amount of wastewater generated on campus with the 
proposal of additional development. To facilitate the construction of the improvements under this 
proposed alternative, the existing wastewater distribution system would need to be relocated 
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and upgraded as necessary. With the increase in demand, NIH should consult with the 
Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC) to ensure adequate sewer capacity is 
available for the campus. This consultation would also assist WSSC in determining if and when 
any of the public lines surrounding the campus need to be upgraded. All sanitary sewer design 
should be in accordance with the NIH Facilities Development Manual, “Section 8-6: Drainage 
Systems” of the 2008 National Institutes of Health Design Requirements for Biomedical 
Laboratories and Animal Research Facilities and the WSSC requirements. Impacts are 
expected to be moderate, adverse, long-term and local. 

The Maximum Development Alternative and the No Action Alternative will have the same 
requirements and impacts as the Proposed Action on the Sanitary Sewer utilities. All the 
Alternatives increase the sanitary usage and will require improvements to the sanitary sewers. 

4.8.3 Storm Sewer Impacts 

4.8.3.1 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action would increase the impervious area adjacent to proposed building 
locations but ultimately maintain the current overall campus land use conditions with a decrease 
in the overall campus impervious area-to-open space ratio. This, coupled with the compliance 
each individual proposed building would need with the Maryland Department of Environment 
(MDE) requirements outlined in the Maryland Stormwater Management Guidelines for State and 
Federal Projects, should ensure that downstream discharge would not increase with proposed 
development. Consideration should be given to maintaining on-site drainage patterns to ensure 
adequacy of existing systems. Deviations may require additional analysis and utility upgrade. 
Proposed on-site storm sewer systems should be designed in accordance with the Maryland 
State Highway Administration standards. Impacts are expected to be negligible, adverse, long-
term, and site specific. 

4.8.3.2 No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would increase the impervious area adjacent to proposed building 
locations but ultimately maintain the current overall campus land use conditions with no change 
in the overall campus impervious area-to-open space ratio. This, coupled with the compliance 
each individual proposed building would need with the Maryland Department of Environment 
(MDE) requirements outlined in the Maryland Stormwater Management Guidelines for State and 
Federal Projects, should ensure that downstream discharge would not increase with proposed 
development. Consideration should be given to maintaining on-site drainage patterns to ensure 
adequacy of existing systems. Deviations may require additional analysis and utility upgrade. 
Proposed on-site storm sewer systems should be designed in accordance with the Maryland 
State Highway Administration standards. Impacts are expected to be minor, adverse, short-term, 
and site specific. 
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4.8.3.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

The Maximum Development Alternative will have the same or similar requirements and impacts 
as the Proposed Action on the Storm Sewer utilities. All the Alternatives increase the storm 
sewer usage with increases to impervious area. 

4.8.4 Natural Gas, Fuel Oil and Gasoline Impacts 

The Master Plans for Bethesda-Chevy Chase and Bethesda Central Business District forecast 
continuing residential and commercial growth. Continued growth implies increased natural gas 
demand by customers outside NIH. If the gas distribution capacity is not increased, then 
curtailment of NIH supply can be expected to occur more frequently and for longer periods 
during each occurrence, regardless of growth in campus demands. 

NIH, as it has done in the past, would continue to reexamine its utility requirements on the 
campus on a regular basis and alert the appropriate utilities, as well as the community, if its 
requirements dramatically change. The master plan would continue to be updated on a regular 
basis, and if new proposals come forward that would introduce a new utility requirement not 
identified in the 2013 Master Plan, these proposals would be reviewed, shared with the 
community, and go through the established environmental and other review processes with the 
Federal and State of Maryland authorities that presently oversee development on the Bethesda 
campus. In the future, if NIH would require a new natural gas line dedicated solely to NIH use, it 
would follow the NEPA process. If area natural gas demands, such as Bethesda CBD, 
WRNMMC, commercial and residential growth, etc., require expansion of the public system, 
NIH would follow or participate, as appropriate, in all applicable environmental review processes 
conducted by others. 

NIH would continue to maintain facilities for the delivery and storage of No. 2 distillate oil as an 
alternative backup supply of fuel for the boilers. Fuel oil is now stored in two 90-foot diameter 
underground tanks on the east side of Building 34. Each tank holds 567,000 gallons. The tanks 
were inspected and brought into conformance with Underground Storage Tank regulations in 
1995. 

Addition of fuel oil storage capacity is desirable in order to maintain the central utilities plant 
capacity during extended periods of natural gas curtailment. These contingencies would be 
evaluated during the development of the 2013 Master Plan and MUP. Proposed would be a 
complete redundant fuel supply tanks for the boilers. These tanks would provide approximately 
1.2 million – 2.4 million gallons of fuel oil in two to four additional tanks. 

The tanks would need to follow the approval process and commissioning requirements of EPA 
and MDE. The impact to the soils and grade with the amount of soil displacement would be 
significant. The location of the tanks would also need to be studied and would be close to the 
Central Utility Plant. Placement of the tanks would need to be in a subgrade reinforced concrete 
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vault to guard against corrosion. This redundancy proposal would be the same for both the 
Proposed Action and the Maximum Development Alternatives. 

The NIH gasoline station, which supplies fuel for government vehicles and grounds 
maintenance equipment has two storage tanks. Each has a 10,000-gallon capacity. These tanks 
are to be relocated in both the Proposed Action and the Maximum development Alternatives. 
The tanks will need to be located in an underground vault located close to the new vehicle 
maintenance facility. Similar soil, displacement and bearing capacity issues would need to be 
addressed, although the gasoline tanks are considerably smaller than the redundant fuel tanks. 

For both the redundancy tanks and the relocated gasoline tanks, approvals through the state 
and federal jurisdictional review processes would be necessary. The tanks and their design 
would also require commissioning. The impact would be long-term, significant and would require 
study and planning to implement. 

4.8.5 Strategic Central Plant Operating Program Impacts 

Management of the NIH central plant steam, chilled water, and electric power generation 
operations is rapidly increasing in complexity. Recently, or soon to be, installed equipment 
creates options for running the plant. However, these options introduce new relationships 
among the utilities as well as new boiler plant stack emissions. The amount of stack pollutants 
emitted by the boiler plant on an annual basis is limited or constrained. An important 
consideration in choosing an operation option on a given day, or strategically for the next few 
months or remainder of the year is the cumulative amount of pollutants that have been emitted 
when the decision is made compared to the annual emission limits. 

Selecting an option is no longer straightforward as many factors are involved. To illustrate, the 
following are some of the factors that must now be taken into account: 

•	 Steam may be generated using either boilers or the COGEN unit or both. 

•	 Some chilled water may be generated using steam or electric power. 

•	 Electric power from the COGEN reduces the use of more expensive power from the 
utility. 

•	 Only natural gas may be used to generate steam and electric power in the COGEN unit. 

•	 The burning of oil and natural gas produces air pollutant emissions with oil producing 
more emissions. 

•	 For each pollutant, the stack emission rate per pound of steam or kilowatt of electric 
power generated by oil or natural gas differ. For example, making one pound of steam 
using oil generates more nitrogen oxides than using natural gas. 
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•	 For a given fuel, the boiler and COGEN emission rates for each pollutant differ. Smaller 
variances, as determined by annual monitoring, exist among the boilers. 

•	 Current or contract oil, natural gas, and electric power prices, and their relationship to 
one another. 

•	 Projected oil, natural gas, and electric power prices as indicated by commodity markets. 

•	 The availability of natural gas and outside electric power through local utilities, or by 
contract from other entities at various terms for quantity and price. 

•	 When NIH owns the COGEN unit, whether to sell the power generated, or use it
	
internally within NIH.
	

•	 The extent to which past or future steam, chilled water, and power generation is affected 
by unusually hot or cold weather. 

•	 Anticipated changes in utility demands created by scheduled new buildings, demolitions, 
and space use changes. 

•	 Contingencies, such as outside utility curtailments or loss, or unexpected demand 
changes. 

The above factors become increasingly important during those periods when campus demands 
approach plant capacity, i.e. just before new chillers or boilers go into service, or when 
emissions approach annual limits. 

To resolve the situation, a previous Master Plan (2003) recommended the development of a 
Strategic Central Plant Operating Program (SCPOP). It is visualized as a computer program 
that would give the status of plant operations and emissions over any selected period of time. 
Input would include information on steam, chilled water, and power production, fuel and utility 
usage, prices, and also estimated stack emissions based on monitoring data. The status 
information could be used for preparing reports to regulatory agencies and internal NIH records. 
The program could also be tied to plant or distribution system metering or monitoring. 

However, to be of maximum value, the program should also be a tool for strategic planning of 
operations over a future period of time. This can be done by creating a computer model of the 
plant. The annual cycle of demands can be projected or synthesized on a daily basis from past 
records. Equipment, fuel, and emission characteristics can be modeled mathematically. The 
program should also have the ability to test various potential future operating scenarios on a 
user interactive basis, i.e. the user should be able to change all the variables involved. For 
example, for a desired test scenario, the user should be able to turn equipment on or off, run 
chillers on steam or electric power, select type of fuel to be used, add an anticipated demand, or 
change the price of oil or gas, all for testing any given day or period. 
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Output would include the effects of the test scenarios on plant stack emissions, or on operating 
costs. It is the intent of the 2013 Master Utilities Plan development, currently underway to revisit 
this issue and determine what implementation has been accomplished to date and what further 
actions are required. 

4.8.6 Compressed Air 

Compressed air is critical to the operation of the central utilities plant and a compressor is 
dedicated to this load to maintain plant operation in the event that the process air compressors 
are out of service. 

Outside of the CUP, air is used primarily for laboratory experiments and processes. New 
individual laboratory building service laterals would be needed for the Proposed Action, the 
Maximum Development Alternative and the No Action Alternative. 

The 2013 Master Utilities Plan development, currently underway, would review this system and 
determine what further actions are required. 

4.9 TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC IMPACTS & CONSEQUENCES 

4.9.1 Project Purpose and Scope 

To meet the Federal Government mandated requirements of the EIS, among other subjects; the 
impacts of the future campus expansion on the area transportation system must be evaluated. 
The following sections present the result of a comprehensive transportation analysis of future 
land use scenarios for additional development on the Bethesda NIH campus. 

This section shows results of tests of two alternatives for future expansion of the NIH campus 
consistent with their work on the master plan. The two scenarios included Proposed Action with 
an additional 3,000 new employees and the Maximum Development Alternative with an 
additional 10,000 new employees working on the Bethesda Campus. These two future 
scenarios were evaluated for their impact on the area transportation system. 

Additional discussion of these land use scenarios would be provided later, when discussing the 
future trip generation for the expanded campus. The No Action Alternative was evaluated as the 
existing condition, as the development in the No Action Alternative is already in process. 

4.9.1.1 Report Organization 

The following tasks were undertaken in this study: 

•	 Reviewing the background information including the previous Comprehensive Plans, the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), Transportation Management Plan, 1992 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with Montgomery County agencies regarding 
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expansion of the campus without increasing the traffic above the 1992 level. Previous 
NIH and Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) EIS documents as well as other 
relevant records were reviewed to assess the current situation as the basis for further 
analysis of transportation conditions in the future. 

•	 Conducting turning movement counts and gathering traffic accident data within the study 
area. 

•	 Identifying background developments in the study area. 

•	 Evaluating existing conditions. 

•	 Evaluating background traffic conditions. 

•	 Evaluating future conditions- two campus expansion scenarios of 3,000 and 10,000 
additional employees working on the Bethesda campus. 

•	 Evaluating accident data in the study area. 

•	 Evaluating existing and future parking demand and capacity. 

•	 Evaluating public transportation and mode share. 

•	 Evaluating existing and future pedestrian and bicycle use and access. 

•	 Evaluating existing and future NIH Transportation Management Plan and Program. 

The 2013 NIH Bethesda Campus Comprehensive Master Plan makes specific 
recommendations regarding the future development of the campus that provides for better 
access to and within the campus in a way that helps to reduce traffic congestion and increases 
use of mass transit. 

The recommendations for better access, when implemented, would have a significant positive 
impact on the area transportation system as well as facilitating bike, pedestrian, and vehicular 
movements. The specific recommendations in the 2013 Master Plan affecting access are listed 
below: 

•	 Locate buildings, pedestrian pathways, and bicycle routes that favor the Medical Center 
Metro Station to encourage use of mass transit as much as possible. 

•	 Re-establish and reinforce the campus’ original orthogonal grid system. Reinforce 
campus organization through the use of the established orthogonal grid when locating 
and placing new structures. 

•	 Provide vehicular ingress and egress on Cedar Lane to reduce peak hour congestion 

•	 Reconnect South Drive at Building 10 to ease the flow of east-west campus traffic. 
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•	 Provide for orderly, efficient, and safe pedestrian pathways between buildings and 
transportation nodes. 

•	 Promote and emphasize the pedestrian character of the campus to employees. 

•	 Concentrate parking in existing or new parking “receptors” which are: 

•	 Conveniently accessed from major campus entries; and 

•	 Distributed in proportion to campus population in the various sub-areas of the site so that 
no employee is more than a five-minute walk from a parking space to work space. 

4.9.1.2 Impact Study Area 

The study area for evaluating the impact of future NIH expansion was delineated based on the 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC), Montgomery County 
Local Area Transportation Review (LATR), and Policy Area Mobility Review (PAMR) Guidelines. 

The guidelines establish parameters for doing traffic impact assessments for new developments 
in Montgomery County. Historical trip generation statistics for employees at the NIH campus 
since 1992 and recent data reveals that the total future expansion of the NIH campus with 
10,000 new employees would likely generate an additional 1442 AM and 1466 PM peak hour 
trips during the weekday peak periods. Accordingly, the traffic impact study guidelines suggest 
that four signalized intersections in each direction from the site access points be included for 
impact analysis, which determines the study area. 

Table 4-5 below tabulates the morning and afternoon peak loads on the intersections in the 
vicinity of the NIH Bethesda Campus. Figure 4-1 illustrates the NIH generated morning (AM) 
traffic compared to through traffic and Figure 4-2 illustrates the NIH generated afternoon (PM) 
traffic compared to the through traffic. 
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Table 4-5: Existing Intersection Capacity Analysis – Highest Count is
 
Shaded
 

Ref 
# 

Intersection AM 
Peak 
CLV 

PM 
Peak 
CLV 

LATR 
STD 

Policy Area 

1 Old Georgetown Road & Ryland Drive 1318 1042 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

2 Old Georgetown Road & Beech Ave. 1315 1262 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

3 Old Georgetown Road & W. Cedar Lane 1320 1529 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

4 Old Georgetown Road & Center Drive 1153 1277 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

5 Old Georgetown Road & Greentree Rd. 1167 1085 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

6 Old Georgetown Road & Lincoln Drive 783 1185 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

7 Old Georgetown Road & McKinley St. 1082 773 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

8 Old Georgetown Road & Glenwood Rd. 1025 1003 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

9 Old Georgetown Rd & Huntington Pkwy 1154 1059 1800 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

10 Old Georgetown Road & Battery Lane 1153 1388 1600 Bethesda CBD 

11 Rockville Pike & Pooks Hill Road 1049 1191 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

12 Rockville Pike & Alta Vista Road 1131 1011 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

13 Rockville Pike & W. Cedar Lane 1742 1507 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

14 Rockville Pike & N. Wood Road 1203 1161 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

15 Rockville Pike & Wilson Drive 1070 1151 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

16 Rockville Pike & S. Wood Road 1094 1223 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

17 Rockville Pike & Jones Bridge Road 1178 1296 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

18 Rockville Pike & Woodmont Avenue 748 1055 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

19 W. Cedar Lane & Locust Avenue 517 772 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

20 W. Cedar Lane & Cedarcrest Drive 917 1170 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

21 W. Cedar Lane & W. Cedar Way 519 773 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 

22 Wisconsin Avenue & Battery Lane 1009 877 1800 Bethesda CBD 

23 Battery Lane & Woodmont Avenue 966 869 1800 Bethesda CBD 

24 Bradley Boulevard & Huntington Pkwy 1034 1326 1600 Bethesda/Chevy Chase 
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Figure 4-1: NIH Generated Traffic vs. Through Traffic – AM Peak Hours 
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Figure 4-2: NIH Generated Traffic vs. Through Traffic – PM Peak Hours 
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4.9.1.2.1 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action assumes an additional 3,000 employees working on the Bethesda 
Campus, which would add 433 trips in the AM and 440 trips in the PM peak hours throughout 
the study area. These numbers are based on the actual counts taken during the peak hours for 
the existing number of employees. The site trip assignments, along with the total expected 
traffic for this alternative are illustrated in Appendix C: Figures C-14 & C-15, and C-16 & C-17, 
respectively. The additional peak hour trips were added to the existing and background traffic to 
assess the total impact of traffic on area intersections. The results of CLV analysis in Table 4-5 
show the levels at all intersections within the study area. Table 4-9 shows the results of CLV 
analysis for the Proposed Action, No Action (Existing) and the Maximum Development Action. 
For the Proposed Action, the intersections of West Cedar Lane with Rockville Pike (CLV 1,779 
AM) and Old Georgetown Road (CLV 1,623 PM) fail to operate within the congestion standards 
without the BRAC improvements. Again, the BRAC improvements at these two intersections 
would result in reducing the CLV to 1,497 in the AM at West Cedar Lane and Rockville Pike and 
1,371 at West Cedar Lane and Old Georgetown Road in the PM peak, both within the 
congestion standard of 1,600 CLV. Therefore, all intersections with additional trips from 
scenario one and the BRAC improvements would operate within the congestion standards. 

4.9.1.2.2 Maximum Development Alternative 

Maximum Development assumes an additional 10,000 new employees working on the 
Bethesda Campus adding 1,442 trips in the AM and 1,466 trips in the PM peak hours 
throughout the study area based on the actual counts. The site trip assignments for this 
alternative, along with the total expected traffic for this alternative are illustrated in Appendix C, 
Figures C-18 & C-19, and C-20 & C-21, respectively. The additional peak hour trips were added 
to the existing and background traffic to assess the total impact of traffic on area intersections. 
The result of CLV analysis in Table 4-9 shows the level of congestion with and without BRAC 
and NIH proposed improvements at all intersections. In this Alternative the following four 
intersections would fail to operate within the congestion standards without improvements: 

• West Cedar Lane and Rockville Pike (CLV 1,838 AM and 1,645 PM) 

• West Cedar Lane and Old Georgetown Road (CLV 1,725 PM) 

• Rockville Pike and Jones Bridge Road (CLV 1,626 PM) 

• Old Georgetown Road and Center Drive (CLV 1,627 PM) 

The BRAC improvements would result in reduced CLVs at the following three intersections: 

• West Cedar Lane and Rockville Pike (CLV 1,559 AM and 1,368 PM) 

• West Cedar Lane and Old Georgetown Road (CLV 1,473 AM) 
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• Rockville Pike and Jones Bridge Road (CLV 1,346 PM) 

The NIH proposed improvement would result in reduced CLV at the following intersection: 

• Old Georgetown Road and Center Drive (CLV 1,477 PM) 

After improvements, all intersections in the study area with proposed improvements would 
operate within the congestion standard. 

4.9.1.2.3 No Action Alternative 

The existing conditions at 24 intersections within the study area were evaluated to determine 
what would be the result of the No Action Alternative. In order to accomplish this task, vehicular 
turning movement counts; bike and pedestrian traffic data, lane configuration, and traffic signal 
phasing and timing information were collected (C; 1a and b, 2a, and b). The method called 
Critical Lane Volume (CLV) in the LATR/PAMR guidelines was used to determine the adequacy 
of intersections to accommodate the existing traffic volume. The adequacies of the intersections 
are determined by verifying that the CLV at each location does not exceed the established 
congestion standard of 1,600 CLV for the Bethesda/Chevy Chase and 1,800 CLV for the 
Bethesda Central Business District (CBD) policy areas. The result of the CLV analysis for the 
existing conditions is shown in Table 4-5. Using existing volume counts, it was determined that 
the majority of the traffic along MD 355 (Rockville Pike) and MD 187 (Old Georgetown Road) 
was not caused by the NIH (Figure 4-3 and Figure 4-4). 

The results show that the intersection of Rockville Pike and West Cedar Lane is the only 
intersection in the study area that currently exceeds the 1,600 CLV congestion standard during 
the AM peak with a congestion level of 1,742 CLV. However, as part of the BRAC 
improvements, this intersection has received funding for physical improvements that reduce the 
congestion level to 1,458 CLV during the AM peak hour, which is within the congestion standard. 

4.9.1.3 Impact of Future BRAC Improvements 

The following improvements are planned for the three intersections impacted by expansion of 
the WRNMMC campus as part of the Department of Defense BRAC program. The 
improvements described below are funded for construction and some are currently being 
implemented. 

4.9.1.3.1 Old Georgetown Road and Cedar Lane: Old Georgetown Road 

The planned improvements would ultimately provide for an exclusive left turn lane, three 
through lanes, and an exclusive right turn lane in the northbound direction by: 

• A through-right movement in the northbound direction, and 

• Addition of an exclusive left turn lane in the southbound direction. 
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4.9.1.3.2 Old Georgetown Road and Cedar Lane: Cedar Lane 

The planned improvements would ultimately provide for an exclusive right lane, a shared left-
through lane, and an exclusive left lane in the westbound direction by: 

•	 A through-right movement to a through-left movement on the westbound direction, and 

•	 Addition of an exclusive right turn lane in the westbound direction. 

4.9.1.3.3 Rockville Pike and Cedar Lane: Rockville Pike 

The planned improvements would ultimately provide for an exclusive right turn lane, a shared 
through-right lane, three (3) through lanes, and an exclusive left turn lane in the southbound 
direction by: 

•	 Addition of a shared through-right movement in the southbound direction. 

4.9.1.3.4 Rockville Pike and Cedar Lane: Cedar Lane 

The planned improvements would ultimately provide for two exclusive left turn lanes, two 
through lanes, and an exclusive right lane in the eastbound direction. In the westbound direction, 
the planned improvements would provide for two exclusive left turn lanes, a through lane, and a 
shared through-right lane by: 

•	 Addition of an exclusive left turn lane in the eastbound direction, 

•	 Addition of an exclusive right turn lane in the eastbound direction, 

•	 A left-through movement to a through movement in the eastbound direction, 

•	 A right-through movement to a through movement in the eastbound direction, 

•	 Addition of an exclusive left turn lane in the westbound direction, and 

•	 A left-through movement to a through movement in the westbound direction. 

4.9.1.3.5 Rockville Pike and Jones Bridge Road: Rockville Pike 

The planned improvements would ultimately provide for a shared through-right lane, two (2) 
through lanes, and two (2) exclusive left turn lanes in the AM in the southbound direction. In the 
PM, the planned improvements would provide for a shared through-right lane, a through lane, 
and three (3) exclusive left turn lanes in the southbound direction by: 

•	 Addition of an exclusive left lane in the southbound direction, 

•	 A through movement to an exclusive left movement on the southbound direction in the 
PM. 
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4.9.1.3.6 Rockville Pike and Jones Bridge Road: Jones Bridge Road 

The planned improvements would ultimately provide for two exclusive left turn lanes, a through 
lane, and an exclusive right lane in the eastbound direction by: 

• Addition of an exclusive left lane in the eastbound direction, and 

• A through-left movement to an exclusive left turns in the eastbound direction 

4.9.1.3.7 Old Georgetown Road and Center Drive: Center Drive 

This improvement is proposed to help alleviate the traffic along Center Drive as this intersection 
exceeds the 1992 MOU requirements for CLV. 

The planned improvements would ultimately provide for two exclusive right lanes and an 
exclusive left lane in the westbound direction by: 

• Addition of an exclusive right lane in the westbound direction, and 

• A left-right movement to an exclusive left movement in the westbound direction. 
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Figure 4-3: Locations of BRAC Improvements 

4.9.1.4 Background Development Impacts 

Background developments include planned projects or projects currently under construction that 
are expected to generate trips prior to any NIH expansion. The background development site 
locations are depicted in Figure 4-4. The pipeline trip generation data, shown in Appendix C; 
Figures C-10 & C-11, and Table 4-6, was distributed and assigned to the roadway network 
using the methodology contained in the Montgomery County Planning Department’s LATR and 
PAMR Guidelines, the results of the analysis are shown in Figure 4-5. This was added to the 
existing traffic at all intersections to calculate the background traffic volumes (Appendix C; 
Figures C-12 & C13). The same methodology was used to distribute and assign NIH peak hour 
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trip generation for both scenarios to the area roadways and intersections. The impact of total 
future traffic on area intersections are determined by adding the NIH trips to the existing traffic 
counts and background traffic. 

Figure 4-4: Background Development Locations 

The only intersection experiencing a CLV above the congestion standard for background 
development is Rockville Pike and West Cedar Lane with a CLV of 1,753 during the AM peak 
hour only. Again, with the BRAC improvements, the AM peak hour CLV would be reduced to 
1,470, which is within the congestion standard. 
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Table 4-6: Pipeline Project Trip Generation 
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1. Suburban Hospital Expansion -
Existing 210 86 296 92 212 304 

1. Suburban Hospital Expansion -
Future 111 35 146 51 130 181 

1. Suburban Hospital Expansion 
New Total Future Trips 321 121 442 143 342 485 

2. American College of Cardiology 
Proposed Single Family Dwellings 9 25 34 26 14 40 

2. American College of Cardiology 
Future MP Peak Hour Traffic 
Volumes -102 -14 -116 -22 -108 -130 

2. American College of Cardiology
Net New Trips 0 11 0 4 0 0 

3. 8300 Wisconsin Avenue 
Residential 10 39 49 33 16 49 

3. 8300 Wisconsin Avenue 
Grocery Store 47 20 67 171 170 341 

3. 8300 Wisconsin Avenue 
New Total Future Trips 57 59 116 204 186 390 

TOTAL PIPELINE PROJECT TRIPS 378 191 558 351 528 875 

Suburban Hospital Expansion Traffic Study, March 30, 2012 

8300 Wisconsin Avenue Traffic Study, April 2, 2012
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Figure 4-5: NIH Generated Inbound and Outbound Trips 

4.9.2 Traffic Impacts Future Expansion of the NIH Campus 

4.9.2.1 Overview 

Of the three alternatives described in the Master Plan, only the Proposed Action and the 
Maximum Development Alternative call for expansion of the campus. The Proposed Action 
includes 3,000 additional employees, and would generate an additional 432 AM and 439 PM 
trips. The Maximum Development Alternative includes 10,000 additional employees and would 
generate 1,442 AM and 1,466 PM trips. The trip generation rates for the Proposed Action and 
the Maximum Development Alternative are shown in Table 4-7. 

The employee trip generation rates for the NIH campus are determined by historical semi-
annual traffic counts cumulated over a 20-year period starting in 1992. The trip generation rates 
for the last five years for the peak hours in the AM and PM have been compared to the 1992 
rates in Table 4-8. 
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Table 4-7: Forecasted Additional Trips 
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Proposed Action Alternative 
Trip Rate (Trips/Person) 0.125 0.019 0.144 0.016 0.130 0.147 
Proposed Action Alternative 
(Additional 3,000 Employees) 
Forecasted Additional Trips 376 56 432 48 391 439 
Maximum Development 
Alternative 
Trip Rate (Trips/Person) 0.125 0.019 0.144 0.016 0.130 0.147 
Maximum Development
Alternative (Additional 
10,000 Employees) 
Forecasted Additional Trips 1254 188 1442 161 1305 1466 

Note: Based on trip generation rates calculated using the average of the previous two studies 
conducted in July and November 2011. Traffic counts at the gates were taken and divided by 

the number of employees on campus. These rates are comparable to those developed in similar 
studies since 2007 on a semi-annual basis. 
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Table 4-8: Historical and Projected Trip Generation Rates 

Count Date Number of 
Employees 
On Campus 

AM Peak 
Hour 

Inbound 
Trips 

AM Peak 
Hour 

Inbound 
Trips per 
Employee 

PM Peak 
Hour 

Outbound 
Trips 

PM Peak 
Hour 

Outbound 
Trips per 
Employee 

1992 16,251 4,925 0.303 4,450 0.274 

May 2007 17,500 2,039 0.117 2,846 0.163 

Nov. 2007 17,800 2,070 0.116 2,345 0.132 

May 2008 18,050 2,337 0.129 2,040 0.113 

Nov. 2008 18,553 2,583 0.139 2,475 0.133 

May 2009 18,553 2,120 0.114 1,882 0.101 

Nov. 2009 18,804 2,755 0.147 2,624 0.140 

July 2011 19,334 2,223 0.115 2,630 0.136 

Nov. 2011 21,470 2,917 0.136 2,682 0.125 
Existing 

(Feb. 2012) 21,468 2,519 0.117 2,598 0.121 
PROJECTED 

FUTURE 
Proposed 

Action 
Alternative 24,468 2895 0.118 2989 0.122 

PROJECTED 
FUTURE 
Maximum 

Development 
Alternative 31,468 3773 0.120 3903 0.124 
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Table 4-9: CLV Analysis Results for Bethesda Chevy Chase Policy Area 
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1 Old Georgetown Rd & 
Ryland Dr 1318 1353 1395 1493 1042 1082 1125 1227 1600 

2 Old Georgetown Rd & 
Beech Avenue 1315 1351 1393 1490 1262 1301 1344 1446 1600 

3 Old Georgetown Road 
+& W. Cedar Lane 1320 1371 1412 1510 1529 1580 1623 1725 1600 

3a With BRAC 
Improvements 1320 1371 1272 1370 1529 1580 1371 1473 1600 

4 Old Georgetown Road 
& Center Drive 1153 1163 1272 1530 1277 1324 1416 1627 1600 

4a With Improvements 1153 1163 1272 1504 1277 1324 1416 1477 1600 

5 Old Georgetown Road 
& Greentree Rd 1167 1236 1256 1305 1085 1136 1163 1223 1600 

6 Old Georgetown Road 
& Lincoln Drive 783 890 895 1025 1185 1280 1341 1479 1600 

7 Old Georgetown Road 
& McKinley St 1082 1114 1122 1139 773 819 871 992 1600 

8 Old Georgetown Road 
& Glenwood Rd 1025 1046 1053 1071 1003 1043 1049 1064 1600 

9 Old Georgetown Road 
& Huntington Pkwy 1154 1183 1191 1208 1059 1105 1112 1190 1600 

10 Old Georgetown Road 
& Battery Lane 1153 1180 1187 1205 1388 1521 1527 1542 1600 

11 Rockville Pike & Pooks 
Hill Road 1049 1058 1076 1116 1191 1228 1250 1301 1600 

12 Rockville Pike & Alta 
Vista Road 1131 1144 1164 1213 1011 1048 1069 1120 1600 
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13 Rockville Pike & W. 
Cedar Lane 1742 1753 1779 1838 1507 1545 1575 1645 1600 

13a With BRAC 
Improvements 1742 1753 1497 1559 1507 1545 1319 1368 1600 

14 Rockville Pike & N. 
Wood Road 1203 1212 1236 1305 1161 1194 1221 1282 1600 

15 Rockville Pike & 
Wilson Drive 1070 1079 1131 1254 1151 1184 1238 1397 1600 

16 Rockville Pike & S. 
Wood Drive 1094 1104 1153 1266 1223 1256 1279 1334 1600 

17 Rockville Pike & Jones 
Bridge Road 1178 1193 1233 1327 1296 1343 1429 1626 1600 

17a With BRAC 
Improvements 1178 1193 1233 1327 1296 1343 1243 1346 1600 

18 Rockville Pike & 
Woodmont Avenue 748 766 76 769 1055 1111 1112 1114 1600 

19 W. Cedar Lane 
&Locust Avenue 517 523 531 551 772 791 799 820 1600 

20 W. Cedar Lane & 
Cedarcrest Drive 917 935 943 963 1170 1197 1205 1226 1600 
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4.10 CULTURAL URBAN AND SOCIAL RESOURCES 

4.10.1 Visual and Aesthetic Effects 

In assessing the likely positive and negative impacts of the three Alternatives on visual and 
aesthetic quality, both the overall extent of physical change is considered as well as the specific 
physical changes proposed. Both views from the community into the campus from the outside 
and changes to the aesthetic quality of the interior of the campus where assessed. 

4.10.1.1 Proposed Action 

Under this alternative, major new development on existing developed sites are planned 
including improvements already planned. The focus of change would shift away from the center 
of the campus and towards the east and southeast. Specific impacts include: 

4.10.1.1.1 Perimeter Buffer Depth and Conditions 

The buffer depth would increase, as encroachments to the buffer would be removed. Buffer 
landscape enhancements would continue, and expansion of the land available to planting 
natural cover would increase. 

4.10.1.1.2 Building Height and Off Campus Visibility/Views 

Gradual decreases of offsite views into the campus would continue as plantings mature. No 
changes to the current limitations on building height would occur. Specific views into the 
campus would be altered by certain projects assuming full implementation as follows. 

•	 The construction of the new 11-story NIH Administrative Building along Rockville Pike 
would impact views into the campus from the main employee and transit center. The 
building requires demolition of the Building 21 Hazardous Waste Handling Facility, which 
is not readily viewable from Rockville Pike. This building would establish a visual 
presence of NIH campus along Rockville Pile, off-center from Building 10 and off-center 
from the historic tower building at the Walter Reed National Military Medical Center, 
which aligns with NIH Building 1 and Building 10. Visual impact on adjacent residential 
neighborhoods would be low. 

•	 The new multi-story Building 14 that replaces a number of existing outdated facilities 
would enhance views into the campus to the southeast corner. 

•	 The proposed addition to the Natcher building. 

•	 New development along the southern boundary, include previously planned multi-level 
parking structures, which set further back from the buffer than approved in 2003. The 
existing surface parking in the buffer would be removed. Several new low-rise buildings 
are proposed, which replace the existing Building 21 hazardous waste handling 
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functions. Landscaped berms would be part of the design to conceal the replacement 
hazardous waste facility. 

4.10.1.1.3 Interior Aesthetic Quality 

Significant improvements to the visual and aesthetic character of the campus interior would 
occur. The cluster approach organizes the proposed redeveloped buildings with the existing 
campus planning, which centers on Building 10. Specific features included in this plan are: 

•	 Construction of 20 new structures would occur. This includes 13 new buildings, 4 

building additions, and 3 new parking garages.
	

•	 Demolition/removal of 14 buildings and temporary trailers would occur, and 8 other 
buildings would be renovated for new uses. Seventeen acres of surface parking would 
be removed. 

•	 About 11 acres of open space would be added as surface parking lots and older low 
building are replaced with structured parking and multi-story buildings. This would be a 
long-term beneficial impact to the site features and also stormwater management control. 

•	 A new campus focus to the east would be created with a north-south primary axis along 
Center Drive, which connects to the Cedar Lane entrance and provides access to new 
buildings and parking structures placed along the spine. The axis would terminate at one 
end in a formal open space and the southern end in front of a new Building 14. 

•	 The low scale cluster of historic buildings of the original NIH campus (Buildings 1,
	
2,3,4,5, and 8) would receive the infill of a new matching building to complete the 

originally planned symmetrical quadrant. This development would also include a 

pedestrian area, and outdoor spaces that replaces large surface parking areas.
	

•	 Significant improvements to the campus streetscapes would be made with plantings, 
street furnishings, night lighting, and changes in the abutting ground level facades. The 
landscaping and additional planned green areas would enhance the visual quality of the 
campus. 

The Figure 4-6 below shows the estimated potential physical extent and location of changes 
that are likely to occur with full implementation of the Proposed Action as shown on an aerial 
photograph of the campus taken in 2011. The approximate change is 844,030 square feet of 
new building footprint and 4,451,798 gross square feet of new building or garage space. The 
new developed gross area replaces an existing 1,395,855 square feet, which will be demolished. 
Limiting development to existing sites and building higher structures reduces the net impervious 
area from what currently exists on the campus. 
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Figure 4-6: Proposed Action—Estimated Extent of Changes 

The Proposed Action would have a moderate positive impact. Implementation would have a 
moderate positive impact on external conditions with removal of surface parking lots from the 
buffer. Low-scale development would be placed between the residential edges of the campus 
and the more intensely developed center of campus. A modest reduction of visual impacts 
would occur on the southern boundary. A positive impact to interior campus would occur, as 
extensive enhancements to the buildings and grounds would be made. A new high-rise building 
would be added near the campus main entrance. Temporary significant adverse environmental 
impacts from both demolition and site excavation and grading for new construction would be 
expected. A moderate positive impact to interior campus condition would occur, as aesthetic 
enhancements to campus buildings and grounds would be made and obsolete, older buildings 
would be replaced. 
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4.10.1.2 No Action Alternative 

Under this alternative; previously planned improvements from the prior 2003 Master Plan would 
not occur. Campus new building improvements would stop after completion of two buildings now 
under construction on the west side of the campus. Renovations would continue. New space 
requirements for research initiatives would have to use leased space. Specific impacts include: 

•	 Perimeter Buffer Depth and Conditions – No additional removal of surface parking from 
buffer and no change in the designated buffer depth would occur. Buffer landscape 
enhancements would continue in the existing open areas. Additional open space for 
plantings and natural cover would not increase. 

•	 Building Height and Off Campus Visibility/Views – No added changes would occur, as no 
new building would be added after the two currently under construction. Gradual 
decreases of off-site views into the campus would continue as buffer plantings mature 
and re-naturalizing programs continue. Views into the campus would be kept open 
through the retention of selected lawn areas along Rockville Pike and Old Georgetown 
Road. 

•	 Interior Aesthetic Quality – Improvements to the overall visual and aesthetic character of 
the campus would be limited. This alternative would preserve the existing campus 
character and its historic buildings. Campus growth would not continue. 

The Figure 4-7 below shows the estimated potential physical extent and location of changes 
that are likely to occur with full implementation of the No Action Alternative as shown on an 
aerial photograph of the campus taken in 2011. The approximate site area of change is 170,788 
square feet. 
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Figure 4-7: No Action Alternative Estimated Extent of Changes 

The No Action Alternative would have minimal to moderate adverse impact. The No Action 
alternative would have minimal change to existing conditions. It would have small negative 
impact to external conditions, as planned removals of surface parking from the buffer would not 
occur. A moderate to significant negative impact to campus conditions would occur as new 
buildings and grounds enhancements and replacement of obsolete facilities would not occur. 
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4.10.1.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Under this alternative all the changes proposed in the Redevelopment Alternative and No Action 
Alternative would occur, along with additional campus development. The major improvements 
already planned would continue as planned. Specific impacts include all the Proposed Action 
development along Rockville Pike, and in the southeast quadrant of the campus. The Maximum 
Development alternative also includes the following added projects: 

•	 Demolition and redevelopment of the historic NIH core, including Buildings 4, 5 and 8 

•	 Demolition and redevelopment of the Historic Peters Estate buildings (Buildings 16 and 
16A) 

•	 Construction of five new multi-story administrative buildings totaling an approximate 
1,582,700 square feet of space with a footprint area of 197,838 square feet 

•	 Construction of two multi-story parking structures occupying a footprint of about 175,000 
square feet and providing an additional 1,050,000 square feet of structured parking. 

All the impacts and enhancements of the Proposed Action are repeated for the Maximum 
Development Alternative. The major added impact will be the following: 

•	 Two administrative office buildings with employee amenities and a parking structure 
would replace the Historic Peters Estate and caretaker cottage, which are visible from 
Rockville Pike; and structured parking would be constructed into the grade between the 
house, the visitors center and transit station. The Historic Peter’s residence would be 
demolished, which impacts the historic fabric and the current view from Rockville Pike. 

•	 The historic core area and the campus northeast quadrant would be redeveloped 
intensely with three administrative office buildings and another multi-level parking garage. 
The NIH historic fabric would be adversely impacted. The view of the campus from both 
Cedar Lane and Rockville Pike will be affected, as the new development will dominate 
the view. 

The estimated change effected by the Maximum Development Alternative is an approximate 
7,084,496 square feet of newly developed space which includes 2,312,700 square feet of 
structured parking and 4,771,796 square feet of new building space. The new developed 
footprint area is an approximate 1,226,429 square feet, which replaces an existing 870,292 
square feet. By limiting development to existing sites and building higher structures the overall 
net impervious area is not significant. Figure 4-8 below shows the potential physical extent and 
location of change that would occur if the Maximum Development Alternative were to be fully 
implemented. 
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Figure 4-8: Maximum Development Alternative Estimated Extent of
 
Changes
 

The Maximum Development would have minimal to moderate positive impact overall. 
Implementation would have a moderate positive impact to external conditions, as planned 
removals of surface parking from the buffer would occur. Only low-rise development would be 
placed near the residential edges of the campus. A moderate to significant positive impact to 
interior campus conditions would occur as enhancements to the campus buildings and grounds 
of the campus would be made. Multiple new high-rise buildings would be added near the 
campus main entrance and in the current historic campus core. A significant negative impact 
would occur with the demolition of multiple buildings in the historic core and with the removal of 
the historic Peters Estate. Temporary significant adverse environmental impacts from both 
demolition and site excavation and grading for new construction would be expected. A moderate 
positive impact to interior campus condition would occur, as aesthetic enhancements to campus 
buildings and grounds would be made and obsolete, older buildings would be replaced. 
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4.10.2 Community Facilities Impact 

4.10.2.1 Proposed Action 

Adjacent institutions and residential neighborhoods would be impacted by a modest increase in 
traffic. The proposed demolition and construction of millions of square feet of buildings and site 
disturbance would impact the adjacent institutional and residential neighborhoods with 
increased construction activities and truck traffic. There would be temporary impacts to ground, 
topography, soil, air, water, noise and other environmental factors during the demolition and 
construction periods presented in the 2013 Bethesda Campus Master Plan. NIH would take 
appropriate measures to mitigate noise, dust, number of vehicular deliveries, monitor and 
mitigate air quality and water quality throughout the term of construction and development. 

Long-term positive impact would be realized from the economic benefit of an improved NIH 
campus achieved by replacing obsolete facilities with newer state of the art buildings. Another 
benefit would be the increased regional economic impact. The improvement to the campus 
would improve NIH’s global stature as a world-class life and clinical science research center. As 
a result, the immediate neighborhoods and the entire region would economically benefit. 
Intangible benefits from NIH’s stature and its ability to attract world-class scientists and 
researchers would be achieved. 

4.10.2.2 No Action Alternative 

Adjacent institutional and residential neighborhoods would experience minor adverse impact 
from traffic, construction, noise, parking, air quality, water quality or other environmental impacts. 
There would be modest socio-economic benefit with modest increase in construction activities 
and the improvement of NIH facilities. One building of historic significance is proposed to be 
demolished. NIH has already received authorization from the State of Maryland to proceed with 
this removal. 

4.10.2.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Adjacent institutions and residential neighborhoods would be impacted by a moderate increase 
in traffic. The proposed demolition and construction of millions of square feet of buildings and 
site disturbance would temporarily significantly impact the adjacent institutional and residential 
neighborhoods with increased construction activities and truck traffic. Also temporary adverse 
impacts to topography, soil, grades, air, water, noise and other environmental factors during the 
construction periods would be expected. Similar to the proposed Action, long-term economic 
benefits would be realized with the improvement of the NIH campus by replacing obsolete 
facilities with newer state of the art facilities. Long-term intangible benefits from the improved 
state of the NIH campus and its ability to attract world-class scientists would also be achieved. 

A permanent adverse impact would be the demolition of multiple historic buildings on the NIH 
campus, including large portions of the original historic core and the iconic Peters Estate, which 
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currently has a prominent location on one of the higher elevations on the NIH campus. This
	
alternative adversely impacts the cultural resources of the area with the removal of buildings
	
with historic significance.
	

Under the Proposed Action, the campus employee population would increase by 3,000 to about
	
23,859 by 2033. Impacts on housing demand or prices are expected to be minor. Except for
	
recruited clinicians and scientists, it is probable that many new employees would come from the
	
Washington region. The new hires would be looking for residences in the region. With the
	
passage of time, they would become part of the regular NIH work force, increasing the annual
	
volume of employee turnover and retirements, and adding to the regional housing demand.
	

About 1,000 of the NIH employees at the Bethesda campus are temporary to NIH. This group
	
includes researchers or fellows in training and visiting scientists. Temporary researchers and
	
fellows, stay at NIH Bethesda or at satellite locations for periods ranging from a few weeks to 

several years. Proximity of residence to NIH or the satellite locations is desirable for these 

personnel. However the cost of housing in the close-in Bethesda neighborhoods is prohibitive 

for many NIH employees and temporary staff. If regional transportation management measures
	
are implemented, then residential locations in proximity to the Metrorail become more desirable.
	

The turnover from a transient group at NIH, coupled with the reduced work-home travel distance,
	
would contribute to a strong rental housing market in the region, would include rental
	
apartments on the Rockville Pike corridor and along the Metrorail Red Line corridor.
	

4.10.3 Community Facilities and Housing Impact 

The impact of the three proposed alternatives on community facilities and housing are as 
follows: 

4.10.3.1 Proposed Action 

Under the Proposed Action -Redevelopment, the building program would improve existing 
laboratory and office spaces. This would allow NIH to attract well-qualified personnel to the 
campus. Under the Proposed Action the campus building program would be expanded with 
nominal population increases. These added employees would continue to seek regional housing 
options and use local community services. Community services would be expected to expand at 
a moderate pace. This modest expansion would have a modest beneficial economic impact with 
modest increased demand for housing and community services. 

4.10.3.2 No Action Alternative 

Under the No Action Alternative, the building program would not be expanded, so additional 
space, necessary to continue the mission of NIH, would be located off campus and future 
employees would likely locate around those off campus locations. Under No Action Alternative 
the campus would not have a program to replace obsolete buildings, and a lack of population 
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increases from younger staff would be anticipated. As the general population continues to age 
there could be less demand on currently well maintained and operated community facilities. This 
could adversely impact the local area. 

4.10.3.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Similar to the Proposed Action, Maximum Development Alternative the building program would 
improve existing laboratory and office spaces. The increase of 10,000 employees would have a 
more significant economic benefit on the region. There would be an increased demand for 
housing in the regional real estate market. Housing in the immediate Bethesda area is already 
in demand, commanding premium prices. The increased number of employees would only 
increase that condition. Future employees would probably locate further from NIH along mass 
transit line. There would be a regional benefit from the increased housing demand, in addition to 
the economic benefit from community services with the increased number of employees. 

4.10.4 Parks and Recreation Impacts 

The Master Plan Alternatives would not create significant direct or indirect negative or positive 
impacts on M-NCPPC park facilities, the YMCA, or their respective recreational values. 

4.11 CULTURAL HISTORIC RESOURCES IMPACTS 

The Master Plan is a conceptual road map for future development. Determining the impacts of 
the plan on historic and architectural resources can only be accomplished in a broad context. 
Factors such as the exact size and design of planned buildings would not be decided until 
individual projects are initiated. For these reasons, the following analysis represents a 
preliminary assessment of the potential impacts of the Master Plan alternatives on resources 
within the Area of Potential Effects (APE) listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register 
(for Historic Buildings and Sites). This broad assessment is not a substitute for future Section 
106 review, which would occur when projects are initiated. The evaluations below serve in 
determining the future success of the Master Plan. 

4.11.1 Potential Impacts of the Proposed Action Alternative on Resources 

The Proposed Action would include 4,684,706 gross square feet of new development. This 
alternative proposes both the demolition and adaptive reuse of mid-twentieth-century 
laboratories and the adaptive reuse of residential housing constructed in the 1940s. With the 
exception of the construction of a new data center (Building N7) within the National Register-
eligible NIH Historic Core Historic District, the Proposed Action would preserve historic 
resources. This would allow for the adaptive reuse of existing historic resources. The Proposed 
Action would improve the landscape that enhances the campus and would maintain and add to 
the current perimeter buffer zones. 
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4.11.1.1 North Research Cluster 

Demolition of Buildings 31A-C is proposed to allow construction of a new biomedical research 
laboratory and a new multilevel parking structure. The North Research Cluster is adjacent to the 
NIH Historic Core Historic District, the Officer’s Quarters Historic District, and Tree Tops, 
Building 15K. In addition, the North Research Cluster includes Building 6, a contributing 
resource to the NIH Historic Core Historic District. Under the Proposed Action, the proposed 
parking garage would be constructed into the hillside to minimize its perceived height and mass 
from the NIH Historic Core Historic District. The Proposed Action would protect the historic 
setting of Building 6. 

Although Building N7 would be one story below grade on one side, it would impact the integrity 
of the historic district by altering the design, setting, feeling, and association. The design, 
massing, and scale of Building N7 would be compatible with the contributing resources within 
the NIH Historic Core Historic District, limiting the impact of this new construction. The 
renovation of Buildings 4 and 5, both contributing resources within the NIH Historic Core Historic 
District, would convert the buildings from laboratory spaces to administrative offices. Since the 
building interiors are already heavily altered, the impact of the renovations would be minimal. 
The addition to Building 1 (Building 1A) would be constructed on the west (or rear) facade of 
Building 1. Although the construction of Building 1A would change the historic building 
configuration of Building 1, its design, massing, and scale would be compatible to Building 1 and 
the other contributing buildings within the historic district. Under Proposed Action, all new 
construction and renovation within the NIH Historic Core Historic District would follow the 
Secretary of the Interior’s “Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.” 

4.11.1.2 Administrative Research Cluster 

The Proposed Action proposes the demolition of the modern addition to Building 8, which is not 
a contributing resource. The demolition of the modern addition would restore open space and 
the symmetrical relationship between existing buildings within the historic district. Proposed 
Action proposes to remove surface parking from the NIH Historic Core, enhancing the open 
space and landscape of the historic district. The Proposed Action would protect the integrity of 
the NIH Historic Core Historic District by recommending 100-foot setbacks between buildings 
and creating appropriately scaled open spaces between new and existing buildings. The 
Proposed Action would recommend new construction materials within the NIH Core Historic 
District be the NIH blend red and iron-spot brick, compatible with existing historic resources. 
The Proposed Action would relocate the historic anchor and commemorative plaque, currently 
located in a traffic island to an accessible and visible location in front of Building 1. 

4.11.1.3 East Research Cluster 

The East Research Cluster is located west of the National Register-eligible George Freeland 
Peter Estate Historic District. The Proposed Action proposes the demolition of Buildings 12, 12A, 
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and 12B, which have been determined ineligible for the National Register. The Proposed Action 
would protect the integrity of the National Register-eligible historic resources including the Peter 
Estate Historic District by recommending 100-foot setbacks between new buildings and creating 
appropriately scaled open spaces and relationships between new and existing buildings. Within 
the East Research Cluster are Buildings 11 and 13, which have also been determined ineligible 
for the National Register. 

4.11.1.4 Biomedical Research Education Cluster 

The Biomedical Research Education Cluster on the southeast part of the NIH campus includes 
the National Register eligible Peter Estate and National Library of Medicine (Building 38). The 
proposed addition to the Natcher Building 45 would be located southeast of the George 
Freeland Peter Historic District and would not impact its historic setting or views. It also would 
have no impact on the National Library of Medicine or Lister Hill (Building 38A). The Proposed 
Action would maintain open views of the National Library of Medicine from Rockville Pike and 
from the southeast corner of the campus. 

4.11.1.5 Central Research Cluster 

The Central Research Cluster is located in the central part of the NIH campus and is adjacent to 
the National Register-eligible NIH Historic Core Historic District to the east and the National 
Register eligible Officer’s Quarters Historic District and Tree Tops (Building 15K) to the north. In 
addition, the Center Research Cluster is located east of the National Register eligible Convent 
of the Visitation of Washington (Building 60). Proposed Action would include the demolition of 
Building 9, which has been determined ineligible for the National Register, and the demolition of 
Building 7, which is National Register eligible. In their place, the Proposed Action proposes the 
construction of a 299,891-square-foot animal research laboratory (Building N9), which would be 
located directly west of Building 5, a contributing resource of the NIH Historic Core Historic 
District. Building N9 has the potential to alter the integrity of the historic district by impacting its 
setting, feeling, and association. The Proposed Action would help to protect the scale and 
integrity of the NIH Historic Core Historic District by recommending 100-foot setbacks between 
buildings and creating appropriately scaled open spaces and relationships between new and 
existing buildings. Additionally, the Proposed Action would maintain a transition in building 
heights from the center of the research cluster toward the lower height buildings of the 
surrounding historic resources and districts. The Proposed Action also proposes adapting 
Building 30 for use as physicians’ offices. 

4.11.1.6 West Research Cluster 

Within the West Research Cluster, the Proposed Action proposes the construction of Building 
A40, a 46,200-square-foot addition to Building 40. Although the proposed Building A40 would be 
located south of the National Register-eligible Convent of the Visitation of Washington (Building 
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60), its potential to impact the Convent is negligible due to the distance between the buildings 
and the screening effect of existing vegetation and the convent wall. 

4.11.1.7 South Research Cluster 

A proposed new 774,504-square-foot research facility (Building N14) would require the 
demolition of the building complex consisting of Buildings 14A-G, Building 18, Building 25, and 
Buildings 28 and 28A. The Proposed Action proposes that a formal open space would be set 
aside to buffer the new construction and protect the setting of the National Register-eligible 
National Library of Medicine (Building 38). 

4.11.1.8 Service Support Clusters 

The Central Service Support Cluster includes a new police station (Building N18), which would 
require the demolition of Buildings 22 and 22A. Building N18 would be located near Building 11, 
which has been determined ineligible for the National Register. 

In the South Service Support Cluster, south of proposed Building N14, the Proposed Action 
would include two new multilevel parking structures and multiple new service buildings, which 
would have no impact on historic resources within the NIH campus. 

4.11.1.9 Perimeter Buffer Zone 

Within the Perimeter Buffer Zone, the Proposed Action would increase open space buffers 
around the perimeter of the NIH campus. The southeast corner buffer zone would maintain its 
open views to the National Library of Medicine. Along Rockville Pike, the landscape character 
would remain open maintaining views to the National Register eligible George Freeland Peter 
Estate Historic District. The National Register-eligible Officer’s Quarters Historic District falls 
within the Perimeter Buffer Zone. Proposed Action proposes adaptive reuse of Buildings 15B2, 
15C1-C2, 15D1-D2, 15E1-E2, 15F1-F2, and 15G1, converting the buildings from residential to 
administrative use. The adaptive reuse of these contributing resources would be limited to 
interior spaces and would not impact the integrity of the historic district. 

4.11.1.10 Outside the NIH campus 

The National Naval Center Historic District and the Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower are located 
immediately east of the NIH campus. The Bethesda Meeting House is located immediately 
south of the NIH campus at 9400 Rockville Pike. Due to setback distances, sightlines, the 
screening effect of vegetation, and perimeter buffer zones, Proposed Action would have no 
impact on these or other National Register or National Register-eligible historic resources within 
the APE. 
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4.11.2 Potential Impacts of the No Action Alternative on Resources 

Under the No Action Alternative, new development would be limited to the construction of the 
Porter Neuroscience Research Center (Building 35 complex) and the Northwest Child Care 
Center (Building N23) for a total of 768,598 gross square feet. The No Action Alternative would 
preserve all existing historic resources and maintain the system of landscape that enhances the 
quality and character of the campus. The No Action Alternative would maintain the current 
perimeter buffer zones and preserve existing views and vistas. 

The No Action Alternative proposes minimum development and assumes that there would be no 
demolition of existing structures and limited new construction. New development would consist 
of the construction of 747,263 gross square feet for the Porter Neuroscience Research Center 
(Building 35 complex) and the Northwest Childcare Center (Building N23). Due to their location, 
height, and scale, the construction of Building 35 and Building N23 would have no impact on 
historic resources within the NIH campus. 

Due to setback distances, sightlines, and the screening effect of existing vegetation, the 
construction of Building 35 and Building N23 would have no impact on historic resources 
outside the NIH campus. 

4.11.3 Potential Impacts of Maximum Development Alternative on Resources 

Under the Maximum Development, new development would consist of approximately 7,317,406 
gross square feet of new construction. This alternative proposes the replacement of mid-
twentieth-century laboratories with new state of the art laboratories. The Maximum Development 
would demolish historic buildings to adverse impacts and would increase the current perimeter 
buffer zone for a beneficial impact. 

4.11.3.1 North Research Cluster 

Within the North Research Cluster, Maximum Development would demolish Buildings 31A-C 
which is adjacent to the NIH Historic Core Historic District, the Officer’s Quarters Historic District, 
and Tree Tops (Building 15K). In addition, the North Research Cluster includes Building 6, a 
contributing resource to the NIH Historic Core Historic District. Building NMLP14 has the 
potential to adversely impact adjacent historic resources. 

4.11.3.2 Administrative Research Cluster 

Within the Administrative Research Cluster, Maximum Development would demolish Building 21 
and replace it with Building N21. The new building would be constructed in a topographically low 
site, which would reduce its perceived height and mass from the NIH Historic Core Historic 
District. The Administrative Research Cluster includes Buildings 1 through 5 of the National 
Register-eligible NIH Historic Core Historic District. Within this historic district, The Maximum 
Development Alternative proposes the demolition of Buildings 4 and 5, contributing resources of 
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the historic district, for the construction of new administrative buildings; the demolition of 
Building 8 for the construction of a new administrative building; and the construction of Building 
N7. The demolition of Buildings 4 and 5 and the construction of Building N7 within the NIH 
Historic Core Historic District would significantly and adversely, impact the integrity of the 
historic district by altering its design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. 
The extent of the impact would depend on its final design, massing, and scale. Under Maximum 
Development Buildings 1, 2, and 3 would be the only remaining contributing resources within 
the NIH Historic Core Historic District. 

The Maximum Development Alternative proposes the demolition of Buildings 12, 12A, and 12B, 
which have been determined ineligible for the National Register. This Alternative also proposes 
the construction of an addition to Building 45. This addition would have no impact on the 
National Library of Medicine. More significantly, the Maximum Development Alternative 
proposes to eliminate the George Freeland Peter Estate Historic District by demolishing its 
contributing resources – Building 16 (Stone House) and Building 16A. This would eliminate a 
National Register eligible property and would be a significant adverse impact the historic 
character of the NIH campus, permanently altering the character of the site and NIH campus. 

4.11.3.3 Central Research Cluster 

The Central Research Cluster is centrally located within the NIH campus and is adjacent to the 
National Register-eligible NIH Historic Core Historic District to the east and the National 
Register-eligible Officer’s Quarters Historic District and Tree Tops (Building 15K) to the north. In 
addition, the Center Research Cluster is located east of the National Register eligible Convent 
of the Visitation of Washington. The Maximum Development Alternative proposes demolition of 
Building 9, which has been determined ineligible for the National Register, and the demolition of 
Building 7, which is National Register eligible. The proposed Building N9 would have the 
potential to adversely impact the integrity of the historic district by altering its setting, feeling, 
and association. 

4.11.3.4 West Research Cluster 

Within the West Research Cluster the Maximum Development Alternative proposes the 
construction of an addition to Building 40. The potential to impact the Convent is negligible due 
to the distance between the buildings and the screening effect of existing vegetation and the 
convent wall. 

4.11.3.5 South Research Cluster 

The Maximum Development Alternative proposes significant changes within the South 
Research Cluster. The proposed Building N14 would require the demolition of the building 
complex consisting of Buildings 14A-G, Building 18, Building 25, and Buildings 28 and 28A. This 
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Alternative proposes a formal open space to buffer the new construction and protect the setting 
of the National Register-eligible National Library of Medicine. 

4.11.3.6 Service Support Clusters 

Within the Central Service Support Cluster, the Maximum Development Alternative proposes 
demolition of Buildings 22 and 22A. The replacement building would be located near Building 11, 
which has been determined ineligible for the National Register. 

Within the South Service Support Cluster, south of proposed Building N14, the Alternative 
proposes construction of two multilevel parking structures and multiple service buildings 
including the replacement of Building 21 which is the main hazardous waste handling facility on 
the NIH campus. This construction would have no impact on historic resources within the NIH 
campus. 

4.11.3.7 Perimeter Buffer Zone 

Within the Perimeter Buffer Zone, the Maximum Development Alternative proposes to increase 
open space buffers around the perimeter of the NIH campus. The southeast corner buffer zone 
would maintain its open views to the National Library of Medicine, which is National Register-
eligible resource. Along Rockville Pike, the landscape character would remain open. 

4.11.3.8 Outside the NIH campus 

The National Naval Center Historic District and the Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower are located 
immediately east of the NIH campus. The Bethesda Meeting House is located immediately 
south of the NIH campus at 9400 Rockville Pike. Due to setback distances, sightlines, the 
screening effect of vegetation, and perimeter buffer zones, the Maximum Development 
Alternative would have no impact on these or other National Register or National Register-
eligible historic resources within the APE. 

4.12 LAND USE AND ZONING IMPACTS 

4.12.1 Land Use Impacts 

The 2013 NIH Bethesda Campus Master Plan Proposed Action, No Action and Maximum 
Development Alternatives are compatible with the land use recommendations of the Bethesda-
Chevy Chase Master Plan. None requires or applies pressure to change existing and future 
recommended land use and zoning. The NIH campus provides a buffer between the Bethesda 
CBD and residential communities to the north and west of the campus. The campus reduces 
pressures to extend the CBD along Old Georgetown Road and Rockville Pike, which would 
occur if the property were privately held. 
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4.12.2 Zoning Impacts 

All alternatives are compatible with the Montgomery County zoning and the MNCPPC 
Bethesda-Chevy Chase Master Plan and Bethesda CBD Sector Plan, which propose continuing 
R-60, RT-12.5 and R-10 land uses around the periphery of the campus, offering opportunities 
for non-vehicle home-to-work trips between NIH and the surrounding community. 

The NIH Master Plan as a document does not propose to alter local planning or zoning needs or 
demands. As a planning tool for the evolution of the campus environment it must necessarily 
interface with its surroundings and adjust to critical changes affecting the region in general. NIH 
would not change its land-use or its campus location. NIH would not require changes to local 
land use or zoning policy under any of the Alternatives. 

4.13 SOCIOECONOMIC IMPACTS 

4.13.1 Overall Economic Impact of NIH in the United States 

Nationwide, NIH obligations in FY 2010 resulted in over $31.4 billion of direct expenditures on 
extramural, intramural and administrative support programs. These direct expenditures generate 
a significant secondary impact in the U.S. The total economic impact of NIH is the sum of direct 
and secondary economic benefits. 

The total annual contribution of NIH to the U.S. economy, sum of direct and secondary 
economic benefits, amounts to an estimated $135.6 billion in gross output or sales, $54.22 
billion in employee income and over 484,939 jobs. The extramural awards, fellowships and 
obligations represent the bulk of the economic impact, nearly 84 percent of the total NIH budget 
appropriation of $ 31.4 billion in FY 2010. 

Seven states received more than $1 billion in funding from NIH: California ($3.555 billion), 
Massachusetts ($2.543 billion), New York ($2.105 billion), Maryland ($1.836 billion), 
Pennsylvania ($1.445 billion), Texas ($1.111 billion), and North Carolina ($1.101 billion). 

Jobs and Wages: In FY 2007, NIH grants and contracts created and supported more than 
350,000 jobs that generated wages in excess of $18 billion in the 50 states. The average wage 
associated with the jobs created was $52,000. In fiscal year 2010, the increase in NIH grants 
and contracts from $22.846 billion to $24.449 billion, has resulted in a total of approximately 
404,700 jobs. 

In FY 2010, NIH awarded approximately $24.449 billion (excludes American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding) in grants and contracts to universities and other research 
institutions worldwide. The value of NIH state awards ranged widely, from $3.555 billion 
(California) to $1.83 million (Guam). 
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4.13.2 NIH Economic Impact on Maryland 

An analysis of NIH grants and contracts found those awarded to several states in FY 2010 and 
the economic impact of these awards in each state. Included is a framework for predicting the 
economic impact of NIH direct expenditures in 2010 in the State of Maryland. 

Business activity on average in FY 2010 for each dollar of NIH funding generated more than 
twice as much in state economic output. That is an overall investment of $24.449 billion from 
NIH generated a total of $58.035 billion in new state business activity in the form of increased 
output of goods and services overall. 

Using 2008 Research Information Management Systems (RIMS) II multipliers, we can evaluate 
the impact of the funding expended by NIH on each state. In the State of Maryland: a dollar of 
NIH spending there leads to a $2.09 dollar of economic activity at the state level. On a national 
average, every dollar spent by NIH increases the country’s business activity by $ 3.11. 

NIH Direct Spending in Maryland (FY 
2010) (Millions $) 

NIH Intramural Spending in 
Maryland (FY 2010 

NIH Extramural Funding in 
Maryland (FY2010) 

NIH Salaries & Fellowships in 
Maryland (FY 2010 

Figure 4-9: NIH Direct Spending in Maryland 

Among the states, Maryland is the principal beneficiary of NIH due to receiving the bulk of NIH 
direct intramural program expenditures. In FY 2010, NIH contributed about approximately $5.1 
billion directly to the Maryland economy. About two thirds of this amount was attributed to 
employee salaries and fellowships and intramural program service contracts awarded to 
Maryland firms and research laboratories. 
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Maryland ranked fourth in the nation behind California, New York and Massachusetts in total 
NIH extramural research grants and expenditures awarded in FY 2010. Maryland received an 
NIH grants total of $1.836 billion. 

4.13.3 Life Sciences Employment and Funding Impact 

Private employment in Maryland’s Life Science’s community is spurred by NIH extramural and 
intramural spending. Maryland has a concentration of Life Science employment, the ninth 
largest in the country, with a 30 percent higher concentration of life sciences businesses, 
Maryland is the fifth largest in the country, with a 20 percent higher concentration of life 
sciences business establishments than the U.S. overall. 

Compared to other states, Federal Government life science funding has a disproportionate 
impact on Maryland. With the high number of federal life science employment, increases the 
significance of direct federal life science activity in the state. The higher concentration of private 
life science jobs makes Maryland a disproportionate beneficiary of federal life science research 
and market efforts. NIH is the largest federal life science facility in the state. 

The Bethesda main campus with 14,261 Federal Government employees, accounts for 48 
percent of Maryland federal life sciences jobs. NIH national funding of extramural research was 
$25.8 billion in FY2009. Maryland-based institutions are major recipients of NIH funding in FY 
2010, Maryland received well over $1 billion in funding grants. The District of Columbia is also a 
major per capita recipient of NIH funding. 

Department of Business and Economic Development (DBED) analysis of the economic impact 
of Maryland’s life sciences finds support of 160,000 jobs, $9.6 billion in wages and salaries and 
nearly $500 million in tax revenues. Roughly 80,000 jobs are in the private sector, 62,000 in the 
Federal Government sector and 18,000 in the academic sector. NIH holds a disproportionate 
share and influence on all the sectors. 

Table 4-10: NIH’s FY2010 Direct Investment in Maryland (excludes ARRA 
funds) 

Total FY2010 Budget 
Allocation to NIH 

Estimated Total FY2010 
Direct Maryland 
Expenditures, Pro Rata 

Pro-Rata Ratio, Economic 
Impact of NIH Funding in 
Maryland 

$31,234.41 $5,144.54 0.16 

Life Sciences Maryland Jobs Analysis & Economic Impact Report
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4.13.4 American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) 

NIH was allotted a total of $10 billion from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
(ARRA) in FY 2009 and FY 2010. These funds were utilized to fund grants for 21,851 research 
projects and other research interests around the country. Using the ARRA funds in two 
consecutive financial years, NIH was able to produce and survive 50,000 additional jobs, which 
includes 5000 summer trainees for years 2009 and 2010. 

4.13.5 Other Economic Considerations 

First, master plans are conceptual by nature and do not specify dimensions and materials 
needed to determine costs. This permits flexibility for future planners and designers. 

Second, master plans are long term. The NIH Bethesda campus Master Plan covers a twenty-
year period, and estimates of implementation costs beyond currently budgeted items would be 
speculative. 

Third, the Master Plan is presented as an envelope for development, and all projects may not 
be implemented. The benefit of modernizing NIH facilities to improve research efficiency and 
capability on campus, and to improve efficiency in administering off campus or extramural 
research, and thus improve the health and quality of life of the American people is undeniable, 
but unquantifiable. 

Implementation of the Redevelopment Master Plan Alternative would be of overall benefit to the 
Montgomery County economy. Through its Transportation Management Plan (TMP) goal of 
maintaining NIH generated peak hour trips at May 1992 levels, NIH reserves traffic capacity for 
development in the Bethesda Central Business District and Rockville Pike corridor. 
Development proposed in the Bethesda-Chevy Chase Master Plan and Bethesda CBD Sector 
Plan can continue unabated by NIH Master Plan facilities and growth. The rate of growth 
proposed at NIH is less than that for the Bethesda CBD. 

NIH creates significant direct and indirect benefits throughout the U.S. and in Maryland (The 
Economic Impact of the NIH in Maryland and the U.S., Maryland Dept. of Economics and 
Employment Development, 1994). Among the States, Maryland is the principal beneficiary of 
NIH due to receiving the bulk of NIH direct intramural program expenditures In Fiscal Year 1993, 
NIH contributed about $1.7 billion directly to the Maryland economy (Table 4-10). About two 
thirds of this amount was attributable to employee salaries and fellowships and intramural 
program service contracts awarded to Maryland firms. NIH also expended near $550 million in 
Fiscal Year 1993 in support of extramural research in Maryland by others outside NIH. Maryland 
ranked fourth in the nation behind California, New York, and Massachusetts in total research 
grants and expenditures awarded by NIH in FY 1993. Johns Hopkins University in Baltimore 
was the largest single recipient of NIH extramural research grants and contracts in the U.S. In 
FY 2010, the university received over $26.869 million for a total of 1,235 grant awards. 
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Direct expenditures by NIH in its intramural and extramural programs lead to secondary and 
tertiary indirect economic benefits as funds received directly are subsequently paid to other 
parties. The total or overall annual economic impact of NIH in Maryland is estimated to be $36 
billion in gross sales, $1.9 billion in employee income, and about 62,900 jobs when these 
indirect effects are taken into account. The intramural program represents about 60 to 65 
percent of this economic benefit. 

It is estimated that, in FY 1993, NIH spending generated a total of $70 million in personal 
income tax receipts, $35 million in local County personal income taxes, and $17 million in State 
retail sales tax receipts in Maryland. The combined State and local tax receipts from direct and 
indirect NIH activities in Maryland were estimated at $122 million. 

NIH on-campus growth would have positive economic benefits for commercial enterprises in 
Bethesda by providing a larger concentrated potential market. The Master Plan and TMP 
implementation would make NIH employees less hesitant to patronize Bethesda restaurants 
and businesses during midday by locating more employees within five minutes walking distance 
of the Medical Center Metrorail station, where there are now less than 1,000 on the campus in 
that situation. NIH creates a high demand for overnight accommodations through the large 
number of technical meetings and conferences held on the campus. NIH's effect on residential 
property values cannot be estimated with precision, but NIH has a positive effect. In 
Montgomery County, the most important factors in determining property values are location and 
school district. Neighborhoods in the vicinity of NIH rank high in both categories. 

Only about 10 percent of the 20,594 NIH employees live in Bethesda, Chevy Chase, and 
Kensington. Housing demand created by routine NIH employee turnover and retirement is an 
element in sustaining housing demand and prices in these areas, and this effect increases as 
one approaches the campus based on a distribution analysis of employee population. 

Americans move on the average of once every five years. NIH has long-term permanent 
employees, but about 20 percent are transient research trainees and visiting scientists assigned 
to NIH for only a few months or years. Conservatively, if it is assumed that NIH employees 
move residences once every ten years, and the distribution of employee residences are similar 
to current ones, then NIH employees constitute a market for about 970 residences per year in 
Montgomery County, and 180 residences per year in Bethesda, Chevy Chase, and Kensington. 
Increases in campus population would increase proportionately the NIH employee demand for 
housing in the immediate area. Other factors would increase the pressure to make residential 
proximity to the campus more desirable for NIH employees. 

Regional and NIH transportation management would discourage single occupant vehicle use. 
Increasing long-term regional traffic congestion would place greater emphasis on living closer to 
work. 
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Growth has been relatively continuous at NIH for nearly 60 years. The Montgomery County 
property tax records for the neighboring communities were searched to determine if there was 
any decrease in property values as one drew closer to the campus or as a result of these 
projects. Comparisons between neighborhoods cannot be made because of differing housing 
types and lot sizes, but within neighborhoods comparisons of 2012 records indicated a 
decrease in the assessed property values. 

This falling assessment can be attributed to the depressed housing market nationwide and the 
downturn in economic conditions within the region. The assessed property values abutting the 
campus had little variance from those one or two blocks from the campus. Generally, properties 
abutting the campus have stable values. The stability of these prices following a downturn in the 
economy is an indication of the positive impact that NIH has on the local economy. 

The quality of life on the NIH campus is important to NIH as well as the surrounding 
neighborhoods. NIH must compete with other institutions for researchers, and government 
salaries are generally less than in the private sector. A high quality campus setting is an 
important factor in attracting researchers and highly qualified technical support personnel. One 
of the fundamental purposes and goals of the Master Plan is to enhance the quality of life and 
character of the campus. This fundamental tenet influences all aspects of the plan from the 
broad scope of functional layout of buildings and quadrangles, to the minor details of 
landscaping, signing, and lighting. The internal quality and character of the campus cannot be 
separated from the character of the campus as perceived and experienced from the surrounding 
neighborhoods. 

4.14 CONSTRUCTION OPERATIONS IMPACTS 

4.14.1 Construction Impacts 

Because of the need to continually modernize and upgrade facilities, construction at NIH 
Bethesda would continue to occur under the No Action Alternative as existing buildings and 
utilities are renovated, rehabilitated, and repaired and new buildings, which are planned, would 
be constructed. There are 2 new buildings in the No Action Alternative. Renovation and repair 
with continued building occupancy takes longer than new construction, and can have similar 
costs. 

The Proposed Action and the Maximum Development Alternatives in the 2013 NIH Bethesda 
Campus Master Plan propose provision of maintenance and improvements to streetscapes, 
landscaping, roads, and utilities. Proposed Action plans significant development of 20 new 
facilities by primarily redeveloping existing developed sites. This includes demolition of 12 
existing buildings. The Maximum Development Alternative proposes to provide additional 7 new 
buildings, removal of an additional 5 existing facilities. Both will require significant upgrades to 
campus utilities. The overall scope for the facilities has already been referenced in this report. In 
the event that neither Proposed Action nor the Maximum Development alternatives are fully 
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implemented, construction would still occur on campus to maintain Federal, state, and 
laboratory accreditation regulations and renovate to provide operating facilities. 

Most of the construction impact would affect NIH operations and employees due to proximity. 

Those in buildings adjacent to sites would experience the greatest amount of construction 
related noise, dust, and traffic. The degree, to which these factors affect daily research 
operations or laboratory equipment, instrumentation, and conditions, would run the gamut from 
negligible to severe, even within a single building. For some projects it may be necessary to 
close internal campus streets temporarily and detour traffic. Additionally, employees may be 
transferred internally within the campus to other on site facilities as each newly renovated area 
becomes available for occupancy. 

Construction impacts on surrounding residential community are dependent on proximity and 
general duration. Those projects with the highest potential site construction impact are 500 feet 
or less to the nearest residence within the Maplewood, Battery Lane, Edgewood, and Glenwood 
neighborhoods. Mitigation of construction site impacts would be determined at the time of 
project implementation when more details are known about the project and the resultant 
necessary mitigation. 

Truck traffic associated with construction depends on the state of work. It can range from a few 
days to several weeks of delivery of supplies and construction crewmembers. Operations 
involving high truck volumes include hauling demolition and excavated soil materials away from 
the site, delivery of the basic structural materials such as concrete, masonry, steel framing, and 
delivery of miscellaneous supplies. 

Under all the Alternatives, construction truck traffic would likely enter the campus via the 
commercial vehicle inspection area off Rockville Pike. Departures would be assigned by 
individual project specifications. Specific roadway paths would be determined as part of the 
construction project. 

Table 4-11: Amount of Building Area to be Demolished or Constructed and 

Site Area to be disturbed by Construction or Demolition
 

Activity Proposed 
Action 

No Action 
Alternative 

Maximum Development 
Alternative 

Demolition Building Area 2,225,807 
GSF 

80,960 GSF 2,552,895 GSF 

Demolition Building Site Area 
Disturbed 

2,648,273 
GSF 

45,747 GSF 2,812,711 GSF 

New Construction Building 
Area 

4,451,798 
GSF 

535,690 GSF 7,084,498 GSF 
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Activity Proposed 
Action 

No Action 
Alternative 

Maximum Development
Alternative 

New Construction Building 
Site Area Disturbed 

1,457,268 
GSF 

223,641 GSF 2,310,468 GSF 

4.14.2 Construction Fugitive Dust 

4.14.2.1 Proposed Action 

Significant construction dust would occur with the planned demolitions of Buildings 12, 12A, 12B, 
14, 21, 22, 25, 28, 31, 41 and 41P in addition to the planned demolitions of Buildings 7 and 9 in 
the No Action Alternative. The planned renovation of 3,311,136 GSF would also generate 
significant dust internal to the occupied buildings. 

4.14.2.2 No Action Alternative 

Construction dust would be incurred with the planned demolition of Buildings 7 and 9: 80,960 
GSF of building and 25,415 GSF of disturbed site area. The planned renovation of 2,903,473 
GSF would generate significant dust internal to the occupied buildings. 

4.14.2.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Significant construction dust would occur with the planned demolitions of Buildings 4, 5, 8, 16 
and 16A, in addition to the planned demolitions of the Proposed Action and the No Action 
Alternatives. The planned renovation of 3,311,136 GSF would generate significant dust internal 
to the occupied buildings. 

4.14.3 Construction Air Quality – Interior 

NIH General Provisions for interior renovations in construction contract specifications require 
drop cloths, drapes, barriers, and partitions to control dust and dirt that can be spread by 
tracking or air currents. The effect of outdoor heavy construction activities and site preparation 
on air quality, are generally short-term and confined to the vicinity of construction activity, i.e. 
normally within 500 feet. Minimum Efficiency Reporting Value (MERV) filters should be added to 
all heating ventilation and air conditioning supply and intake air registers during construction 
renovation periods. Incorporation of the LEED CI-2009 IEQc3.1 Construction Indoor Air Quality 
(IAQ) Monitoring standards would assist in the control of indoor construction and demolition dust. 

4.14.4 Construction Air Quality - Exterior 

General provisions for Outdoor Air Quality during construction and demolition operations would 
need to be followed. Incorporation of LEED NC EQc1 Outdoor Air Delivery Monitoring standards 
would assist in the control of outdoor construction and demolition dust. Following EPA Protocols 
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– Method 9, 9D and 22 for the ”Visible Determination of Opacity of Emissions from Stationary 
Sources” involves recordation of readings as a percentage of opacity in terms of black and white 
particulate plumes or dense clouds of matter. 

NIH is committed to including the mitigation measures in construction specifications and may 
include: 

•	 Contractors comply with applicable State regulations governing open bodied trucks 
carrying loose materials. 

•	 Areas disturbed during construction would be seeded and stabilized as soon as possible. 

•	 Provide stabilized stone construction entrances. 

•	 Sprinkle or wet high dust areas 

•	 Follow all demolition, removal and disposal of all debris; restoration of the site and the 
stabilization of the site should follow the current and applicable OSHA, MOSHA, EPA 
and MDE guidelines at the time of demolition. 

4.14.5 Construction Sedimentation/Siltation Impacts 

4.14.5.1 Proposed Action 

Construction Sedimentation and potential siltation would be encountered with a projected 
disturbed site area of 4,105,541 GSF for a cumulative area disturbed by both demolition and 
new construction. Impacts would be mitigated with above listed NIH sedimentation and siltation 
control measures. 

4.14.5.2 No Action Alternative 

Construction Sedimentation and potential siltation would be encountered with a projected 
disturbed site area of 269,388 GSF for a cumulative area disturbed by both demolition and new 
construction. Impacts would be mitigated with above listed NIH sedimentation and siltation 
control measures. 

4.14.5.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Construction Sedimentation and potential siltation would be encountered with a projected 
disturbed site area of 5,123,179 GSF for a cumulative area disturbed by both demolition and 
new construction. Impacts would be mitigated with above listed NIH sedimentation and siltation 
control measures. 

4.14.6 Construction Site Development Impacts 
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4.14.6.1 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action slightly reduces the amount of developed land from 42 percent to 40 
percent and increases the amount of open space from 58 percent to 60 percent. The individual 
building projects may have isolated effects on the storm drainage system, however, the impacts 
are expected to be temporary, primarily during construction. Final impacts would be determined 
as part of the 2013 Master Utility Plan Update that is currently ongoing. Updates would be 
included in the final environmental impact statement. 

4.14.6.2 No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative approximately maintains the land use conditions at the level of 
existing 2013 conditions, with 42 percent developed land and 58 percent open space. The 
individual building projects may have isolated effects on the storm drainage system, however, 
the impacts are expected to be temporary, primarily during construction. 

4.14.6.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

The Maximum Development Alternative approximately maintains the land use conditions at the 
level of existing 2013 conditions, with 42 percent developed land and 58 percent open space. 
The individual building projects may have isolated effects on the storm drainage system, 
however, the impacts are expected to be temporary, primarily during construction. Final impacts 
would be determined as part of the 2013 Master Utility Plan Update that is currently ongoing. 
Updates would be included in the final environmental impact statement. 

4.14.7 Construction Scheduling Impacts 

4.14.7.1 Proposed Action 

Planned new construction of 4,451,798 GSF and the planned renovation of 3,311,136 GSF 
would generate traffic and noise that would have to be scheduled to minimize the impact on the 
adjacent neighborhoods and traffic. 

The scheduling of the redevelopment of sites has to provide either a completed new facility or 
temporary space for the existing building occupants. For buildings that require regulatory 
commissioning, the time for the approval and review process, as well as the building 
commissioning, needs to be included in the redevelopment schedule. For buildings that require 
regulatory decommissioning prior to demolition the time for the approval, review and 
decommissioning must be included in the development schedule. 

To provide sites for the development, existing buildings, particularly those that are used for 
research and waste handling, all have to be properly decommissioned by the relevant 
authorities. The decommissioning may require remediation of various types of hazardous 
materials. In the case of the Building 21 complex, the decommissioning and remediation must 
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satisfy NIH and the NRC, EPA and MDE. This process has the potential of extending over 
multiple years, which in turn, affects the scheduling of the new development planned for those 
sites. 

New development sites that handle hazardous materials would require approvals and reviews to 
commission the sites. This process also could extend over multiple years. The overall campus 
development schedule would need to include the critical path for decommissioning, remediation 
when needed, and demolition, commissioning and approvals for new facilities along with the 
standard timing for design, design reviews, bidding and construction. 

4.14.7.2 No Action Alternative 

Planned new construction of 535,690 GSF and the planned renovation of 2,903,473 GSF would 
generate traffic and noise that would have to be scheduled to minimize the impact on the 
adjacent neighborhoods and traffic 

4.14.7.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Planned new construction of 7,084,498 GSF and the planned renovation of 3,311,136 GSF 
would generate traffic and noise that would have to be scheduled to minimize the impact on the 
adjacent neighborhoods and traffic. The same scheduling issues that affect Proposed Action 
would affect the Maximum Development Alternative. 

4.14.8 Construction Waste Impacts 

Construction waste would have temporary increases, and potential long-term impact in the solid 
waste disposal site downstream from NIH. The volume of projected demolition and new 
construction waste is large and would require planning for waste reduction and waste stream 
routing in the design and planning process to avoid overloading local waste disposal sites. 

4.14.8.1 Proposed Action 

Planned new construction of 4,451,798 GSF and the planned renovation of 3,311,136 GSF 
along with the planned demolitions of Buildings 12A, 14, 21, 22, 25, 28, 31, 41 and 41P in 
addition to the planned demolitions of the No Action Alternative totaling 80,960 GSF would 
generate a significant amount of construction waste. This will have temporary adverse impacts 
on roads and traffic with waste being removed and landfills for the waste destination. 

4.14.8.2 No Action Alternative 

Planned new construction of 535,690 GSF and planned renovation of 2,903,473 GSF added to 
the planned demolition of Buildings 7 and 9 of 80,960 GSF would generate significant 
construction waste that will have temporary adverse impacts on roads, traffic and landfills. 
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4.14.8.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Planned new construction of 7,084,498 GSF and the planned renovation of 3,311,136 GSF, 
along with the planned demolitions of Buildings 4, 5, 8, 16 and 16A, together comprise a total 
cumulative demolition building area of 1,818,841 GSF. This would generate a large amount of 
construction waste. This will have temporary adverse impacts on roads and traffic with waste 
being removed and landfills for the waste destination. 

4.15 HAZARDOUS WASTE AND OTHER MATERIALS IMPACTS 

4.15.1 Solid or General Waste Impacts 

Projections for solid waste generation and recycling cannot be made with precision. In most 
years, future yard waste generation should fall between 40 and 50 tons. However yard waste 
may spike in individual years, if NIH has a periodic tree maintenance and pruning project 
underway, or if there is extensive tree storm damage. Construction wastes would also have a 
wide variance, depending on the number and character of projects underway. Particularly high 
values would occur in those years when buildings are demolished or undergoing renovation. 

General waste is expected to increase with the increase in number of personnel on campus. 
Recycling efforts would also continue to increase, along with advances in solid and general 
waste handling. Impacts will be moderate for all the Alternatives. 

4.15.2 Biomedical Research Waste Impacts 

Waste is strictly segregated in the laboratory to avoid creating unnecessary amounts of multi-
hazard/mixed waste. Aqueous and organic solvents, liquid and solid waste, and short and long 
half-life radioactive materials are kept separate. A wide assortment of appropriate waste 
containers, many defined and specified by Federal and State regulations, are provided to 
researchers by the appropriate waste management groups within the DEP and DRS. The 
researcher labels the container for date, source, constituents, and potential hazard. 
Accumulated waste is stored temporarily in cabinets or in secure areas in the laboratories away 
from general public and easy employee access. The proposed increases in research laboratory 
facilities for all of the Alternatives will have moderate adverse impact. 

4.15.3 Medical Pathological Waste impacts 

Medical waste is routinely generated at all hospitals, in private medical testing and biomedical 
research laboratories, and dentist and doctor offices. Procedures for handling, treatment, 
storage, and disposal of medical waste are controlled by Federal and State regulations. Each 
defines the waste differently and gives minor variances in procedures. Pertinent regulations 
include EPA regulations for "regulated medical waste" in 40 CFR Part 259, OSHA regulations 
for waste containing "blood borne pathogens" in 29 CFR §1910.1030, and State of Maryland 
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regulations for "special medical waste" in COMAR 10.06.06, 26.13.12, and 26.13.13. Transport 
of medical waste is controlled by U.S. DOT regulations in 49 CFR Part 171 and State 
regulations. With the increased amount of renovated Clinical space and new Animal Research 
space, additional medical pathological waste is expected for all of the Alternatives considered. 
This will have minor adverse impact. 

4.15.4 Radioactive Waste Impacts 

NIH radioactive waste is inspected packaged and labeled before transport to an NRC licensed 
disposal/holding facility. Currently the waste is removed and transported to Building 21. In the 
future, the Building 21 operations would be relocated. NIH would continue to generate 
Radioactive Wastes, which have environmental impacts in the handling and disposal of the 
waste. NIH would continue to follow NRC protocols in the handling, packaging and disposal of 
its radioactive waste with Radioactive Waste Service (RWS). 

The relocation of Building 21 has the potential for adverse impact in the scheduling of the waste 
handling, which will affect the Proposed Action and the Maximum Development Alternatives. 
The approval process, decommissioning, commissioning, construction and demolition 
sequencing would determine this impact. Impacts would be temporary due to construction and 
not significant for all the Alternatives. 

4.15.5 Chemical and Multi-Hazardous Mixed Waste Impacts 

For chemical and multi-hazard/mixed waste, Chemical Recycling and Disposal Service (CRDS) 
or RWS contractor personnel inspect the waste, researcher packaging and labeling. Currently 
the waste is removed and transported to Building 21. In the future, the Building 21 operations 
would be relocated per the master plan. NIH would continue to generate chemical and multi-
hazard mixed wastes, would continue to follow EPA and MDE protocols in the handling, 
packaging and disposal of its chemical and other hazardous waste. Impacts would be temporary 
due to construction and not significant for all the Alternatives. 

4.15.6 Mercury Contamination Impacts 

Mercury (Hg) is one of the most common and hazardous contaminants in health care and 
biomedical research facilities, particularly in older facilities where mercury was widely used and 
often spilled. Even small amounts of mercury can be spread rapidly, contaminating large areas 
and systems above safe levels, and contamination can persist for long periods of time without 
detection. Often spilled mercury is only revealed during renovation and demolition activities that 
expose areas under equipment, floor tiles and in plumbing systems. 

Protocols used for assessment and remediation of hazardous substances in facilities 
undergoing renovation, demolition or other deconstruction processes are referred to as 
decommissioning. No single method or system for assessment of mercury contamination is 
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appropriate for all situations. NIH has published protocols for discovery and assessment of 
mercury contamination for their buildings. 

Impacts for all Alternatives are the same, with potential adverse temporary impacts if any 
mercury is discovered during renovation or demolition activities. Adverse impacts would include 
construction scheduling. 

4.15.6.1 Mercury in Plumbing Systems 

Mercury is a very common contaminant in wastewater plumbing and laboratory vacuum 
systems at NIH. In older biomedical facilities and laboratories much of this contamination is a 
legacy of past uses of mercury, primarily in thermometers and disposal of mercury containing 
spills and wastes via drains. Since elemental mercury (liquid metal) is very heavy – about 13.5 
times denser than water it rapidly settles in to the bottoms of traps, joints and other low areas of 
systems where it can reside for very long periods of time. 

Even in newer facilities that have eliminated most uses of mercury and prohibit all on-site 
disposals significant amounts of mercury can be found in wastewater systems. This is because 
many common chemicals such as bleach that are ultimately discharged into wastewater 
systems after use contain mercury as a contaminant. While the concentration of dissolved 
mercury in the discharged wastewater may be very low the mercury can be accumulated in solid 
biofilms (biomass) and sediments to levels that are many times higher than in the water. 
Increased flow rates, turbulence or other conditions can cause these solids to be released from 
plumbing resulting in elevated concentrations the wastewater. Since the maximum 
concentration of mercury allowed in wastewater discharges is extremely low in many 
jurisdictions the release of these contaminated solids my result in violations of pollution control 
regulations. 

An extensive amount of information on the sources of mercury accumulation in plumbing and 
reduction strategies has been developed. This is the result of investigations conducted by a 
working group comprised of the Massachusetts Water Resource Authority (MWSA) and the 
Medical Academic and Scientific Community Organization (MASCO). MASCO Research 
Reports, Pretreatment Manual, Mercury Management Guidebook and a database of Mercury 
content in products is a resource used by NIH. 

NIH has published protocols for discovery and assessment of mercury contamination for their 
buildings that are provided above. Impacts for all Alternatives are the same, with potential 
adverse temporary impacts if any mercury is discovered in the plumbing, during renovation or 
demolition activities. Adverse impacts would include construction scheduling. 

4.15.6.2 Microbial Interactions with Mercury 

Microbial interactions may increase the environmental toxicity of mercury contaminants released 
with wastewater and result in other subsidiary hazards. 
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Mercury compounds have long been used as fungicides, disinfectants, and preservatives and 
until recently, as drugs for treatment of infectious diseases. While these compounds are toxic to 
most microorganisms, some bacteria have developed mechanisms to survive and grow in the 
presence of lower concentrations of mercury. These mechanisms have probably existed since 
primordial times as an adaptation to life environments where mercury is naturally present. 
Adaptations to mercury toxicity also allow bacteria to survive and grow in mercury contaminated 
plumbing and other artificial environments. In these situations the adaptive mechanisms that 
allow bacteria to persist may have undesirable consequences including development of 
resistance to antibiotics in other resident bacteria, and accumulation and subsequent 
biotransformation inorganic forms of mercury into organic compounds such as dimethyl mercury, 
which are more toxic to animals and highly persistent and bio accumulative in the environment. 
Even at very low levels of exposure mercury is also a potent suppressor of the immune 
response of mammals to some infectious agents. 

Mercury is common contaminant in health care and biomedical research facilities; especially in 
older facilities that were in operation before restrictions on mercury use and disposal were 
established. The potential contribution of mercury to the development of antibiotic resistance 
in pathogenic bacteria and interference with immune responses is of particular concern in 
facilities where patients and laboratory animals, some with compromised immune responses are 
likely to be present. Mercury may also interfere with sensitive research protocols carried out in 
contaminated facilities. 

Impacts for all Alternatives are the same, with potential adverse temporary impacts if any 
mercury interaction with microbial material is discovered during renovation or demolition 
activities. Adverse impacts would include construction scheduling. 

4.15.7 Formaldehyde (CH2O) 

In accordance with OSHA Regulation 29 CFR 1910.1048, Formaldehyde, the NIH has 
established a Formaldehyde Surveillance Program1. The Technical Assistance Branch (TAB) of 
the Division of Occupational Health and Safety (DOHS) maintains the Formaldehyde 
Surveillance Program. For more information contact the TAB at (301) 496-3353. 

A formaldehyde surveillance program has been established to: 

•	 Identify and quantify exposure levels of workers potentially exposed to formaldehyde 

•	 Provide information on the effectiveness of the controls being used to minimize 

exposures
	

1 http://www.ors.od.nih.gov/sr/dohs/HealthAndSafety/IH/Pages/Formaldehyde-Surveillance-Program.aspx 
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This program generally applies to all occupational exposures to formaldehyde (including various 
formaldehyde solutions). This program covers all NIH locations and the impacts for all the 
Alternatives would be potential adverse temporary impacts and if formaldehyde is encountered. 

4.15.8 Ethylene Oxide (EtO) 

In accordance with OSHA Regulation 29 CFR 1910.1047, Ethylene Oxide, the NIH has 
established an Ethylene Oxide (EtO) Surveillance Program2. In health care and research 
settings, EtO is commonly used for sterilizing medical supplies and equipment. At room 
temperature and normal atmospheric pressure, it is a colorless gas with a characteristic ether-
like odor. Ethylene oxide is both flammable and highly reactive. 

Potential EtO exposures at the NIH are typically associated with using EtO sterilizers or 
handling materials removed from the sterilizers. For the Master Plan Impacts for all the 
Alternatives, Ethylene Oxide would only be an impact in the demolition of buildings that contain 
sterilizers. 

In evaluating employee exposures to EtO, the NIH complies with the exposure levels set by 
OSHA in 29 CFR 1910.1047. These are: 1.0 part per million (ppm) as an "8- hour time-weighted 
average", 5 ppm as a "short term exposure limit", and 0.5 ppm as an "action level". 

Laboratories using EtO that have not been evaluated should contact the DOHS, TAB to 
schedule an evaluation. 

Impacts for all Alternatives are the same, with only temporary impacts. 

4.15.9 Asbestos Containing Materials 

Asbestos–Containing Materials (ACM) may be present at the NIH as pipe, duct and equipment 
insulation; core material of Virginia Metal wall partitions; original wooden doors; acoustical 
ceiling plaster; ceiling tiles, duct mastic; floor tiles and their associated mastic; asbestos-cement 
sheets (Transite board) and spray-on fireproofing. These materials are most commonly found in 
mechanical rooms, pipe chases, stairwells and above suspended ceilings. 

The potential for asbestos-containing material to release airborne fibers depends on its’ degree 
of friability. Friability is the ability of materials, when dry, to be crumbled, pulverized, or reduced 
to powder by hand pressure. The sprayed-on or troweled-on materials used, as acoustical 
plaster on ceilings or as fireproofing is considered friable and readily releases airborne fibers if 
disturbed. Materials such as vinyl-asbestos floor tiles are considered non-friable and do not 
release airborne fibers unless sanded or broken. Transite board can release fibers only if sawed, 
drilled or broken. 

2 http://www.ors.od.nih.gov/sr/dohs/HealthAndSafety/IH/Pages/ih_ethylene.aspx 
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Whenever suspect asbestos containing materials are encountered in a work area at the NIH, 
the presence or absence of asbestos would be confirmed by sampling and analysis conducted 
by the DOHS. The Technical Assistance Branch (TAB), DOHS, maintains information regarding 
the NIH locations where the presence or absence of asbestos has been documented. 

The management of asbestos containing materials at the NIH campus involves the efforts of 
several Divisions within the NIH organizational structure. The Office of Research Facilities 
Development and Operations (ORFDO) provides facilities personnel with training and guidance 
in recognizing and responding to potential asbestos containing materials in buildings throughout 
the campus. Trained ORFDO personnel may perform limited asbestos abatement as required, 
subject to direction of their Supervisor and oversight by the DOHS. They are responsible for 
ensuring that areas are assessed for asbestos containing materials prior to commencement of 
any renovation or demolition activities. And if new suspect materials were discovered during the 
course of a project, they would halt operations until the materials can be assessed. 

The Division of Occupational Health & Safety (DOHS) provides technical guidance on employee 
protection when disturbing asbestos, as well as coordination of collection and analysis of 
suspected asbestos containing materials. The DOHS also reviews asbestos abatement plans 
submitted by contractors and coordinates air monitoring of asbestos abatement projects to 
assess airborne levels and to provide re-occupancy clearances. 

On January 1, 2010 the NIH adopted several policy changes regarding asbestos abatement 
oversight and clearance sampling. The letter explaining the changes can be found here. 

The Division of Environmental Protection (DEP) coordinates final shipments of asbestos 
containing materials and asbestos waste. The DEP provides shipping documents for 
compliance with Federal waste regulations and signs as the “generator” on all shipping 
documents.http://www.ors.od.nih.gov/sr/dohs/HealthAndSafety/IH/asbestos/Pages/workplace_a 
sbestos.asp Accessed 11/04/12 

Impacts for all Alternatives are the same, with potential adverse temporary impacts if any 
unknown asbestos containing material is discovered during renovation or demolition activities. 

4.15.10 Lead (Pb) and Other Hazardous Materials 

Lead based paint containing materials that remain within the structures scheduled for demolition 
or renovation, should be identified, tested and removed prior to demolition or renovation. It 
should be understood that lead based paint materials or other hazardous materials may be 
present within the structures (i.e., sub-grade sealants, enclosed wall or ceiling systems, flooring 
located below underlayment, etc.). As required under OSHA (29CFR 1926.1101) and EPA (40 
CFR 61 subpart m) a survey for asbestos is required prior to renovation /demolition to be 
conducted in accordance with these regulations. Assessments for other materials including LBP 
and PCBs etc. should also be performed prior to renovation activities. 
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If the lead paint is not abated from the building prior to demolition activities, the EPA requires 
that representative samples of the waste stream be collected and analyzed using the EPA 
TCLP method. 

The OSHA standard gives no guidance on acceptable levels of lead in paint at which no 
exposure to airborne lead (above the action level) would be expected. Rather, OSHA defines 
airborne concentrations, and references specific types of work practices and operations from 
which a lead hazard may be generated (reference 29 CFR 1926.62, section d). Environmental 
and personnel monitoring should be conducted during any removal/demolition process (as 
appropriate) to verify that actual personal exposures are below the Permissible Exposure Limit 
(PEL). Under OSHA requirements, the contractor performing the work would be required to 
conduct this monitoring and follow all of the other requirements found under 29 CFR 1926.62. 

Prior to demolition or renovation the buildings should be inspected for identified or suspect PCB 
containing ballasts, mercury containing fluorescent lamps, unused refrigerants, and other 
regulated substances should be properly removed from the building. The disposal of such items 
should be performed according to local and Federal regulations. 

All generators of spent fluorescent tubing, thermostats, and other mercury containing 
components are responsible for their proper disposal under the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA). If mercury containing articles are not removed from the building prior to 
demolition activities, the EPA requires that representative samples of the waste stream be 
collected and analyzed using the EPA TCLP method. 

Certain landfills, municipal waste incinerators and disposal facilities would not accept mercury-
containing articles regardless of the TCLP analytical test results. Mercury containing lamps 
should be disposed at an EPA registered recycling center. 

For refrigerant containing equipment, the EPA requires that any equipment dismantled on-site 
prior to disposal must have its refrigerant recovered in accordance with EPA’s Refrigerant 
Recycling Rules (Section 608). However, equipment that typically enters the waste stream 
during demolition with the charge intact (e.g. air conditioners, refrigerators, and water fountains) 
is subject to special safe disposal requirements. Under the EPA requirements, the final party in 
the disposal chain (e.g. scrap metal recycler or landfill owner) is responsible for ensuring that 
refrigerants are recovered from equipment prior to final disposition. 

Impacts for all Alternatives are the same, with potential adverse temporary impacts if any 
unknown hazardous material is discovered during renovation or demolition activities. Adverse 
impacts would include construction scheduling. 

4.15.11 Building 21 Complex Radioactive, Chemical and Multi-Hazardous Mixed 
Waste Impacts 
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Before Building 21 is demolished, it would be decommissioned according to NRC requirements 
and approvals. Waste material from building demolition would be handled and disposed of 
according to NRC requirements. Inspection and testing of the building and the soils under and 
around the building would be made by NRC prior to demolition, at points during demolition and 
after demolition. Demolition procedures would follow NRC protocols and approvals. This would 
include the current holding tanks, the vault that contains the holding tanks, the foundations of 
the prior radioactive and chemical waste processing facility foundations which are encapsulated 
underneath the Building 21 foundations and the prior holding tanks, which are currently 
underground. 

In addition to the NRC requirements, before Building 21 is demolished, it would be also be 
decommissioned according to EPA requirements. Inspection and testing of the building and the 
soils under and around the building would be made by EPA/MDE prior to demolition, at points 
during demolition and after demolition. The RCRA permit allows NIH to have the capacity to 
store up to 26,360 gallons of liquid hazardous waste for subsequent treatment, transport, and 
disposal. This volume represents the cumulative capacity of Building 21 waste management 
facility, and is for operation of this facility. 

The actual amount of material on hand at any one time is less than this capacity since waste are 
shipped once a week to off-site treatment and disposal facilities. In the proposed Master Plan 
moderate growth alternative and the maximum growth alternative, Building 21 is proposed to be 
demolished and the operations relocated to new facilities. Building 21 as a licensed RCRA 
facility would need to be decommissioned according to NRC- RCRA procedures and obtain all 
the necessary approvals to be decommissioned. The new facility would need to be constructed 
to RCRA standards, commissioned and obtain the requisite permits prior to occupancy. The 
new facility must be operational and commissioned before the existing facility decommissioning 
can start. 

If it is assumed that the chemical/hazardous waste per researcher remains constant in the 
future, then the amount generated under Proposed Action is estimated to be about 172.4 metric 
tons per year. Under the No Action Alternative generation would stabilize at around 150 metric 
tons. 

A separate NEPA process would be started for decommission, demolition and new construction 
of the waste management facilities. 

4.15.12 Animal Waste Impacts 

NIH animal waste is classified as solid waste, MPW, or sanitary waste, as determined by waste 
characteristics. Since it is a subset of other types of waste, no breakout or quantification of the 
amounts of animal waste generated is recorded. Animal waste amounts or volumes, however, 
are included within the general solid waste, MPW, or sanitary waste data. Bedding material and 
animal droppings from diseased animals are managed as MPW or sterilized by heating to 
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sufficient temperatures in a steam autoclave and disposed of as general solid waste. Bedding 
from healthy animals is disposed of as general solid waste. Wash down from areas housing 
healthy animals is routed to the sanitary sewer. 

All animal facilities are reviewed and accredited triennially by the American Association for 
Accreditation of Laboratory Animal Care (AAALAC). Facilities are also inspected twice a year by 
the Food and Drug Administration and at frequent intervals by internal NIH groups. 

NIH would continue to generate Animal Wastes, and continue to follow AAALAC requirements 
and FDA requirements for the handling and disposal of animal waste. The animal waste stream 
is expected to increase slightly with the replacement of the current Building 14 complex. The 
ability to handle the waste would be improved with new facilities. The impacts would be the 
same for the Proposed Action and the Maximum Development Alternative. 

4.15.13 Storage Tank Impacts 

Buildings that are scheduled for demolition would have the underground and above ground 
storage tanks decommissioned per EPA and MDE requirements, and then removed per EPA 
and MDE requirements. Tanks include compressed gases for medical and research laboratory 
use, and fuel tanks. Medical gas systems must comply with NFPA Standard 99. 

Buildings scheduled for demolition would need to have the fuel tanks and emergency 
generators decommissioned and removed prior to demolition. Soils testing per NIH and 
MDE/EPA protocols would need to be followed after the tank removals for both AST and UST 
fuel tanks. The NIH Fire Marshal would need to inspect the site prior to fuel tank removal. NIH 
Bethesda campus utilizes Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) and Aboveground Storage 
Tanks (ASTs) registered with the Maryland Department of Environment Oil Control Program. 

Building 21 tanks in the enclosed vault would have to be decommissioned after the replacement 
building is approved, constructed and commissioned. Two older NRC registered abandoned 
tanks are also scheduled for removal. The tanks would then have to be removed and disposed 
per NRC, RCRA, and MDE requirements. During demolition operations, monitoring would occur 
and demolition must proceed per NIH, NRC, U.S. EPA and MDE protocols for waste tank 
decommissioning and removal. Post demolition would require soil testing and remediation if any 
contaminants were found. The site would have to be cleared and remediated by NRC, U.S. EPA 
and MDE before any decommissioning could start. 

Potential impacts to the soils and groundwater at any of the development sites may be 
influenced by the presence of any storage tanks at the site or within the vicinity of the Campus. 
Further tank review with MDE would be required to assess the potential of any chemical, gas or 
petroleum releases to groundwater or soils at the campus. The tanks are expected to have 
associated piping, with fill ports, and vents. 

4-84
	



      
      

    
       

       
             

           
          

 

          
           

             
          

   

     
      

          
     

          
     

   

           
      

            
          

   

   

             
      

          
       

         
           

     
        
         

 

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 4
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Environmental Impact
	

In the Proposed Action and Maximum Development Alternatives, the existing NIH service 
station would be relocated along with its associated USTs. In addition, many of the buildings 
scheduled for demolition have ASTs and USTs. Some buildings scheduled for demolition have 
bulk LN2 tanks or other gases. This would require the removal and decommissioning of all of 
the tanks associated with these structures. The removal process for all tanks will be performed 
in accordance with MDE requirements. Confirmatory soil testing will be performed after any tank 
removal. 

In the No Action Alternative, several ASTs would be relocated as well as bulk oxygen and LN2 
bulk tanks. This would require the decommissioning of the existing tanks regardless of the type 
of fuel or gas it contained. The removal process would be per MDE and EPA requirements. The 
locations for the new or relocated tanks would require approvals to proceed, commissioning and 
inspections for installation. 

In the Maximum Development Alternative the 500,000-gallon fuel oil tanks would be excavated 
and replaced with new USTs of cathodic protection and associated leak detection devices. The 
fuel tanks located to the north of Building 11 would be replaced when Boiler 7 is installed. Old 
tanks would be removed or decommissioned in accordance with Federal and State regulations. 

All Alternatives would have storage tanks for gases or fuels and impacts associated with the 
tank decommissioning, removal and relocation would be temporary. 

4.15.14 Water Tank Impacts 

NIH Bethesda campus is considering as part of the Proposed Action and the Maximum 
Development Alternative to install two large underground water storage tanks to provide on-
campus redundancy for water. There are no adverse impacts anticipated with the water storage 
tanks. One additional above ground tank is being planned. The geology impacts are discussed 
elsewhere in this report. 

4.16 UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

The Master Plan is a guidance document for future development of the campus and its effect on 
the surrounding areas and communities. Adverse impacts are conditional upon implementation 
of individual projects proposed in the development plans for each Alternative. The three 
proposed alternatives have also been discussed throughout this report emphasizing the campus 
needs for changes to be flexible based on growth of essential support services and laboratory 
research development of the NIH scientific programs. Potential and adverse effects of each 
Alternative Plan have been discussed with greater detail in this document within the applicable 
sections. The effects must also be considered to their positive and negative overall attributes to 
the health and wellness of the community and those who benefit from the services provided by 
NIH. 
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Based on the findings of this study, previously provided and existing information, and limits of 
ongoing development of the 2013 MUP, at the time of this draft study, significant adverse and 
unavoidable impacts and changes have not been proposed to occur for the three proposed 
alternatives for the following: local economy; local planning needs and demands; community 
facilities as a result of campus growth; local housing markets; environmental justice; local park 
facilities; air quality; fauna and habitat; and flood plains. 

Unavoidable adverse impacts associated with the Proposed Action and the Maximum 
Development Alternative if implemented, include: 

• Environmental Conditions: 

• Topography, Geology and Soils 

• Biological Resources: 

• Terrestrial and Vegetation 

• Fauna and Habitat 

• Water Resources 

• Air Quality 

• Noise 

• Utilities 

• Cultural and Historic Resources 

• Visual and Aesthetic 

• Construction and Construction Waste Impacts 

• Hazardous Materials 

The impacts and/or limitations to determination of potential for adverse impacted are further 
discussed in more detail in the following sections. 

4.16.1 Environmental Conditions 

Environmental Natural Conditions at the campus under the Proposed Action and the Maximum 
Development Alternative would be isolated to the specific building projects. Both Alternatives 
have the potential for adverse impacts and would be expected to have temporary impacts. 

4.16.1.1 Topography, Geology and Soils 

The immediate topography proposed in the new development sites would significantly alter the 
existing grades. Potential adverse impacts to surface water run-off and soil erosion would 
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require the project designs to include address grading and landscaping to prevent rapid surface 
run-off during and after construction. 

4.16.1.1.1 Proposed Action Impacts 

The Proposed Action alters 1,457,268 GSF for new construction and 2,648,273 GSF for 
demolition for a total of 4,105,541 GSF of disturbed site area. This is a major amount of 
development, which is proposed to occur over a twenty-year period. At a minimum, no less than 
4-10 acres would be disturbed during any of the years. Potential temporary impacts of dust 
migration, noise, soil erosion and sedimentation could result from this amount of site disruption. 
Significant dust control, soil erosion and sediment control measures would be needed to 
mitigate this potential impact. 

4.16.1.1.2 Maximum Development Alternative Impacts 

The Maximum Development Alternative alters 2,310,468 GSF for new construction and 
2,812,711 GSF for demolition for a total of 5,123,179 GSF of disturbed site area. This is a major 
amount of development, which is proposed to occur over a twenty-year period. At a minimum, 
no less than 5-10 acres would be disturbed at any given year. Potential temporary impacts of 
dust migration, noise, soil erosion and sedimentation could result from this amount of site 
disruption. Significant dust control, soil erosion and sediment control measures would be 
needed to mitigate this potential impact. 

4.16.1.1.3 Other Impacts 

Potential impacts to the soils and groundwater at the site may be influenced by the presence of 
various fuel, chemical, gas and/or radioactive holding tanks at the various project sites. During 
demolition and construction of the projects that have tanks being removed, and/or tanks being 
installed, regulatory authority protocols would need to be followed. Soils will need to be tested 
after tank removal and any releases or contamination of soils would have to be remediated per 
the requirements and protocols of the authorities having jurisdiction, which could include NRC, 
MDE, EPA and other governing entities. 

4.16.2 Biological Resources 

4.16.2.1 Terrestrial and Vegetation 

Trees and vegetation under the Proposed Action and the Maximum Development Alternative 
would include a loss of existing trees from construction efforts, however, a net change in the 
number of trees and forest areas would increase anticipated from ongoing planting and naturalizing 
programs and development projects. 
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4.16.2.2 Fauna and Habitat 

A review of threatened and endangered species for the project area and campus in coordination 
with local Maryland agencies is currently in progress. Further review of these results would be 
needed to make a determination in regards to potential adverse impacts. 

4.16.2.3 Water Resources 

Stream resources for the Proposed Action and Maximum Development Alternative would be 
moderate based on the relative size of the proposed improvements in relation to the overall 
watershed. Impacts of water quality on Aquatic Habitat under the Proposed Action and 
Maximum Development Alternatives depend upon good construction practices and preventive 
design. A detailed study should be conducted for the proposed sites adjacent to streams. Of 
particular concern would be the Building 21 complex demolition and N21 (New Administration 
Building) construction to ensure that the NIH Stream is not impacted. Also the replacement 
facility for Building would need to be carefully designed, particularly the holding tank vault and 
associated piping to make positive outflow inverts. 

A detailed floodplain study should be conducted as part of the removal of the Building 21 
Complex and the development of N21. Floodplain avoidance should be considered. If floodplain 
avoidance is not feasible, the necessary mitigation and permitting measures should be 
implemented. 

4.16.3 Noise 

Noise generated by cooling towers associated with the chillers would increase under the 
Proposed Action and Maximum Development Alternative. Each of these alternatives requires 
adding one additional chiller similar to those already installed, based upon this preliminary 
analysis. A complete analysis of chiller capacity requirements would be included in the 2013 
MUP. The Master Plan Proposed Action proposes replacing Building 14. The north wall of the 
new Building N14 would be about 130 to 140 feet from Building 11. The projected maximum 
future Leq noise level at Building N14 is 65 dBA, an acceptable level in an urban environment. 
This would occur under high summer temperature conditions. 

Construction noise would temporarily increase during demolition, earthwork and new 
construction or renovation operations proposed in all three alternatives. 

4.16.4 Utilities 

Natural Gas demands are expected to increase from 739,450 CFH to 987,850 CFH under the 
Maximum Development Alternative. If the gas distribution capacity is not increased, then 
curtailment of NIH supply can be expected to occur more frequently and for longer periods 
during each occurrence, regardless of growth in campus demands. NIH, as it has done in the 
past, would continue to reexamine its utility requirements on the campus on a regular basis and 
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alert the appropriate utilities, as well as the community, if its requirements dramatically change. 
The master plan would continue to be updated on a regular basis, and if new proposals come 
forward that would introduce a new utility requirement, not identified in the 2013 Master Plan, 
these proposals would be reviewed, shared with the community, and go through the established 
environmental and other review processes with the Federal and State authorities that presently 
oversee development on the Bethesda campus. In the future, if NIH would require a new natural 
gas line dedicated solely to NIH use, it would follow the NEPA process. If area natural gas 
demands, such as Bethesda CBD, WRNMMC, commercial and residential growth, etc., require 
expansion of the public system, NIH would follow or participate, as appropriate, in all applicable 
environmental review processes conducted by others. 

The No Action Alternative would result in an addition of utility demand of 304,265 gross square 
feet (gsf) of new building space served by the Central Utility Plant (CUP). 

For the Proposed Action and the Maximum Development Alternative, further details of the type 
of use for each building and the resulting expected loads and demands for utilities are to be 
addressed in the 2013 Master Utility Plan (MUP), which is in progress. 

Table 4-12: Building Areas by Alternative for Order of Magnitude Effect on
 
Utilities
 

Alternative Existing Demolition New 
Construction 

Net 

No Action 12,179,983 -80,960 535,690 12,634,713 

Proposed 
Action 

12,179,983 -1,445,847 4,451,798 15,185,934 

Maximum 
Development 

12,179,983 -2,552,895 7,084,498 16,711,586 

With larger facilities planned for existing developed site, it is probable that the utility systems 
supporting the existing buildings would not have sufficient capacity for the newer larger planned 
facilities. This would require significant site utility upgrades and considerable impact to the site, 
soils, topography and roadways, in addition to the acres of grading and excavation already 
quantified for the new development. The construction impacts would be unavoidable and 
significant, adverse and temporary. The capacity impacts would continue to affect the 
supporting off-campus WSSC domestic water, sanitary and storm sewers, and the onsite and 
off-site power capacity. 

4.16.5 Cultural and Historic Resources 
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4.16.5.1 Proposed Action 

New development on the NIH campus would potentially impact views of the campus. The 
following elements of Proposed Action: Redevelopment - Proposed Alternate would have an 
adverse impact on the historic resources within the APE: 

•	 The location, height, and scale of Building NMLP14 within the North Research Cluster 
would have the potential to impact Tree Tops (Building 15K) and contributing resources 
within the NIH Historic Core Historic District and the Officer’ Quarters Historic District; 

•	 The location, height, and scale of Building N21 within the Administrative Research 
Cluster would have the potential to impact the vista between Building 1 within the NIH 
Historic Core Historic District and the Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower; 

•	 The construction of Building N7 and Building A1 within the Administrative Research 
Cluster would have the potential to impact the integrity of the NIH Historic Core Historic 
District; 

•	 The location, height, and scale of Building N12 within the East Research Cluster would 
have the potential to impact the historic setting and views from the Stone House 
(Building 16), a contributing resource of the George Freeland Peter Estate Historic 
District; 

•	 The location, height, and scale of Building N9 within the Center Research Cluster would 
have the potential to impact the integrity of the NIH Historic Core Historic District by 
altering its setting, feeling, and association; 

•	 The conversion of Buildings 15B2, 15C1-C2, 15D1-D2, 15E1-E2, 15F1-F2, and 15G1 
within the Officer’s Quarters Historic District from residential to administrative use would 
have the potential to impact the integrity of the district by altering its feeling and 
association; 

•	 New development on the NIH campus would have the potential to impact views of the 
campus from off campus sites, including the National Walter Reed National Military 
Medical Center; 

•	 The construction of Building N7 and Building A1 would have the potential to impact 
views of the NIH Historic Core Historic District from the Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower; 

•	 The construction of Building N21 would have the potential to impact the vista and the 
visual relationship between Building 1 and the Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower; and, 

•	 New development within the North Research Cluster, the Administrative Research 
Cluster, and the Biomedical Research Education Cluster, would have the potential to 
impact views of the NIH campus and its historic resources from the National Walter 
Reed National Military Medical Center Historic District. 
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4.16.5.2 Maximum Development Alternative 

The Maximum Development Alternative would continue to preserve a select number of historic 
resources, but would involve demolition of certain historic buildings. The new development on 
the NIH campus would also impact views of the campus. The following elements of Maximum 
Development Alternative: Maximum Development would an adverse impact on the historic 
resources within the APE: 

•	 The location, height, and scale of Building NMLP14 within the North Research Cluster 
would have the potential to impact Tree Tops (Building 15K) and contributing resources 
within the NIH Historic Core Historic District and the Officer’s Quarters Historic District; 

•	 The location, height, and scale of Building N21 within the Administrative Research 
Center would have the potential to impact the historic vista between Building 1 within the 
NIH Historic Core District and the Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower; 

•	 The construction of Building N7 within the Administrative Research Cluster would have 
the potential to significantly impact the integrity of the NIH Historic Core Historic District; 

•	 The demolition of Buildings 4 and 5, contributing resources within the NIH Historic Core 
Historic District, would significantly impact the integrity of the historic district by altering 
its design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association and would impact 
the historic character of the NIH campus; 

•	 The demolition of the Stone House (Building 16) and Building 16A would eliminate the 
George Freeland Peter Estate and would significantly impact the historic character of the 
NIH campus; 

•	 The location, height, and scale of Building N9 would have the potential to impact the 
integrity of the NIH Historic Core Historic District by altering its setting, feeling, and 
association; 

•	 New development on the NIH campus would have the potential to impact views of the 
campus from the upper floors of the Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower; 

•	 The demolition and new construction within the NIH Historic Core Historic District would 
have the potential to impact views of the NIH Historic Core Historic District from the 
Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower; 

•	 The construction of Building N21 would have the potential to impact the historic vista and 
the visual relationship between Building 1 and the Bethesda Naval Hospital Tower; and, 

•	 New development within the North Research Cluster, the Administrative Research 
Cluster, and the Biomedical Research Education Cluster, would have the potential to 
impact views of the NIH campus and its historic resources from the National Walter 
Reed National Military Medical Center Historic District. 
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4.16.6 Visual and Aesthetic 

The No Action Alternative plan would have minimal to moderate adverse impact. While this 
alternative would have minimal change to existing conditions, it would have a moderate 
negative impact for campus conditions as facility improvements and landscape enhancements 
would not occur. A moderately negative impact to external conditions, as planned removals of 
surface parking from the buffer would not occur. 

Proposed Action and the Maximum Development Alternatives propose significant alterations to 
the campus visual and aesthetic appearance, with the intention of improving the campus for its 
occupants, visitors and neighbors. 

4.16.7 Construction and Construction Waste Impacts 

4.16.7.1 Proposed Action 

Proposed Action would include the construction of approximately 20 new buildings or additions. 
Redevelopment of existing occupied sites would have adverse impacts of demolished buildings 
being permanently removed from the campus. Redevelopment will require alterations to access 
roads and for the re-routing for increased capacity requirements on existing infrastructure, which 
is unavoidable. Impacts of construction noise, waste, dust, and traffic are adverse, unavoidable 
and temporary, dependent on the proposed scheduling and duration of construction. These 
effects are proposed to be temporary for each project, however the total proposed development 
would span the period of the Master Plan. This impact would be significant and unavoidable 
resulting in a twenty-year construction effort at the campus. The increased capacity impact on 
infrastructure and the replacement of infrastructure would be permanent. 

4.16.7.2 No Action Alternative 

No Action Alternative would be limited to currently planned improvements. This alternative 
includes demolition of several buildings and ongoing renovations, which would temporarily 
increase construction noise and waste. 

4.16.7.3 Maximum Development Alternative 

Maximum Development proposes 27 new structures. Redevelopment of existing occupied sites 
would have adverse impacts of demolished buildings being permanently removed from the 
campus. Alterations to access roads and for the re-routing for increased capacity requirements 
on existing infrastructure are unavoidable impacts. Impacts of construction noise, waste, dust, 
and traffic are adverse, unavoidable and temporary, dependent on the proposed scheduling and 
duration of construction. These effects are proposed to be temporary for each project, however 
the total proposed development would span the period of the Master Plan. This impact would be 
significant and unavoidable resulting in a twenty-year construction effort at the campus. The 
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increased capacity impact on infrastructure and the replacement of infrastructure would be 
permanent. 

4.16.7.4 Hazardous Materials 

The existing Building 21 Complex requires decommissioning that includes remedial action to 
remove hazardous materials before demolition starts. This sequencing and schedule impact is 
unavoidable and mandatory. 

Several of the proposed laboratory buildings would require decommissioning with appropriate 
regulatory agencies for removal of material that may contain hazardous waste and all would 
require inspection for asbestos, lead, PCBs and similar known materials requiring remediation 
prior to demolition. This sequencing and schedule impact is unavoidable and mandatory. 
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5 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

5.1 GEOLOGY, TOPOGRAPHY, AND SOILS 

5.1.1 Geology 

The Piedmont Plateau Province is composed of hard, crystalline igneous and metamorphic 
rocks. Bedrock in the eastern part of the Piedmont consists of schist, gneiss, gabbro, and other 
highly metamorphosed sedimentary and igneous rock of probably volcanic origin. Exploratory 
drilling has revealed that similar metamorphic and igneous rock underlie the sedimentary rocks 
of the Coastal Plain. 

5.1.2 Topography 

Impacts to the site topography would be short term in nature and last only as long as the 
construction activities. Topographic changes associated with the construction of buildings 
proposed in all development alternatives would be bound by existing adjacent road and 
sidewalk grades. Cumulative impacts would be limited. 

5.1.3 Soils 

The soil survey map for Montgomery County, Maryland indicates that the surface deposits 
within NIH Bethesda Campus are composed of a combination of urban land and native soils 
(USDA, 2007a). Urban land is found in developed areas while the predominant native soil type 
is Glenelg. The surface and subsurface layers of each of the native soils on the Bethesda 
Campus are silt loam in texture. These soils have a high proportion of fine particles, silts, and 
clays and are rated as having either a moderate or severe hazard of erosion. Where these fine 
soils are disturbed or are not covered with sufficient vegetation, they are subject to excessive 
erosion; with the amount of soil disturbance proposed, construction mitigation measures to 
prevent soil erosion are necessary and required. 

5.2 WATER RESOURCES 

5.2.1 Surface Water 

The Maryland Department of Environment (MDE) regulations outlined in the Maryland 
Stormwater Management Guidelines for State and Federal Projects and the Energy 
Independence and Security Act (EISA) have been adopted to ensure that proposed on-site 
developments would have no impacts to off-site areas downstream. Each individual proposed 
building would be required to meet both MDE and EISA standards but none of the proposed 
alternatives increase the overall campus impervious area-to-open space ratio typically used for 
the design of additional storm water management facilities. The existing regional facilities would 
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be sufficient for all proposed alternatives and no cumulative effects are anticipated. The 
cumulative surface water for the regional facilities will be impacted by proposed development at 
the Walter Reed National Military Medical Center, Suburban Hospital expansion, current and 
future large development project in the Central Business District of Bethesda. 

5.2.2 Floodplains 

The Proposed Action and the Maximum Development Alternative propose the construction of a 
New Administration Building at the location of existing Building 21. The proposed Administration 
Building may avoid impacts to the floodplain located directly west of the proposed building. The 
demolition of the existing Building 21 Complex abuts the floodplain and a portion of the parking 
lot is in the flood plain. A detailed floodplain study should be conducted prior to the development 
to determine the final location of the building. If floodplain avoidance is not feasible, mitigation 
and permitting measures are in place to ensure that there are no off-site increases to the 
floodplain water surface elevations. With preventive action and mitigation measures during 
demolition and construction, no cumulative effects should occur. 

5.2.3 Wetlands 

According to the on-site wetlands investigation of the NIH Stream and Stony Creek conducted 
part of the Phase II Wetlands Assessment in 1993 and the National Wetland Inventory Map, 
there are no wetlands located on the NIH campus. This, coupled with the Maryland Department 
of Environment (MDE) regulations outlined in the Maryland Stormwater Management Guidelines 
for State and Federal Projects allowing no increases in offsite drainage, ensures that no 
cumulative affects to wetlands would be encountered. A decrease in overall flow from the 
campus may affect downstream wetland resources but given the size ratio of NIH to the overall 
drainage shed, no cumulative impacts are anticipated. 

5.3 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

5.3.1 Fauna and Habitat 

Although there would be an increase in development, current NIH tree, forest and vegetation policies 
remain in place requiring ongoing protection, replacement, and enhancement. Tree losses would be 
determined on an individual project basis but policy prohibiting a net loss of tree and\or vegetative 
cover remains in place. Therefore there would be no cumulative effects on the vegetative habitat. 

5.3.2 Aquatic and Wetland Habitat 

According to the on-site wetlands investigation of the NIH Stream and Stony Creek conducted 
part of the Phase II Wetlands Assessment in 1993 and the National Wetland Inventory Map, 
there are no wetlands located on the NIH campus. Each individual proposed building would be 
required to meet both Maryland Department of Environment (MDE) regulations outlined in the 
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Maryland Stormwater Management Guidelines for State and Federal Projects and the Energy 
Independence and Security Act (EISA). Based on these regulations, site-specific stormwater 
management facilities may be implemented. Discharge from the facilities would be cleaner and 
released more frequently with less volume allowing Aquatic habitat to remain in cleaner 
inundated streams for longer periods of time. With the decrease in volume of water released, 
stream water surface elevations could decrease affecting the vegetated habitat along channel 
banks. Stormwater management proposed in these alternatives should not have an immediate 
effect on Aquatic and Vegetative Habitat on or off-site given the size ratio of NIH to the overall 
drainage shed, however it could contribute to a cumulative affect when combined with adjacent 
development restricted by the same regulations. Mitigation measures should be considered to 
balance the cumulative effects. 

5.3.3 Threatened and Endangered Species 

Except for occasional transient individuals, no Federally proposed or listed endangered or 
threatened species or their critical habitat is known to exist within the project areas at NIH 
Bethesda Campus. 

5.4 AIR QUALITY 

U.S. EPA defines ambient air in 40 CFR 50.1(e) as ―that portion of the access. In compliance 
with the 1970 Clean Air Act and the 1977 and 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments, U.S. EPA has 
promulgated National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). The NAAQS were enacted for 
the protection of the public health and welfare, allowing for an adequate margin of safety. To 
date, U.S. EPA has issued NAAQS for the following criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), 
sulfur dioxide (SO2), particulate matter (particles with a diameter less than or equal to a nominal 
10 micrometers [PM10] and particles with a diameter less than or equal to nominal 2.5 
micrometers [PM2.5]), ozone (O3), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), and lead. 

The cumulative air quality will be impacted by proposed development at the Walter Reed 
National Military Medical Center, Suburban Hospital expansion, current and future large 
development project in the Central Business District of Bethesda. All of these proposed 
developments would cause additional traffic and resultant emissions. All of these proposed 
developments would have added building exhaust emissions. Mitigation measures would need 
to be considered to offset the cumulative effect of all the proposed development impacts on air 
quality. 
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5.5 NOISE 

Noise is generally perceived as unwanted sound that interferes with normal activities or in some 
way reduces the quality of the environment. It may consist of intermittent or continuous sources. 

Noise can be nondescript, involving a broad range of sound sources and frequencies, or it can 
have a specific, clearly identifiable sound source. The characteristics of sound include such 
physical parameters as intensity, frequency, and duration. 

The Noise Control Act of 1972 was enacted to establish noise control standards and to regulate 
noise emissions from commercial products such as transportation and construction equipment. 
In 1981, U.S. EPA concluded that noise issues were best handled at the state or local 
government level, and in the early 1980s the primary responsibility of regulating noise was 
transferred to state and local governments. 

However, the Noise Control Act of 1972 and the Quiet Communities Act of 1978 remain in effect 
today. The standard measurement unit of noise is the decibel (dB), which represents the 
acoustical energy present. Noise levels are measured in A-weighted decibels (dBA), a 
logarithmic scale that approaches the sensitivity of the human ear across the frequency 
spectrum. A 3-dB increase is equivalent to doubling the sound pressure level, but is barely 
perceptible to the human ear. Noise levels vary continuously with time and various measurable 
descriptions of noise are used to account for this variance with time. Leq is the average mean 
square sound level measured in decibels over a time period of consideration, usually 1 hour. 
L10, L50, and L90 are sound pressure levels that are exceeded 10, 50, and 90 percent of the 
time, respectively, while LMIN and LMAX, represent the minimum and maximum sound 
pressure levels recorded during the monitoring period. 

According to their regulatory setting, many Federal agencies have developed their own 
standards, which are often used to determine acceptable noise levels. For example, U.S. EPA 
has established both indoor and outdoor levels that aim to protect public health and welfare by 
taking into account levels that would prevent hearing damage, sleep disturbance, and 
communication disruption. An outdoors limit of 55 dB and an indoor limit of 45 dB would protect 
against speech interference and sleep disturbance for residential, educational, and health care 
areas, which are considered noise sensitive receptors. 

The sensitivity of the human ear to sound depends on the frequency or pitch of the sound. 
People hear some frequencies better than others. If a person hears two sounds of the same 
sound pressure but different frequencies, one sound may appear louder than the other. This 
occurs because people hear high frequency noise much better than low frequency noise. A 
weighting of noise levels provides a standard for noise measurement that takes into 
consideration the human ear's sensitivity to different frequencies. The Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration developed a noise exposure standard in the workplace of 90 dBA for the 
duration of an 8-hour period, with a maximum of 140 dBA for impulsive noise, such as a siren. 
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Other Federal agencies define noise criteria in terms of Ldn (Federal Interagency on Urban 
Noise (FICUN), 1980). Maryland state noise level criteria are given in the Code of Maryland 
Regulations (COMAR) 26.02.03.03, Control of Noise Pollution, and Montgomery County criteria 
are in the Montgomery County Noise Ordinance, although the Montgomery County Noise 
Ordinance is only applicable outside the NIH Bethesda Campus fence line. 

Noise is expected to increase with all of the considered Alternatives for the NIH Bethesda 
Campus. Cumulative noise will increase in the local area with the planned expansions at 
WRNMMC, Suburban Hospital and the commercial developments in Bethesda CBD. Traffic, 
people, mechanical equipment, construction, landscape equipment and other sources would 
generate noise. 

5.6 UTILITIES 

5.6.1 Domestic Water 

The development alternatives would increase the average daily water usage with additional 
development. To facilitate the construction of the improvements under this Proposed Action, the 
existing water distribution system would need to be relocated as necessary. With the increase in 
water demand, NIH should consult with the Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission 
(WSSC) to ensure adequate water supplies are available for the campus. This consultation 
would also assist WSSC in determining if and when any of the public lines surrounding the 
campus need to be upgraded. Cumulative impacts would occur if the increased NIH campus 
demands facilitate WSSC to upgrade their domestic water network. With the planned 
developments at WRNMMC, Suburban Hospital and both the Bethesda CBD and White Flint 
commercial developments, the cumulative demand on domestic water would be significant. 

5.6.2 Sanitary Sewer 

The development alternatives would increase the amount of wastewater generated on campus 
with the proposal of additional development. To facilitate the construction of the improvements 
under this Proposed Action, the existing wastewater distribution system would need to be 
relocated and upgraded as necessary. With the increase in demand, NIH should consult with 
the Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC) to ensure adequate sewer capacity is 
available for the campus. Cumulative impacts would occur if the increased NIH campus 
demands facilitate WSSC to upgrade their sanitary sewer system. With the planned 
developments at WRNMMC, Suburban Hospital and both the Bethesda CBD and White Flint 
commercial developments, the cumulative demand on the sanitary sewer system would be 
significant. 
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5.6.3 Storm Sewer 

The development alternatives would increase the impervious area adjacent to proposed building 
locations but ultimately maintain the current overall campus land use conditions with a decrease 
in the overall campus impervious area-to-open space ratio. This coupled with the compliance 
each individual proposed building would need with the Maryland Department of Environment 
(MDE) requirements outlined in the Maryland Stormwater Management Guidelines for State and 
Federal Projects and the Energy Independence and Security Act, should ensure that 
downstream discharge would not increase with proposed development. Consideration should be 
given to maintaining on-site drainage patterns to ensure adequacy of existing systems. 
Deviations may require additional local site analysis and site-specific utility upgrade but should 
not have a cumulative impact. With the planned developments at WRNMMC, Suburban 
Hospital and both the Bethesda CBD and White Flint commercial developments, the cumulative 
demand on the storm sewer system would be significant. 
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6 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

6.1 MEETINGS/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) has been prepared in accordance with the 
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, regulations of the CEQ 
in 40 CFR 1500-1508, and the NEPA compliance procedures of the DHHS found in the General 
Administration Manual, Part 30 (Environmental Protection). The comments received on the 
Supplemental Draft EIS were used to scope the development of this draft EIS. 

6.2 DRAFT 2013 MASTER PLAN 

NIH is committed to having an active public participation program and consultation with 
government agencies. NIH has sought and given different public, private and government groups the 
opportunity to provide early coordination, to ask questions, express opinions and identify issues, 
concerns and potential impacts that should be addressed during the scope of the 2013 NIH 
Bethesda Campus Master Plan and the Environmental Impact Statement for the Master Plan. 

As required by Section 5(a) of the National Capital Planning Act of 1952, as amended (40 U.S.C.§ 
71d(a)), the National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) was notified, as was the Maryland-
National Capital Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC) as who acts in an advisory capacity 
to NCPC. An informal scoping meeting was held with National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) 
to obtain early comment. M-NCPPC staff was also in attendance. NIH representatives informed 
attendees that the Master Plan Update was starting. A brief presentation was made at the 
meeting. NCPC staff asked a number of general questions, but had no substantive comment on 
issues or requirements. NIH received a written follow-up letter from NCPC in response to this 
meeting. 

The 2013 Master Plan public participation process began with a notice being placed in the Federal 
Registrar, multiple different newspapers, and websites. The notice was to inform the reader that a 
Master Plan along with an EIS for the Bethesda campus would be prepared and invited all to attend 
the formal scoping meeting to present the project and take comment. The presentation was also 
made to the NIH Community Liaison Council at the monthly meeting in May of 2012. A second 
presentation at the NIH Community Liaison Council was planned for the June monthly meeting. 
The Council is composed of NIH representatives, interested citizens, and community 
organizations. 

As published, NIH held the formal scoping meeting on February 28, 2012. Brief presentations were 
given on the projects by NIH staff and their consultants regarding the NEPA review and comment 
process and the Master Plan 2013 Update and its major features. The floor was opened to attendees 
who wanted to make verbal statements, however no oral comments were made at the meeting. NIH 
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representatives were available before and after the meeting to explain the project, informally receive 

comment, and answer questions on a one-on-one basis with any interested parties. No written
	
comments were received at the end of the 45-day comment period subsequent to the meeting.
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7 DISTRIBUTION LIST 

Bethesda Library 
7400 Arlington Road 
Bethesda, MD 20814 

Senator Barbara A. Mikulski 
503 Hart Senate Office Bldg 
Washington, DC 20510 

Senator Benjamin L. Cardin 
509 Hart Senate Office Bldg 
Washington, DC 20510 

Congressman 8th District Chris Van Hollen 
1707 Longworth H.O.B. 
Washington, DC 20515 

M-NCPPC 
Department of Parks 
9500 Brunett Ave. 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 

Neil R. Greene 
5514 Charles Street 
Bethesda, MD 20814 

Debbie Michaels 
8619 Terrace Gordon Way 
Bethesda, MD 20814 

Eric Osberg 
9101 Rockville Pike 
Bethesda, MD 20814 

Marilyn Mazuzan 
5506 Oakmont Avenue 
Bethesda, MD 20817 

Michael Weil 
401 4th Street, NW 
Washington DC 20004 

Beth Volz 
9202 Cedar Lane 
Bethesda, MD 20814 

7-1
	



      
      

 
  

   
 

   
 

  
  
   

 
   

 
  

 
   

  
    

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Section 7
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Distribution List
	

CDR Vogel 
NNMC Bethesda 
B14, Room 158 
8901 Rockville Pike 
Bethesda, MD 20892 

c/o Joe Macri 
NSA Bethesda 
B11, Room 230 
8901 Rockville Pike 
Bethesda, MD 20892 

USEPA (via eNEPA) 

Maryland Department of Environment 
1800 Washington Blvd. 
Baltimore, MD 21230 
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Figure A-1 Existing NIH Bethesda Campus Map 
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APPENDIX B. ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMNS
 

A 
AAALAC American Association for Accreditation of Laboratory Animal Care 
AASHTO American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials 
ACHP Advisory Council for Historic Preservation 
ACRF Ambulatory Care Research Facility 
ACM Asbestos Containing Material 
ACT Association for Commuter Transportation 
ADA American Disabilities Act 
Ag Silver 
AGP Annual Growth Policy 
AIA American Institute of Architects 
AICP American Institute of City Planners 
AIDS Acquired Immunodeficiency Syndrome 
ANG Angle 
ANSI American National Standards Institute 
APE Area of Potential Effect 
APO Average Passenger Occupancy 
AQCA Air Quality Control Area 
AQCR Air Quality Control Region 
AQI Air Quality Index 
ArcGIS GIS software 
ARRA American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
ASA Assistant Secretary for Administration 
ASB Assistant Secretary for Budget Technology and Finance 
ASHRAE American Society of Heating and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
AST Above Ground Storage Tanks 
ATMP Additional Transportation Management Program (measures) 

B 
BCC Bethesda Chevy Chase 
BCC CAB Bethesda Chevy Chase Citizens Advisory Board 
BEIP Biomedical Engineering and Instrumentation Program 
BMP Best Management Practices 
BOD5 5-day Biological Oxygen Demand 
BP Before Present 
BPY British Thermal Units per Year 
BRAC Base Realignment and Closure 
BTU British Thermal Units 
BTU/CF British Thermal Units per Cubic Foot 
BTU/GAL British Thermal Units per Gallon 
BTU-HR/TON British Thermal Units Hours per Ton 
BTU/KW-HR British Thermal Units per Kilowatt Hour 
BTU/SF/F/HR British Thermal Unit per Square Foot per Degrees Fahrenheit per Hour 
BTU/YR British Thermal Units per year 
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C 
CAA Clean Air Act 
CAP College of American Pathologists 
CAS No. Chemical Abstract Service number 
CBD Central Business District 
CC Clinical Center 
Cd Cadmium 
CEQ Council on Environmental Quality 
CF Cubic Feet 
CFR Code of Federal Regulations 
CF/HR Cubic feet per hour 
CFM Cubic Feet per Minute 
CFR Code of Federal Regulations 
CFS/cfs Cubic feet per second 
CF/YR Cubic feet per year 
CFX Fluorinated Carbons 
CH2O Formaldehyde 
CHW Chilled Water 
CIP Capital Improvement Plan 
CLRP Constrained Long Range Plan (for regional transportation planning) 
CLV Critical Lane Volume 
CMS Congestion Management System 
CMSA Consolidated Metropolitan Statistical Area 
CN Cyanide 
CO Carbon Monoxide 
CO2 Carbon Dioxide 
CO2e Carbon Dioxide Equivalent 
COG Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments 
COGEN Cogeneration 
COMAR Code of Maryland 
Cr Chromium 
CRC Clinical Research Center 
CRDS Chemical Recycling and Disposal Service 
CSX CSX Transportation 
Cu Copper 
CVIF Commercial Vehicle Inspection Facility 
CWA Clean Water Act 

D 
dBA A-weighted decibels (Measures the relative loudness of sounds) 
DBH diameter at breast height (of a tree) 
DBED Department of Business and Economic Development 
DEIS Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
DEP Division of Environmental Protection 
DEPC Division of Emergency Preparedness and Coordination 
DES Division of Engineering Services 
DFP Division of Facilities Planning 
DFRS Division of Fire and Rescue Services 
DOHS Division of Occupational Safety and Health 
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DOT Department of Transportation 
DP Division of Police 
DPS Division of Public safety 
DPW&T Department of Public Works and Transportation 
DNA/dna Deoxyribonucleic acid 
DRM Design Requirements Manual 
DRS Division of Radiation Safety 
DS Division of Safety 
DSO Division of Security Operations 
Dist. Oil Distillate oil, No. 2 fuel oil 
DRG Division of Research Grants 

E 
EAC External Advisory Committee 
EB eastbound 
EIS Environmental Impact Statement 
EISA Energy Independence and Security Act 2007 
EMB Emergency Management Branch 
EMS Emergency Maintenance and Safety Program 
E.O. Executive Order 
EPA Environmental Protection Agency 
ERH Emergency Ride Home Program 
ESD Environmental Site Design 
EtO Ethylene Oxide 
ETSO Employee Transportation Service Office 

F 
FAES The Foundation for Advanced Education in the Sciences 
FAR floor to land area ratio 
FCP Forest Conservation Plan 
FDA Food and Drug Administration 
FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency 
FGR Fuel Gas Recirculation 
FHWA Federal Highway Administration 
FIC Fogarty International Center 
FICUN Federal Interagency on Urban Noise 
FO Front (Accident) 
FPP Forest Protection Plan 
FPPB Facilities Planning and Programming Branch 
FRS Federal Registry System 
FSD Forest Stand Delineation 
FY Fiscal Year 

G 
Gal/Hr gallons per hour 
GLP Good Laboratory Practice 
GPD/gpd Gallons per Day 
GPM/gpm Gallons per Minute 
GAO General Accounting Office 

B-3
	



       
      

    
      

      
     

      
     

      
      

 
 
   

    
     

          
         

    
    

    
    

     
     

    
       

         
    

   
 
  

     
   

      
     
      
      
       

 
 

   
    

      
      

   
   

    
     

   
 

 
   

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Appendix B
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Abbreviations and Acronyms
	

GHG Greenhouse Gases 
GIS Geographic Information System 
GMLS Grounds Maintenance and Landscape Section 
GPD gallons per day 
gpm gallons per minute 
GSA General Services Administration 
gsf gross square feet 
GSF Gross Square Feet 

H 
H Hydrogen 
HCl Hydrochloric Acid 
HEC Hydraulic Engineering Center 
HEC-RAS Hydraulic Engineering Center (HEC) River Analysis System (RAS) 
HEPA High Efficiency Particulate Arresting or Air Filtration 
HFC Halogenated Fluorocarbons 
HFCs Hydrofluorocarbons 
Hg Mercury 
HHS-OPDIV HHS Operating Divisions 
HIV Human Immunodeficiency Virus 
HOV High Occupancy Vehicle 
HP High Pressure 
HRSG Heat Recovery Steam Generator 
HUD U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
Hwy Highway 
Hz hertz 

I 
I.C.s Institutes and Centers 
ID Identification Number 
IDEA International District Energy Association 
IMIP Infrastructure Modernization and Improvement Program 
IRGs Initial Review Groups 
ISMP Institutional Stormwater Management Plan 
ISTEA Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act 

K 
kg Kilogram 
KMCM Keep Montgomery County Moving 
KPMG KPMG Peat Marwick 
KPPH 1,000 pounds per hour 
KV Kilovolt 
KVA Kilovolt-ampere 
KW Kilowatt 
KWH Kilowatt hour 
Kw/Ton Kilowatt Tons 

L 
L Leachate 
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Sound Pressure Level 
LATR Local Area Transportation Review 
lb/hr pounds per hour 
lb/mm pounds per millimeter 
LBP Lead Based Paint 
lbs/sq. ft. pounds per square foot 
lb/yr pounds per year 
Ld daytime noise levels 
Ldn day-night noise level 
Leq Equivalent continuous sound level measured in Decibels (Dba) 
L/kg Leachate Kilograms 
Ln nighttime noise levels 
LN2 Liquid Nitrogen 
LSM Laboratory of Statistical and Mathematical Methodology 

M 
MARC Maryland Rail Commuter 
MBTU/mBTU Thousand British Thermal Units 
MBTU/YR million British Thermal Units per year 
MCDEP Montgomery County Department of Environmental Protection 
MC DOT Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
MCPB Montgomery County Planning Board 
MCTMO Medical Center Transportation Management Organization 
MD DOT Maryland Department of Transportation 
MDE Maryland Department of the Environment 
MDNR Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
MD SHA Maryland State Highway Administration 
MD SHPO Maryland State Historic Preservation Office/ Officer 
MEV million electron volt 
MGD million gallons per day 
μg/m3 micrograms per cubic meter 
μmho/cm micromhos per centimeter 
mg/l milligrams per liter 
mg/L Maximum theoretical concentration ( in grams) in leachate 
MHT Maryland Historic Trust 
MLP Multilevel parking structure 
MMBTU Million British Thermal Units 
M-NCPPC Maryland National Park and Planning Commission 
MOU Memorandum of Understanding 
MPN/100ml Most probable number per 100 milliliters 
MPW Medical/pathological waste 
MRI magnetic resonance imaging 
MSDS Material Safety Data Sheet 
MUP Master Utilities Plan 
MVA Million volt-amps or Mega Volt Ampere 
MW Megawatt 
MWAQC Metropolitan Washington Air Quality Committee 
MWCOG Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments 
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N 
NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
NAD non-auto driver 
NATS NOx Allowance Tracking 
NB Northbound 
NCHGR National Center for Human Genome Research 
NCI National Cancer Institute 
NCI AQCA National Capital Interstate Air Quality Control Area 
NCPC National Capital Planning Commission 
NCRR National Center for Research Resources 
NE northeast 
NEI National Eye Institute 
NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 
NETS NOx Emission Tracking 
NHLBI National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute 
NHPA National Historic Preservation Act 
Ni Nickel 
NIA National Institute on Aging 
NIAAA National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism 
NIAID National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
NIAMS National Institute of Arthritis and Musculoskeletal and Skin Diseases 
NICHD National Institute of Child Health and Human Development 
NIDA National Institute on Drug Abuse 
NIDDK National Institute of Diabetes and Digestive and Kidney Diseases 
NIDR National Institute of Dental Research 
NIEHS National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences 
NIGMS National Institute of General Medical Sciences 
NIH National Institutes of Health 
NIHAC NIH Animal Center, Poolesville 
NIMH National Institute of Mental Health 
NINCD National Institute on Deafness and Other Communication Disorders 
NINDS National Institute of Neurological Disorders and Stroke 
NINR National Institute for Nursing Research 
NLM National Library of Medicine 
NMC Naval Medical Command 
WRNMMC Walter Reed National Military Medical Center 
NNW north-northwest 
NO2 nitrogen dioxide 
NOx nitrogen oxides (Atmospheric Pollutants) 
NO nitrous oxide 
NPDES National Pollution Discharge Elimination System 
NRI National Resources Inventory 
NRC Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
NSF National Science Foundation 
NSF net square feet 

O 
O Oxygen 

B-6
	



       
      

    
     

    
      
     
     
      

      
    

       
     
      

    
      
      
       

 
 

      
    

    
       

     
    

     
     
     

      
      

    
    

    
           

      
      
      
      
      

 
 

   
 

 
      
    

      
      

     
      

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Appendix B
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Abbreviations and Acronyms
	

O3 Ozone 
OAR Office of AIDS Research 
OC Office of Communications 
ODP Office of Disease Prevention 
OEO Office of Equal Opportunity 
OER Office of Extramural Research 
OFP Office of Facility planning 
OIR Office of Intramural Research 
OM Office of Management 
ORFDO Office of Research Facilities Development and Operations 
ORMH Office of Research on Minority Health 
ORWH Office of Research on Women's Health 
ORS Office of Research Services 
OSHA U.S. Occupational Safety and Health Administration 
OSHB Occupational Safety and Health Branch 
OSPTT Office of Science Policy and Technology Transfer 

P 
PAMR Policy Area Mobility Review 
Pb lead 
PCB's polychlorinated biphenyls 
pCi/L picocuries per liter 
P.E. Professional Engineer 
PEL Permissible Exposure Limit 
PEPCO Potomac Electric Power Company 
pH unit of acidity 
pm particulate matter 
PM10 inhalable particulate matter (10 micron or less) 
PMB Program Management Branch 
PNRC-II John Porter Neuroscience Research Center 
Po Polonium 
PPH/pph Pounds per hour 
PPH/GSF or pph/gsf Pounds per Hour per Gross Square Foot 
Ppm parts per million 
PSD Prevention of Significant Deterioration 
PSL Physical Sciences Laboratory 
Psig pound force per square inch 
PWB Public Works Branch 

Q 
Quad Quadrant 

R 
R Residential (Montgomery County Zoning) 
Ra Radium 
RACT Reasonably Available Control Technology 
RAS River Analysis System 
RAT Recycling Action Teams 
RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
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R & D Research and Development 
RE Rear End (Accident) 
Res. Oil Residual oil, No. 6 oil 
RIMS Research Information Management Systems 
Rn Radon 
RION Rion Instruments 
ROI Region of Interest 
ROW right-of-way 
RT Residential Townhouse (Montgomery County Zoning) 
RPP residential parking permit 
RSB Radiation Safety Branch 
RVP Reid Vapor Pressure 
RWS Radioactive Waste Service 

S 
SB southbound 
SCID Severe Combined Immunodeficiency 
SCS Soil Conservation Service 
SCPOP Strategic Central Plant Operating Programs 
SF/sf square feet 
SF6 sulfurhexafluoride 
SHA State Highway Administration 
SHPO State Historic Preservation Officer 
SIP State Implementation Plan (for air quality) 
SO2 sulfur dioxide 
SOV single occupancy vehicle 
SPB Special Projects Branch 
Sq. Ft./sq. ft. square feet 
SS Side (Accident) 
STAMINA 2 Noise Predictive Computer Model 
STD Standard 
SWM Stormwater Management 

T 
T Temperature 
TB Technical Assistance BRANCH 
TAPS toxic air pollutants 
TC toxicity characteristic 
TCA Total Constituent Analysis 
TCLP Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure 
T & D Transmission & Distribution 
TDL Target Demand Level 
TMA Transportation Management Area 
TMD Transportation Management Department 
TMDL Total Maximum Daily Loads 
TMP Transportation Management Plan 
TNM Traffic Noise Model 
TOMP Toxic Organic Management Plan 
ton/yr ton per year 
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Tot Total 
TPAR Transportation Policy Area Review 
TPP Tree Protection Plan 
TPY tons per year 
TSD Treatment, Storage and Disposal 
TTO Total toxic organics 
TWA Time Weighted Average 

U 
U Uranium 
UB urban land 
US-ACE U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
USC/U.S.C. United States Code 
U.S. EPA United States Environmental Protection Agency 
USDA United States Department of Agriculture 
USGS United States Geology Survey 
US HHS U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 
US HUD U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
UST Underground Storage Tanks 
USUHS Uniformed Service University of the Health Sciences 

V 
V Volt 
VA Department of Veteran Affairs 
VOC Volatile Organic Compounds 
VRP Veterinary Resources Program 

W 
WB westbound 
WG Washington Gas 
w/gsf watts per gross square foot 
WMATA Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
WMS Waste Management Section 
WOPR White Office Paper Recycling Program 
WQx Water Quality Volume 
WRNMMC Walter Reed National Military Medical Center 
WRRB Waste Resource Recovery Branch 
WSSC Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission 

X, Y, Z 
YMCA Young Men’s Christian Association 
Zn Zinc 
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Figure C-1 Existing Lane Configurations 
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Figure C-2 Existing Lane Configurations 
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Figure C-3 Existing Peak Hour Volume 
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Figure C-4 Existing Peak Hour Volume 
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Figure C-5 Inventory of Existing Pedestrian Facilities 
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Figure C-6 Inventory of Existing Pedestrian Facilities 
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Figure C-7 Inventory of Existing Pedestrian Facilities 
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Figure C-8 Inventory of Existing Pedestrian Facilities 
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Figure C-9 Inventory of Existing Pedestrian Facilities 
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Figure C-10 Pipeline Traffic Volumes 
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Figure C-11 Pipeline Traffic Volumes 
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Figure C-12 Background Traffic Volumes 
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Figure C-13 Background Traffic Volumes 
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Figure C-14 Proposed Action Trip Assignment 

C-14
	



        
      

 

    

 


	

	


	


	

	


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement Appendix C
	
NIH Bethesda Campus Traffic Data
	

Figure C-15 Proposed Action Trip Assignment 
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Figure C-16 Proposed Action Total Future Peak Hour Volume 
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Figure C-17 Proposed Action Total Future Peak Hour Volume 
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Figure C-18 Maximum Development Alternative Trip Assignment 
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Figure C-19 Maximum Development Alternative Trip Assignment 
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Figure C-20 Maximum Development Alternative Total Future Peak Hour Volume 
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Figure C-21 Maximum Development Alternative Total Future Peak Hour Volume 
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Electrical Power)..................................................................................................2-7
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September 19,2012 

IanRodway 
ECS Mid-Atlantic, LLC 
14026 Thunderbolt Place, Suite 100 
Chantilly, VA 20151-3232 

Martin O'Molley, Go1•em0f 

Anthony G. Brown, Lr GO••eHlor 

John R. Grlttin, 5«1etm y 

Joseph P. Gill. Ckput)' S<>Ot>rary 

RE: Environmental Review for National Institutes of Health (NIH) located at 9000 
Rockville Pike, Bethesda, revised EIS for 2013 Comp Master Plan, Montgomery County, 
MD. 

Dear Mr. Rodway: 

The Wildlife and Heritage Service has determined that there are no State or Federal records for 
rare, threatened or endangered species within the boundaries ofthe project site as delineated. As 
a result, we have no specific comments or requirements pertaining to protection measures at this 
time. This statement should not be interpreted however as meaning that rare, threatened or 
endangered species are not in fact present. If appropriate habitat is available, certain species 
could be present without documentation because adequate surveys have not been conducted. 

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to review this project. If you should have any further 
questions regarding this information, please contact me at (410) 260-8573. 

ER# 2012.1146.mo 

Sincerely, 

ltp..,· a. f3vv--
Lori A. Byrne, 
Environmental Review Coordinator 
Wildlife and Heritage Service 
MD Dept. of Natural Resources 

http:2012.1146.mo
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APPENDIX F. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

F.1 INTRODUCTION 

F.1.1 Draft Environmental Impact Statement Comment Period 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) was issued on March 21, 2014, with a Notice 
of Availability published in the Federal Register. A 75-day comment period was allowed. A 
public meeting was held on April 8, 2014. Comments for the DEIS were welcomed at the 
meeting; and later by mail, email, fax, and telephone. 

F.1.2 Response to Comments 

Each letter, email, fax or telephone comment submitted for the DEIS was given a document 
number and electronically scanned. Substantive comments within the letters were marked with 
a bracket and assigned a number corresponding to a response found on the right side of the 
page. 

Responses to individual comments reflect why no change was made or where changes have 
been made to address the comment. Many comments had already been addressed in the EIS 
and the responses to such comments point to the location in the FEIS where those comments 
were addressed. 

Several comments were made that require no specific response but which will be considered by 
the NIH in its final decision. These comments generally show support for or opposition to the 
project, provide personal background information, or contain other information to which a 
response is not required. 

F.2 COMMENT LETTERS 

Letter 1 NEPA Public Meeting 

Letter 2 Phil Alperson 

Letter 3 Debbie Michaels 

Letter 4 Locust Hill Citizens’ Association 

Letter 5 The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 

Letter 6 United States Environmental Protection Agency 

Letter 7 National Capital Planning Commission 

Letter 8 Steve Karesh 

Letter 9 United States Department of the Interior 
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P R 0 C E E D T N G S 

6 : 35 p . m. 

3 MS . PORTER : My n ame is Georgianna Port ee . 

I wock AT the NIH with the Di visio n a t 

$ E~v ironmental P rotec tion . I'll be beg inning the 

5 meeting and introducing you ar.d tel ling you a 

litt le b it about the process . 

8 A fe w peop le you ' ll be h earing fro m 

9 tonight a re myself , Mark Radtke with the Divis ion 

10 of Envi ronmenta l Protection . He ' 11 be speaki n g on 

11 publ i c commenting and the EIS ; also Mr . Ri cardo 

12 Herr i ng with the Division of Facilities Planning . 

13 What is NEPA? NEPA stands for the 

14 Nationa l Environmen tal Pol i cy Act of 1969 . It 

15 de f i nes NEPA process --- excuse me - -- with in the 

16 Qua l ity Regulac ions and things of that nature . 

17 The purpose o f the Environmental I mp a ct 

18 State~ent for che NIH master planni~g i s to e xam i ne 

19 pote ntia l i mpacts a nd l it i q ate . Why do we do it? 

20 It is a Federal law. It allows for Agency 

21 to cons i der impacts of its actions . l t ol l o ws for 

22 public part ici patio n a nd e ns u res the Agency makes 

23 a~ inf o~~ed decision on it s actio~s . 

24 The NEPA proce ss . We started o ut i ssuing 

25 a Nocice of In tent . We held a p ublic scoping 

Executive Cour~ Repocters 
(301) 565-0064 

Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

F-6
	




	


	

meeting . We issued a dratt EI S h ere on che State 

and now we a re hold ing anothe r and we ' re walL ~ ng 

3 for public comment o n the dra! " - A[ t er Lhat we will 

i ssue a f1~~l E!S and a record of deci s ion wi l l be 

5 put o ut . 

No w, Mr. Ricardo Herring will b e laking 

7 over ar.d discussing the mas te r plan . 

8 

9 

MR . HE:RRING : thank you, Georg i a . 

Good evening . And l ' d li ke to Lh a nk you 

10 for com ing . 

11 Th e NIH master plan is a 20- year ;> l an . 

12 It 's to g a ther development over the nex t 20 years . 

13 And the plan ensures Lha t r esearch and re search 

l4 s upport f aci l i Lie:< a re p rovide d a t, you know - - -

15 excuse me --- at the appropriate ti~e as needed . 

16 The first t h i ng I ' m going to po i nt out to 

17 yo u , i n t h e master p lan t h e buildings that are 

18 yello"' a re the new bui l d ings . The qru y buildings 

19 are existing s t ru c tu res . 

20 As you have noticed t ha t rnosc of t h e 

21 relevant i s towards Lh e e ast and stops at the 

22 c a mpus . And J also need to point ou~ none of th i s 

23 is f u n d ed, s o it 's basically a p l an . Ho pe f u l l y we 

24 may get fund e d, bu t r ig h t now nothing is fun ded . 

25 Why does the campus need a master plan ? 

execuL i ve Court Reporte r s 
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The master plan would es~ab l ish a phys ical 

2 brainNork which allows NIE t o c o ntinue to perform 

3 its biomedical research needs , i t s de f ininq 

programs based on research goals and priorities 

results in a consisten t and appropria~ e physical 

appearance of t:he site and is in accord \vi th l ocal 

7 and reg ional p l anninq and environmenta l objectives . 

s It defines the prio r ities for new bui ld i ng 

cons: ruc tion and reno vat i on of c urrent fa c i l ities 

10 assuring in accordance w i~h t h e Cepartment of 

11 Health 

12 

Hu man serv i ces ' CaciliLy pla nn i ng policy . 

As most of you know . NIH is an Agency, but 

13 i c is an operating di vision under the U. S . 

14 Department of Health & Huma 11 Services . Master plan 

15 i n process t.o formula c e che goals a nd planning 

16 principl es, da ta col lec tion, and we co l l ectea a lot 

17 o f data . 

16 NIH basically nas an i mpact 1n the region 

JG a5 opposed to j ust the loca l area because ct it s 

20 sheer s i ze . I t ' s over 20 , 000 peopl• that work 

21 t here . I t has an impac~ on the economy and i t a l s o 

22 has an i mpact on traffic . 

23 cor:cept : Deve l op a prel i minar y mastet 

21 plan for Ager.cy a nd p~b l i c review, develop th e 

25 na ~tcr p la n , iss ue a d raft, Bcthcsdu C.ampus Master 

Executive Court Reporters 
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3 

Plan for ftqency and public review and issue !inal 

Bethesda Campus Master Plan . 

Master Plan Time Line : Assume the 

planning •nformati on on the Bethesda Ca mp us and 

5 impact campus --- project campus population dOd 

s pace t hat was built in the winter of 2011 , and 

7 ~hat ' s where mosl of our data s t ops. 

8 You knew, things continue to change , 

9 populations change and everyth ing e lse . However, 

10 we needed to have a stopping point , so 2011 is our 

11 baseli~e . 

12 Issue a Notice of lnlcnt to prepare the 

13 ~IS and master plan . We held a scoping meeting to 

14 Lecei ve comme~ts and concerns, prepared a dra ft 

15 ~aster plan , a draft EIS , h o l d a draft EIS public 

16 meeting , receive comments on the draf~ EIS and 

17 master plan , and prepare final EIS and issue a 

!8 record of decis ion . 

19 NIH 1 s mission is to seek a little 

20 knowledge about the natu re and beha vio r of living 

21 systems and its applicaLion of that knowle dge to 

22 Qnhance , help, the life and reduce disabil1Lies . 

23 Our master plan goals : We have seven 

2~ maste r p l~n goals . One is co foster innovative 

25 research to improve ~he ~ation•s heallh , support 

Executive Court Reporters 
(301) 565-0064 
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the evolving tequiremencs for biomedical research , 

2 provi de securi ty suppor t of cawpus fo r visitors and 

staff, respecting the integrity of th" surrounding 

communi~y, protect the environment of t he campus 

:, .;:ind lhe reg :.on , foster: communj cations about NIH 

9oals and policies and meet the Federal perfo~mance 

7 measures . 

8 The Federal performance measures arc five 

or s i x measures . Ona is mi ss i on . The second one 

10 is specializatio!"l, operating ccst, and condi tions 

11 of the facility, and finally disposal of unneeded 

12 assets . 

13 This is very importanr because this is how 

14 t he Of !ice of Management and Budget is going to 

15 look at how projects arc needed and things like 

16 that . 

17 Current land uses: Our buffer zone is 22 

18 percent , open space is 36 percent , roadways and 

19 walks is 17 percent . par~ing is abo~t 9 percent, 

20 and 1 6 percent Is buildi ngs . 

21 Proposed action la nd use is 22 percent 

22 buffex zo~e , 39 pe=cent --- we ' ve increased our 

23 open space from 36 to 39 pe!'.'cent, roadways have 

24 increased a little b i t . That's 18 percent . 

25 Parking has been significant l y reduced simpl y 

executive Court Reporters 
(301) 565-0064 

6 

Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

F-10
	




	


	

because we ' re using structure d parking as opposed 

2 to maintaining su r face parking . And finally , 

J bu ildi ngs a re about 16 percent . 

The features o f the proposed action is 

5 about 4 . 5 million gross we i ght feet o f c onstruc tion 

over che past 20 years . Thure may h~ve be e n some 

7 ~a l k about being now , but that ' s not the case . 

8 It' s over the next 20 years . 

9 About. 190 acres a re o µen S J)ace , which is 

10 61 perce~ c or t he campus . Populat i on i n crease by 

11 3 , 000 ove r tho next 20 ye ars . That ' s not happening 

12 t oday . An d adapted use of older historic 

13 laboratories , hasically we have several bui l d inqs 

14 tha t are el i gib l e fo r The Nat io na l ReQister that 

15 c annot be used !or today ' s biomedical research s o 

16 we arc try i ng ~o adapt and use chem for 

17 adninistrative space . 

18 Pl a ce of adminis t rative public buildings 

19 east of t he campus along Rockv i lle Pike close t o 

20 ~te Metro Center Me t ro station, I mean Medi ca l 

21 Center Metro slat i on and organi ze the campus to a 

22 seri es of clusters in order to crea~e synergies and 

23 informal inter - actions amonq the scienti f i c 

24 cornmu nit y . 

25 We basically had to develop the campus 

8xecu~ ive Court Reporters 
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lnto five resea rch clusters , an administrative 

2 c:uster, a biomedical research educati on clust.er, 

3 and then we had two services support clusters . 

At this time l'd li ke to curn it over to 

5 my col league , Mark Radtke . Thank ycu . 

MR . RADTKE : Thank you , sir. Hi, 

everyone . Thank you for coming . We really 

8 appreciate lhe outcome here t h is cvctl inq . I ' m 

9 going to first go over a l ittle b i!: of the e :R and 

10 then we ' l l go on !o public comments . 

11 FirsL of( , I' d l ike to hlt Or\ a coup:e of 

12 points that EIS really serves as a whole , not so 

13 much as NI H, but as a Fede ral Agency as a whole . 

14 mean it se rves as an act.ion forcing device to 

15 really make sure that :he policy and goals defined 

16 in NIPA specifically C . F . R . :soo to 15 08 go into 

17 t:he programs and actions of NTH . 

18 How do they do chis? Wel l , they force you 

19 to evaluate the potential en vi ronmental effcc~s , 

20 look at those af:ected environments , how they c a n 

21 become potentially environmencal consequences , and 

22 h ow to mitigate those . 

23 Secondly , Second:y , the EIS i s a decision 

24 making document . Keep in mind that the re ~ s no 

25 decision made as of rlghl now of whic h al t ernative 

Executive Court Reporters 
(3011 !;65- 0064 
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to go forward with . The powers that be cake t he 

2 BIS and look at it and there are no powers Lhal be 

in this room •hat decide those actions . 

And that ' s re1lly what the 30-day waiting 

~ period is for. The 30-day waiting period is in 

6 between the final EIS being issued and the record 

7 of decision . You h ave at ledSL 30 days for tl:e 

8 powers tha~ be Lo sit down , look at th is , look at 

9 the consequences , l ook a~ the mitigation ls~ues and 

10 rea l l y move forward wi~h whaL besl serves the 

11 Agency ' s goals and miss.:..on . 

12 All r~ght . A gu i ck overlook of - - - I 

13 t h in:< Rick wen t over this as well as Georgie , the 

14 tine line of the i::rs , time line, draf": E!S. Ne are 

15 now i n the publ i c re v iew a nd comment stoge . The 

16 final EIS will come back ouL nfcer we evaluate ~he 

17 comments and respond to those . 

18 Then we ' ll move to the publ ic avail abi l ity 

l, and afte r the 30-day w~iting pe~iod the recorc of 

20 decision . 

21 Underneath that is rea lly Lhe meat of the ~ IS . We 

22 firsL have your purpose and need . Why do we need • 

23 master plan for th e Bechesda , Maryland campus? 

24 Alte r nar.ives be i.ng considered: NE!?A 

25 requires you to have at l eas t two alternat ives . 

P.xecuLive Court Reporters 
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have lh r ee within the EIS . And Lhen again , wh at 

2 we ' ve ta lke d abou t before , the e ffect to t he 

3 environment , consequences , those mitigation 

me t hods , and then cu~ulative i mpacts . No t j ust 

5 what ' s in our fence line , bu t wha t ' s going on 

? around ~he surroundi ng community ~hat ' s going to 

affect us? 

8 All r i ght. The three a lt ernatives being 

9 considered wit h i n the master p l an and the EIS . The 

10 fir st one is the p r oposed ac~ion . 'That ' s Lhe 

11 pre ferred act ion for NIH . The second is t'1c n o 

12 action alte r native and the third the maximum 

13 dev elopmental alternative . 

14 Going back t o the p ro posed act ion, we 

15 p r opose to reloca ~e the ma jority of the 

16 laboratories that are in old historica l bcildings 

17 t o new buildings . The y rea ll y S<>tv e " be t te r 

18 purpose efficient-wise and sustaina bi l ity- wise for 

19 the labs and their research . 

20 S econd ly, we ' l l cont i nue to upg r ade and 

21 modernize the support utilit i e s and infrastr~ctu r es 

22 that help keep us r unninq up day - to- day and really 

23 keep us energy effic ient . 

24 Third, as Rick s t ate d , we ' 11 consol1dale 

25 the service parking on Lhe mu lli- level parkinq 

Executive Court Repor t ers 
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garages , which wi l l increase our ope n space by 

2 three percent, which does~ ' t seem like ~uch , but 

3 we ' re a compact campus s o it works out to be a lot, 

as well as g i ve us a centralized quadrangl e in the 

5 midd l e of campus , which will really be nice fo r Lh e 

patients within the CRC , guests and e 1~ µ l oyees . 

7 All ri ght , on l.O r. he new act.ion . New 

actio n is real l y no net growth for employees a nd 

9 our faci l it ies. A s mall coupl e of cavea t s to that 

10 are, Number 1 , it just ca me o n line l ast week . 

11 opened up the Porter Neuroscience Center 

12 Phase Two . We did do an env i ronmental 

13 assessment o n t ha t hack ;n 7 001 . It wa s a two part 

14 phase . Phase One was completed . We l o s t budgeting 

15 and it get put on the back burner . We got 

16 budge ting in 2009 , a·r grants , so we mo ved forwa rd 

: 7 wi r h t hat . 

lS The second one i s the ~orthwest Ch i l d Ca re 

19 Center . That ' s going to sta rt construction 

20 probably by the end of t he year, so a cou ple of 

21 cavea ts to the new ac~ion . 

22 Ar.d then the maximun development 

23 alternative, ~his includes everyth i ng inc luded in 

24 the proposed acLion as well as t he :-.o action a nd 

25 a l so const ruc~i~g up to seven buildings , increasi ng 

Exe cu t i ve Court Reporters 
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the popul a tion b y 10 , 000 employees and contractors , 

2 which ~ncreases t he a .m . /p . m. traff ic by about 31-

3 1 /2 percent , which is a stark contrast which 

d i dn ' t state up 1 n the 9ro p osed action . 

5 Ric k tal ked about , increasi ng the 

emp lo y ees by about 3,000 . Again, it ' s over a 2 0 -

7 yea r peri od . Ke e p i n mi nd that we're on l y hicin9 

8 about €50 employees . The rest of those will be 

9 coming from offsi:e leased facil it ies . So they ' re 

JO already within Mon tgo mer y Coun t y and con tributed LO 

11 t he traffic issues . 

12 Okay, so where did we --- how did we get 

13 co wh ere we are t oday? What approach d id we La ke 

14 for o u r i mpac l analysis? Some of this was b r iefly 

15 discussed ear l ier . 

16 Ch aracterize the effect on ~he 

17 e n vironment . How d id we go a bout t l,at ? We 

18 co nducted site visits with i n those o!d historical 

19 research l abs, wen t out there and rea l ly 

20 i nterv~ewed the campus personnel , the research 

21 wo rkers to see wha t they would like to have i n the 

22 ne w research --- wha t would real ly b e effective f or 

23 them i n performing the best re searc h t hey c an . 

24 Third, collect ing exist ing data. A b unch 

25 of the d ata ' s out there . He gathered whatever was 

Executive Court Reporters 
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effective for us , wnat worked fo r our analysis and 

2 used tbat as wel " as collecting da~a with 

J consulting wit~ Federal and State agencies , MOE, 

Oepar ~menl of Natural Resources , our State 

5 Preser~ation Office . 

6 And chen co fiJl in t h e gaps what did we 

7 not have? We conducted studies to fill in t~ose 

8 data gaps. 7aking all that information , we 

9 idenci fied the potentia l enviroi1mental consequences 

10 of 1ndirect and direct, of temporary and continuous 

11 activities . Tempora ry, obviously, the ccnst_ruc tion 

12 a nd demolition, what ' s going o.tfsite, .,.,hat kind of 

13 waste is going offs.ite , how a:oe the cons t ruci:~on 

14 people, the contractor veh i cles really affecting 

15 the traffic situation on and off campus and ~hen 

1 6 the cumulative effects . 

17 Again , ~ot only what's going on i ns ide our 

18 fence line , bu t the Navy Med across the st r eet, 

19 Suburban Hospital, Bethesda District, what are they 

20 doing that's going to give us Lhe c umulative e:fe ct 

21 for our poLential co nseque nces . 

And then lastly , identify the m1 ci9alion 

23 measures that can really avoid those consequences , 

24 minimize Lhem or offset them somewhere . 

25 So a few resources we did cvalua ~e , as you 

Executive Court. Reporters 
(301) 565- 0061 
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can see he re , topography , properties, £ lood l ands , 

2 wet. plains, no ise , air qua lity . T' ve got two 

3 higl'.lighte<i , just kind of a stick i ng poini: for a 

lot of us . I ' ve discussed u~ilit i es and 

5 infrast~ucture . 

we continual:y work ~o upgrade our 

7 utilities , our chi:lers , to ma ke th em as energy 

S ef fi cient as possible . find even outs i de of th~t, 

9 it kind of goes back to the Newport or Neuroscience 

10 Center , to ta ke somewhat: of a load off our 

11 ulilities and in£ r astru.cture, put in ~h1n9s li ke 

12 geothermal we lls , put in p hotovol taic plates up top 

13 to rea lly t ake a load oft our util it ies a nd 

14 infr ns lructure . 

15 And t.hen , of course , "t:ransportation. We 

16 all know cranspo r ~ation is no~ e xciting around 

17 herP. . And again , think about NTH as they really 

18 worked hard i:o upd ate and keep up their tra ff i c 

19 manageme nt plan . They emphasized , r eally tried to 

20 stay away fro~ s i n gle occupancy veh •cles . 

21 They push hard for carpool ing, people wh o 

22 are kind of outside the publ ic t:ansportation 

23 route, ns well as vanpoo1inq . Vanpools can hold 

24 tan to 15 people, so you've got 20 of them coming 

25 on the campus so you ' re t aking 200 Lo 300 people 

Executive court Reporters 
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o f ! Lhe road . 

2 All right now , on Lo the public comments . 

3 As the slide states , you can make a differenc e . 

Comments can be the biggest conLribulion you guys 

5 can have fo r us , b~t t hat being sa id they have to 

6 be effec ti ve . Just u few bullet points here, 

pre tty st r-0 i9ht forward , clear and concise , re l a t ive 

to t~e po i nt . 

Take time to ga~her your thoughts, put 

10 them down o n paper, make sure they make sense sc 

11 the reader can make sense o( them and really 

12 respond to t hose correctly . Be solutional 

13 oriented , provide specific examples and iden tify 

14 any areas of concern tha t ~ re very important to 

15 you . 

16 Let u s kno~ if we ' re do ing a good job , or 

17 if you think we can be do i ng ~ better job in 

18 certaJn areas . Addi tiona l alternat i ves, additional 

19 alterna t ives are -- I don ' t wanl to say they're 

20 tough at this poin t of t ho game because it ' s a 

21 litt le far in the game, but we're more than happy 

22 to hear alternatives to Lry and analyze them as 

23 much as we can and ta ke them into considera~Jon . 

24 And lastly, sources of r e levant data . As 

25 - said earlier , there ' s p l e nty of data out there . 

Executive Court Reporle~s 
(301) 565- 0064 
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We sure l y will mi ss some, so we certai n ly wo uld 

appreciate you giving us any relevanc data and we ' d 

3 put iL into out analys is a~d ta ke it i n Lo 

considerat i o:1 . 

So on to tha: , we can move to pub lic 

6 comme n ts . Anyone t hat's going to come up jus t a 

f ew t ~ i ngs to keep i n mind . We are record i ng , 

8 videotaping , s o if y ou state you r name , p l ease 

9 state it clea rl y as well as the c o mments that you 

10 have . 

11 Nobody cha; ' s coming u p co comment . i f yo u 

12 do n ' t fe e l like speaki~g p ublicly, we ' ve qot our 

13 addr ess hece , we ' vc gol t he e - ma il address a nd the 

14 te l e p hone ~umber . Vale ri e or l wil l ta k e y our calls 

15 any time . And then we ' ve got pre-paid enve l opes in 

16 the b ack, comment s heets that you c an ma i l in and 

17 on to t he comments . 

:e belie ve t o n l y saw o ne and tha~ wo u l d be 

19 Richard . Yo~ can have a seat or you can s t a nd . 

20 MR LEVIN!:: : Whate ver you wo u l d like me to 

21 do . 

22 MR . RADTKE : I f you' ve h ad a l onq day 

23 s t anding -

24 MR . Lf;ViN F, : I ' m Richacd Levine and I ' m 

25 Pres id e nt of the Locus~ Hil l Cit.izens As sociation . 

Executive Court Reporters 
[301) 565- 0064 
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For the record , it ' s a community that 's on the 

2 east side ot Rockville Pike , north of Cedar Lane 

3 and inside the Beltway. And Ne ' re •orL of catty 

corner from the NlH campus . 

5 The focus of our comment s or what wi l l b~ 

6 our comments and my comments here today is the 

7 inadequacy of the t raffic analysis in the EIS . And 

8 in parLicul ar , Lhe conclus:.on that under eithe -c 

9 option there would be no adve rse impact on the 

10 intersectio~ which is th~ mos t cong~sted one , as 

11 noted \n the ETS , which is the Cedar Lane at 

12 Rockville Pike , and particularly with respect to 

13 t h e southbound direclion and numbers. 

14 The c o nclusion reached in the plan i n 

15 th e E IS , excuse me , is under the prelerred 

16 alternat ive or the ful l bui l d ~lterna tive . There 

17 would b e no significan t traffic impact due to the 

18 ef f ect of the BRAC improvements at Cedar Lane . 

19 There are several things wrong w~~h that , 

20 but the most importa~t thing tha t's wrong wil~ the 

21 p l a"- is that it totally takes -- it totally fails 

22 to lake inLo consideration developmer.ts a ~ ter , 

23 guess, the rec ord date of 2011 regarding 

24 t ransportat ior. i n the 355 Rockville Pike/Wisconsin 

25 ftven u e corridor . 

~xecuLive Court Reporters 
(301) 565-0064 
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The most important thing is : h e a doptj on 

by the County Council of a ma ster p lan to p u: b us 

3 rapjd transit o n Rockville Pike based on re-

p urp o sin g one cf the l anes on Rockville Pike t wo 

5 o ! t-hc lanes , mean o ne in each directio~ f rom 

6 general purpose tra ff ic to transit veh icl es , anti 

7 there ' s s o me questi on as to what the definition of 

8 transit vehicles are . 

9 We are very much i n Locust Hill pushing to 

10 include shu tt le vans that NIH might operate . 

11 Howeve r , dS a result i f that p l an g o es Lh rough and 

12 studies are u nderway e ven as we spea k about re -

13 purpo sing and Rockville Pike ins i de the Bel tway as 

14 sort of o Les t case , the re sult may he to La k e away 

15 on e l ane of general -- one genera l lane to ma ke it 

16 transit vehicles only . 

17 The resul t of that wi l l rad ically c h ange 

19 the traffic configurat ion at Rockville Lane and 

19 Cedar Lane . Now , th i s i s rea lly i~po r cant because 

20 as ment i oned t h i s is a p lan that rea ~l y is f o r the 

21 next 2 0 yea r s . 

22 And it seems ~o be sort of ir~esponsi ble 

23 and inappropriate f rom the p urposes of NIPA to take 

24 icto considerat ion past facts when you know they' re 

25 wrong , you know the y have been overtake n by e ven ts , 

Executive Court Repor ter s 
(301) 565- 0064 

16 

Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

F-22
	




	


	

che adoption of the County 's bus r3pid transiL 

mas t er plan . 

So what would really be appropri ate is 

that the i ssue o f whether you could bold to a two -

5 t o -one versus a three - to-one parking ratio can not 

6 be evalua t ed on t h e curren t tecord. And any 

conclusions you hdve that both scenario s could be 

8 accommodated without v i olating the ccitj cal lane 

se~vice factor limit s jus t cannot be made on the 

10 curren t record . 

1l Second , and a minor point , relative l y 

12 mir.or point , but a~ imp ortan t o n e the dat a sets are 

13 all wrong . As Ph il Aperson Knows, who 's a 3RAC 

14 coo rdinator f ron Montgome ry County, after efforts 

15 by our commun i ty, Locsust Hill , and by our adjacent 

16 community across Lhc street , Bet~esda Crest , Lhe 

17 State Highway Administration recognized that the i r 

18 traffic counts and pro j ections for Cedar La n e and 

19 Roc kvi l l e ?ike simply did not provide a n adaquale 

20 basis for a ny further constroc c ioo they were doing . 

21 They said thal both the original plan and 

22 ac t ual cou n t that SHA too~ in 2012 s i mp l y were 

23 wrong and inadequate . And t here ' s no wa y ~o make 

24 any pol ic y decision based on any additional 

25 improvements at tha t i ntersection unti l traffic 

Executive Court Reporters 
(301) 565-0064 
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c onstruction for Phase 3 o f that inters e ct i on i s 

2 completed around 2016 . 

3 We know the data set is wrong . it ' s simply 

i nadequate and we know in a bigger way that the 

policy bas i s for calcu l ating the impacl is wr ong 

6 due to the bus rapid transit mast er pl a n . 

The good news is that this rea lly invo l ves 

8 parking ratios . It i nvolves parking sp~ces and so 

9 forth . 7he mitiga t ion plans you ' ve talked about , 

10 about single passenger veh i cles being a low 

11 priori t y and incectivi1in9 people to use mass 

12 transi t, carpool i ng , van poolin9 a n d so f o rth were 

\3 a ll good , but supply crea tes its ow n d e mand . 

lC If you increa se the number of park i ng 

15 space s , t he number of vehicle s going in will 

16 increase b e cause ~ha t 's where you come i n . So 

17 bot t om l ine , Lhet·e i s s i inply l''I O b dsis lo conclude 

18 at t he present time , whe n you ' re talking about a 

19 long ru n pla n , that you h ave an adequate basis to 

20 ~ake a decis i on abo u t che park i ng impact . A~d that 

21 any parking i mpact should be deferred for a peciod 

22 of years unti l Lhere ' s an app=cpriate data set , or 

23 con versely , NIH goes towards the three- to- one plan . 

24 Again , EIS is an analyt ic t.ool . ! know 

25 that people at NIH have Lheir views about commuting 

Exe-cut:ive Cout· t Reporters 
(301) 565- 0064 
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	Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

1-1: As shown in Figure 4-1 and 4-2 in the EIS, NIH has very little impact on AM and PM peak hour traffic 
volumes.  NIH does not expect the small increase in employees, who already use these roads for 
commuting, will have a significant impact on traffic congestion.  Please see response 3-1 for parking ratio 
concerns. 
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1-2: The NIH does its best to hold its public NEPA meetings at venues and times that accommodate the 
greatest number of people. 
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1-3: NIH receives its water from WSSC through seven mains entering campus at various points.  Please 
see Section 3.6.4 in the FEIS 
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1-4: Please see response 1-3. 

1-5: NIH generally conducts its NEPA public meetings starting at 6:00pm beginning with the informal 
poster session and remaining until all comments have been heard. 
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1-6: Please see response 3-1 concerning parking ration. 
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1 eminent domain was taken to become Mon t rose 

2 Pa r kw a y, used to have people who worked for you 

3 live in my house . 

I: was a wonderful e xperience , :hought i t 

5 was great . !loweve r , I don ' t think your employees 

should be at a percen tage for two people to have 

one parking space . And the re~son why is we're 

number five in the country i n Maryland at the worst 

9 ai ~ qual ity . 

10 I n Be lt1e~da now we ha v e 11 , 000 --- I wroce 

11 it down 600 employees , is that correct , across 

12 the street fr om you . 

1 3 MR. RA DTKE: : Thal may be . 

14 MS . KUKER - KIHL : Ac ross the str eet from 

l !> you . That i ncludes Walter Reed, Naval and the 

16 Universi ty. They ' re at one for Lhree . I ca n' t 

17 jus tify any ~eas on why ~e should have more 

18 po l lution , more t ra f fic , more parking spaces when 

19 t here could be oth er use for it even tho ugh yo u 're 

20 not at ground level. you ' re go i ng up highe r . tha t 

21 t here should be any rea son "h Y your g rou p should 

22 pollute more for Montgomer y county and t he State of 

23 Maryland t han any ot her 9rou p . 

24 It ' s v ery irritatina. l ' n a teacher . 

2 5 like to protect k i d s , t hat ' s children .f rom four 

Executive Cour t Reporters 
(301) 565-0064 
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1-7: The NIH has always held a comment only meeting.  NEPA meetings are not a comment and response 
type meeting. 

1-8: Please see 3-1 concerning parking ratio 
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1 :-lavy and Walter Reed so all we have is a punch 

2 there . And trust: me I hear i t fr o m everybody, not 

3 JUSC my neighbors . l wish it was only my n e ighbo rs 

who wocld jump on me about t h e problems we ' r e 

5 having . 

6 You re al ly need t o loo k at that because 

7 it ' s not just NIH ~hat matters . I t matters for all 

8 che work tha t you do . My girlfriend was in NIH . 

9 She was th e oldest patien t you had wi~h Cys Lic 

~o fibros is . She li ved the longes l o( a nyone and 

: 1 would visit her t.h ere. 

12 And it r u ns through my mi nd al l Lhese 

13 people : kraow who' ve done research at NIH ox who 

14 have been patien t s there who have lung probl e ms or 

15 who have o ther problems that have to do wl th lung 

16 disease and have to do w~th all t he prob lems that 

17 are caused by a !: pollution . 

18 And yet you alone are 9oln9 to be add ing 

19 SO perc ent more a ir pollution becau se t he 

20 percen tage -- no t 50 percer.t, but 33 p e rcent . 

21 You're go ing up by one - third more c ars there at 

22 least at minimum. 

23 The other thing was comment number Cour 

24 since I qavc you number thr~e t hat I wasn ' t 

25 pl ~nning on, has t o do with disabi l ities . am 

Executive Court Reporters 
( 301) $65-0064 
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d isabled . have been f i9htin9 f or childten who 

2 are disabled as well as adults . 

I ' ve been on the Commission of People with 

Disabilities fro~ Montgome ry County . h elped 

wr ite laws for Haryland on disabl l lLt~s . I don ' t 

know if you ' re aware of Il Ow high your slopes go up 

7 and down where peop le walk. For people wi th 

walking d i sabi lities who aren' t Jn a mocorized 

9 vehic l e ic ' s very hard to g o up and down some o f 

10 your slopes . 

11 I ' ve walked some of them and they ' re 

12 difficult . So as you ' re remodeling whe r e you ' r e 

13 putting eve r ythin g , could you take a look at how 

14 h a ve someone wh o ' s d isab led maybe be on t he 

l~ Committee and l et them walk up and down to see if 

16 that slo pe is too much o: a degree u p and do wn? 

kn ow that the Ma cro sLacion on the 

18 strcC!t: wh e re the e l eva to r is , a lot of us ean ' t use 

19 the elevator ~ha~ is up by the street b e cause we 

20 can ' c get up t.he hill to gel to t h at eleva t or . We 

2: can ' t walk up there . It ' s t oo much of a steep 

22 th i ng . So i:hey are going to fix t.ha l and level 

23 t.hat i n the plan , t o fl x it . 

24 Bue some o f you are just walking from one 

25 building to another is no t nandlci!p f riend l y , root 

Exeeu~ive Court Reporters 
(301) S65-006q 
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1-9: NIH has many shuttles running throughout campus stopping at multiple locations.  Please see Figure 
3-18 for a full map of NIH campus shuttle routes. 
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1-10: Campus maps are currently available at the Welcome Center 
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the phone today , so I'n glad to see you in person 

and you ' ll have mere from me . 

3 Thank you. 

MR . RADT KE: : All right . Tha nk you . 

5 Would anyone else li ke to come up and speak that 

I hasn't signed? Thinking about it? 

WOMT1N 3 : No , I ' d l ike to write m:.ne 

d.ow:i . 

9 MR . RADTK E: : All right . That •~i 11 

10 conclud e the prese~talion . feel Cree t:c take a 

11 minute to look around at the beards . Take some 

l' time to mingle . 

13 We're of( lhe record . 

( Whereupon , a t 6 : 46 p . m. t he meet i ng was 

1;, adjourned . 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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F.2.2 Letter 2: Phil Alperson 
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Letter 2: Phil Alperson 
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2-1: Thank you for your comments. Please see response 3-1 below addressing parking ratio and TMP 
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F.2.3 Letter 3: Debbie Michaels 
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Letter 3: Debbie Michaels 

3-1: 
In 1992, the NIH signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the National Capital Planning 
Commission and the Montgomery County Planning Board of the Maryland-National Capital Parking and 
Planning Commission.   Since 1992, NIH has remained committed to the terms of that MOU, including 
the ratio of 0.5 parking spaces per employee. Additional parking for the projected future growth of an 
estimated 3,000 Bethesda Campus based employees is being planned for at a ratio of 0.33 spaces per 
employee. 

NIH has been, and will continue to be, a strong partner with the State of Maryland, Montgomery County, 
and the Bethesda community.  Following are examples: 
• In the 1970s, NIH granted an easement to WMATA that facilitated the construction of the Medical 
Center Metro Station. This station benefits NIH, Walter Reed, Suburban Hospital, the neighboring 
communities who use mass transit, and the drivers of the area’s roads who experience less congestion 
than they would if the Medical Center stop did not exist.  5,866 Metrorail riders use this station on a 
daily basis. 
• Provided shuttles around the campus, from Old Georgetown Road, West Cedar Lane and Wisconsin 
Avenue for complimentary ridership by staff and local area residents 
• Provided off-site parking at satellite lots in North Bethesda serviced by complimentary shuttle busses 
to alleviate congestion and thus reducing the distribution of parking passes 
• Set up the ETSO (Employee Transportation Services Office) which provides, among other services a ride 
matching program that pairs car and van pool seekers 
• With its annual Bike to Work Day, active cyclists list serve,  provision of bicycle facilities, including 
lockers, racks, shelters, showers and lockers in most buildings, NIH continues to be a leader in having 
several hundred cyclists regularly commute to and from the Bethesda campus 
• Provided easements to Montgomery County for enlargement of the sidewalk and bike path along W. 
Cedar Drive. This will be useable for both NIH employees and the public. 
• Provided easements to the State Highway Administration to allow widening of portions of 355 to 
ameliorate traffic congestion which is expected to occur as a result of BRAC. It is anticipated that the 
widening of portions of 355 will allow easier commutes to NIH employees and commuters to the 
Bethesda Central Business District and the NWRMC. 
• NIH granted an easement for the construction of Woodmont Avenue to alleviate traffic congestion. 

3-2: The NIH Master Plan, if fully developed, would include the construction of parking garages that 
would be in conformance with the MOU.   Additional parking for the projected future growth of an 
estimated 3,000 Bethesda Campus based employees is being planned for at a ratio of 0.33 spaces per 
employee. 

3-3: The Cedar Lane entrance has not been designed and is therefore conceptual. It will only be 
constructed if Montgomery County Department of Transportation and NIH officials agree that it would 
be safe and mutually beneficial.   NIH believes that the entrance/exit onto Cedar Lane would disperse 
traffic and reduce congestion, but the details have yet to be developed. After these details are 
developed NIH would work with the County to model traffic flow and evaluate the pros and cons of such 
a design. 
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F.2.4 Letter 4: Locust Hill Citizens’ Association 
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4-1: The Draft EIS is based on the NIH Master Plan which is based on the conditions as they existed at the 
time the data was collected. It is impractical to take into account all projects that are in a conceptual and 
unfunded status.  The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic 
management plan, based on current and future projects, at that time. 

4-2: The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic management plan, 
based on current and future projects, at that time. 
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4-3: In 1992, the NIH signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the National Capital Planning 
Commission and the Montgomery County Planning Board of the Maryland-National Capital Parking and 
Planning Commission.   Since 1992, NIH has remained committed to the terms of that MOU, including 
the ratio of 0.5 parking spaces per employee.   NIH remains committed to fulfilling its obligations per that 
MOU. Additional parking for the projected future growth of an estimated 3,000 Bethesda Campus based 
employees is being planned for at a one to three ratio. 
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4-4: The Draft EIS is based on the NIH Master Plan which is based on the conditions as they existed at the 
time the data was collected. It is impractical to take into account all projects that are in a conceptual and 
unfunded status.  The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic 
management plan, based on current and future projects, at that time. 

4-5: The Draft EIS is based on the NIH Master Plan which is based on the conditions as they existed at the 
time the data was collected. It is impractical to take into account all projects that are in a conceptual and 
unfunded status.  The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic 
management plan, based on current and future projects, at that time. 
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4-6: The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic management plan, 
based on current and future projects, at that time. 

4-7: The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic management plan, 
based on current and future projects, at that time. 

4-8: The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic management plan, 
based on current and future projects, at that time. 
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4-9: Daily traffic counts for North Drive entrance range from 200-300 vehicles from 6:00 am to 10:00 am, 
when the entrance is open.  This equals approximately 50-75 vehicles per hour which is consistent with 
the traffic data provided.  Wilson Drive is one of the main entrances used by NIH employees and would 
have a much higher count than the seldom used North Drive entrance. 

4-10: The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic management plan, 
based on current and future projects, at that time. 

4-11: Thank you for your comment. 
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4-12: The NIH Master Plan, if fully developed, would include the construction of parking garages that 
would be in conformance with the MOU.   Parking garages, in comparison with surface lots, reduce non-
pervious surfaces, thus reducing stormwater runoff and associated erosion.   Parking garages, if 
constructed, would improve the pedestrian safety of the campus by pushing parking toward the 
perimeter of the campus, making the interior more pedestrian-friendly.  Additional parking for the 
projected future growth of an estimated 3,000 Bethesda Campus based employees is being planned for 
at a one to three ratio. 
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F.2.5 Letter 5: The Maryland-National Capital Park and 
Planning Commission 
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Letter 5: The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
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Figure 4.5: Proposed Action- Estimated Ex1en1 of Changes 
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Description 

The NIH Campus 
This 310 ac.re campus extends north from the Sattery lane neighborhood of downtown Bethesda, with 
buildings and uses arranged in a camj)\ls·like se:ttins. The principal boundaries of the site a~ Rockville 
Pike/Wisconsin Avenue/ MO 3SS on the east, West Cedar Lane on the nortt\, Old Georgetown Road/MO 
187 on the west and the Edgewood/Glenwood neighborhood, as well as the Battery lane neighborhood 
on t he south. On the west, across Old Georgetown Road, is the campus of Suburban Hosprtal and on the 
east, on the opposite side of Rockville Pike Is the campus of Naval Suppon Activities-Bethesda [NSA·fl) 
ofren referred to as Walter Reed. The Medic;al Center Metro Station Is on the ea stem edge of this 
campus near Rockville Pike facing NSA-8. 

The principal impression from outside the campus is one of a colleetion of buildings of \larled styfes, in ., 
mildly rolling landscape with many trees. The Inside of the campus is compact, laced with roads and 
surface parking lots, and Interspersed with green landscaped areas. 

The Review Process 
The 2013 NIH Master P!·an dated 6/14/2013 has received approval from the Department of Health and 
tfuman Seivlces and copies of It are available. However, the NIH has not yet submitted that plan ro the 

National Capital Pli!innin.g C.ommission for the required, yet advisory, revlm and approval. That will not 

occur until after the Environmental Impact Statement has been finalized and a Record of Oecisk>n Is 

fited. Therefore, according to the NIH, there fs stilt an opJX)rtunjty to revise the plan in response to the 
National Capital Planning CommlssJon advisory review. 

The Planning Soard has the opportunity, just as the general public does, to provide comments on the 
OEIS. This J)tJblic <:omment period [s required by the National Environment-al PoUcy Act. As stated 
earlier, the Planning Soard previously rev1ewed a draft master plan in 2012 before the OEIS was 
available for review. At that time, the Plannlng Board understood that its comments in 2012 would be 
1aken into considerat ion In the preparation of all subsequent work, including this OEIS. 

NfH h lf'lewa Cimlllb - Or•I\ Et!Ylfot1mcn;i11mpaa St•1tmtilt for the 
Dnft 20l l Comprthtc\Sil.'e. Mtsttt Pf~n 
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Review Process 

Standard 5equence This Sequence 

The Focus of the Planning Board Review 

In general. t he main interests of the Mon1,gomery County Planning Oepanment, as they relate to ihe 
NIH and its campus planning activities are: 

• The local Master Plan: How well the NIH supports the vision of the General Plan, the 8eth&Sda 
Chevy Chase Master Plan, and the 8ethe.sda C8D Sector Plan concerning how thf enrire 
community should function and grow. 

• The l ocal Neighborhood: How well the NIH fru with the Immediate neighborhood; panlcularly 
how well the campus ithieves compat.ibilityv1M:h its next door neighbors. 

ff..i'l~Ol/'flpl.if•Or.ftEtMl'Cinll'lfl"ltll l"'11f~$1Mtf!\ttltlCfttle 

i>tll't 2011( ompttl\ltflf;..e M.uter Pl'n 
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vehicle inspection station and to the building heights and design within the 'no build' buffer 
zot1~ for Edge Condition #l (p,a.ge 3~U4 in section 3.8.l Visual and Aesthetic Effects and 
Conditions). In addition, the OElS should Include the option of undergrounding of the utility lines 
that are wrrentty overhead on the bordering public streets. 

3. The OEIS should indude the fact that the Bethesdi CBD Sedor Plan, to which it fefers (~ge 3. 
156), is currently being updilted. tt should f'ecommend that the NIH continue to participate in 

the update by wofkin-g with the community and Planning Oepartment staff. Particular attention 

should be given to new and c-reatl11e ways to strenathen physical connections bttween the NIH 

and oow·ntown B-ethesda in keeping with the ooncept of a mutually b enefklal relationship 
between the County's larges1 empk>ver and Downtown Bethesda. 

4. The DEIS should acknowledge the recommendations on pages 30-31 and 92 in the Bethesda 
C-hevy Chase Master Plan. The Plan rf>commends limiting employment levels: and providing 
transponatton attemati11es. This ls discussed in the "traruponation" section below. tn addhlon, 
the Bethesda Chevy Chase Master Plan recommends.the Green Corridors Polkv for' Wisconsin 
Avenue is detalled below. 

Staff Analy>is: 

The recommendations in the Bethesda Chevy Chase Master Plan should be included In :he DEIS. In 
sumrnar; the Plan re,commends t he following: 

J, Implementing the Gfeen Corridors Policy on Wls.consin Avenue 
2. Umiting Employment levels and Providing Transportation Alternatives 
3. Participating in the mandatory referral review process 
4. Participating in Careful Design Review by M·NCPPC: Visual Impact. Open Spauo 

Character, Neighborhood Compatibility, Setbacks from campus Borden, 
Building Heights and Peripheral Landscaping and Suffering. 

The NIH ha.s been implementing significant landscaping and trail design along Wisconsin Avenue and 
should be commended for that work. h helps to implement the Green Corridors Polk.yof t he Plan. 
Howe11er, the DEIS should address the importance, as mitigation, of regular evaluation of the 
effectiveness of the installation and being prepared to modify or supplement it as needed. 

The following ls from the Bethesda Chewy Chase Master Plan pages 30.31 concerning the Green 
Corridors Policy. 

H!H 8etl'I~ <:lfl'lpuS ~ Of1ft l.n11VoM'ltl\f.f.llmP+.-t S~•tttr.tl\4 for Olf 
Or~ft l!U! Coms;ntifl",tivt Mastti' All"! 
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Green Cortidol'S PoJity and r<?commendations from pages 30·31 of the Bethesda Chevy 
Chase Master Plan. 

3.11 Green Corridors Policy 

Tbo Muter P1aA endorae1 & policy of m•t.enance &11.4 en
hancement or c ...... Conldon w.., tbe m~or hlela- or 
tllt l'luaDIJ>a "'-The policy ls rtoomrn<nded to abbll.lzc the 
rcsldenUal character ofth< ara along major ~way•. The 
Green Con1dors policy CUldelloes apply to ti-. pans of Eut· 
WW Highway. Conn«Ucut Avtnue-, Wlaoor.afn Avenue.~ 
Road, MtS$6.ehu.&Ctta A\•enue. and Goldtboro Road claM1.fted 
as Y.*' Hlghwaya. The Old Georgetown~ comdor has u.s 
own polk.y, whk:h tncorporatet many d the Creen Con1dor 
concepts. foUowtac t. tb.e CIMll Conidon policy for tbt 
BctllMCll..cb"'7 C2t-.e ..... : 

J. M&JntUiD and cnha.ntt plantj,Jl.g cf vtgct.a.Uoo aJona: road· 
stdu and IQ median• of ~or highway con1clors. Much of 
the lJTtttl Character 1$ a!Mdy In pl= In Bctheada ·Cllevy 
C~.a>c. De.ign gufdellnes Include: pladng a hln<!s=pe<l 
buffer bc.lwc:c:n the eurt> and rcJocatod aldcwa.JQ, plactnc 

~!~,~':S~u~~=~~~:r:~ 
!tu plantln,c and 11dcw&J.1<£. VISlbWty !or hlg)lway ..C.ty 
n\Ult also be OC>n$ld.cred. Prott:d.ton. and enhancement prt>

)eelll wW requln COMll:n&Uon -·the Mvy~ Stat< 
Hl,Cbw"Y Mmlnlstnllon and th< ~ery County 

~=~ .. ~~°!:~~~ta 
for planung a1o..i th< Crtcn Conlclon .r. •boom "1 
Flgu .. 6.1 

2. Umll the extensaon of nonruidtnuaJ Ju>e1 uau tn major 
highway comdora outa.ldt Scc:t.cir P1an and ot.ber bSah. den
~ry zoned area.s. Oeta.1k<I poltcles for fpoclaj exetpt1on 
\lstS are found tn the fotSowtnc $Cd.Jen and tn. the Pla.n Cor 
Old Georgetown Read. In sei>en.J. ll>e approval o1 __,. 
<lcnua.J uses 5Ueh a.s omc~ should be ltmlted to avotd 
crratU\g a change from a reaklcnlla.l to a commerelal 
character. Without lhJs poUe:y, tndMduaJ land use 
changes co•kl erode the relldentlal cllan.cter oJotig lhCS< 
c:omdors. 

Mli lletlleJda C•tnPll'-Df~ft El'llt:il'Of:llP(l)Q/ Impact Smtmtru t« tM 
01itt l.OU Gomp1el'lens1vt Ma$Ur Pltr'I 
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This view looking scuth on WJs,onsin Avenue shows the NIH on the right This Is one of the views from 
whkh rhe visual lmpqct of CI p10po$lld new Administrarlon Building &hould be evolvotcd In concert wlrh 
the Plannlng Deportment os pore of the Careful Design Review reccmmended In the Birhesdo Chevy 
Chase Moster Pion. • 

The NIH hos instolled $ignifJCtJnt kJndscoping to mirigote the visval impact. Howtvtr; the DEIS shovld 
state that its effectNene$< should I>< evaluated perlodicolly and the landscaping supplemented os 
needed. Ideally the lnspecrlon station will be fully screene<t inc/udlng frs roof. 

Nfl( &ttne«ll CwnJ!Yi-Cn -1t £r.Wonmentiol lm()itt St~t.ecnt/lt for tbt 
Ottft 2013 O>lnPffllfnM Muter Pl" ' 

10 
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Concerning all Federal Facilities, the Bethesda.Chevy Chase Master Plan recommend5 coordination wilh 
M-NCPPC ., follows: 

ni. Plan rteommt.A41 com.iaued LATOITtmcut by 
M·NCPPC La tbt IAM411o.ry rtftnaJ ,..Oen.a and C:DC-OWfr&t• 
.. ,..,., HOt41DltillOD ....... a(tada tAd t&rtlt-r hlYOlt'e• 
mtol lG r"1tw •I ,,.p.t4 tbleftt to tll•c Pederal proper. 
Utt. Tiv>" t:d,.r\_""-t r"{kr~ proptorucs may pl.an cb a.ng.ea to 
thtll ph>"'" •I f.1<Lh Ut"'9 ll\ w.a).,th.\t ;a.ITm tht aun"Oun~ 
N11u11uru1ru. TI1" moUld.dir&J '""'1r"W ol proposed chanl{tt al· 
'°""'"'> '' 11mull'n1• lo bC' lfl.)dl! U\ ~tot lo(a l plans and pobcJct.. 
n vou"1 toOJWr.>Uon &nd early ttwoJvcmmt 'ottween FcderiJ 
and k>CaJ a,ccnc5el, I.lie l>e$C. IOJuuons can bt reached 1n which 
th ... obJcctlvt& or aU u~ met. 

'f'Ua PIQl HC~ cue.tu.I d•ti:n rc91.cw 00. f\lbn 
Ftdtr&l coa.etnu:Uoa Pf"OJtcta to ...., lh9 .s...J impact 
OD the -U~t ~ aad. oa tlat opaa apeco ch.. 
1ete1 of ilL• .... nus retommtnd.aUOn rdltet to the prtffi1. 
an.g one an.~ sU'l:sat'a Ul.c Jm.pott.ancc d a compaUble R-la.Uon· 
ship betW«o the FcdcnJ proP<rtJeo and the well establ!ll><d 
surroundtng com;nuOIUca.1bc review !ihould focus oo ncf.Ch· 
borbood cotnpaUblluy, aet.bacu Crom campus bordcn. but>d~ 
lllg h<Jghts, and )'ft1pbtBI lillld&e«pln& and bulfcrtng. 

As stated above in the ~hesda Chevy Chase Master Plan. the focus on careful design revjew is 
extremely important. 

Environment 

The tollowfng discussion addresses noise, greenhouse gas emissions, open $pace, vegetalion, domestic 
water supply, floodpfalns, buffers and stream. 

Noise 

Staff Recommendation: 

S. Clorify findings of projecrtd noise levels for Building 14. 
6. Improve methods to mttt Montgomery Ccunty Noise Ordinonce stondards during ond post 

comrruction allowing for :he health ond wellbeing of the employees end residents of the NIH 
campus. Mif.igotion con be achieved through physlcaJ shielding, equipment noise siftncers, or 
project design conftgvrotion and loyovt. 

H!~ &ethasdt C.l'l"ipils ~ Ct•ll Er.vl1onment•l ltl\).."ci Sttttmtf'lt 101 tlit 
Orttt 20U C~ntndllt' M.sttr PIM 

11 
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Staff Anafysis: 

Section 3.5.3; Mechanical Source Noise: states on page 3·54, ttiat un·attenuated dBAl~vels at the center 
of the nonh fate of Building 14 are estimated to be 84 dBA when the plant operates at capacity with all 
towers in seNk.e. With proposed noise screening the levels should be between 74 and 75 dBA. 
However. in Section 4,4.16.3, page 4·88. the stated projtded noise from Building'' is Ei5 dBA. The 10 
dSA differtnce ls notable and exceeds an acceptable tevel in an urban environment. 

GJ'eenhouse Ga' Emissions 

Staff Recommendation: 

7. lncfude the propos.ed Strategic Sustainability Performance Plan (SSPP) for NIH Ind/toting where 
and how minimization and mltlgotlcn measures wm address sustainability efements over rfme 
lo meet the federa l mandates of achievim; zero-net energy by 2030. 

Suff Analysi.s: 

Ina ease in energy usage is predicted to be approximately 20 percent under t he Proposed Attjon Plan. 
This will result in an increase in carbon dioxide (Co2) emission.s by 39.060 tons. However, the Federal 
Government has put forth a seJ'ies cf Federal Sustainability Mandates and laws that will require the NIH 
to meet reduction standanh and performances to comply with Executive Order 13423, 13514, Energy 
Independence and Security Act 200?, and Energy Polley Act of 2005. tn a separate document not 
included in the DEIS, the NIH has addressed these mandates in their Strategic Sustainability Performance 
Plan tSSPP} estabUshing a program to include sustainability through the management of building design, 
construction, renovation, procurements landscaping,. energy, water, waste, emissions, transportation, 
human health, and productivity. The Final Environmental Impact St atement should reference the SSPP 
and how t he increas.e in C02 wlll be mitigated. 

Open Space 

Staff Recommendition: 

s. Implement fully the proposed expansion of the open space. 

Staff Analysis: 

Under the Proposed Action plan t here will be 5 percent net in«ease of open space creating 
approxlmatety flheen acres of new open spate, including four acres of new green areas in the 
perimeter buffers. 

...H lethn:h1 C.i'll)'~'S - Otl:lt Er:Wom!'KlltJI l!flPitLStl~IM'r!C lor tht 
CrMl ion COn-.DrthtnlWMttur P'i•n 

12 
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Vegetation 

Stoff Recommendorion: 

9. Identify the loc.otion. condition, ond preservation measures for the five (5) specimen trees. 
10. Clarify which trees ore intended for prot(!Ctlon and outline the pt'Ot~ct;on measure$ io be 

token. 

S1aff Analvs1s: 

NIH has a robust tree replacement and n.o·mow ptogram requltfng the ongoing protection, ind 
enhancement of trees, tree clusters, stratified vegetated areas. and forests. All proposed tree loses will 
be determined on an Individual basis but the policy of no let loss is soundly in place. The DEIS does not 
indicate an lntenrion to preserve the five (S) champion trees on site. These large trees range in size from 
42·129 inc;hes in circumference. 

Domestic Water 

Staff Recommendation: 

J1, Consult wlrh Washington Suburban Sonitory Commission (V/SSC} to ensure odequort! water 
supplies will M avolloble. 

12. Explore additional waU!t soving features such os cisterns, low flow faucets, grey 1vattr use. 
and approprfart mechanisms designed to provide demand needs whlle tanstrving potable 
water use. 

Staff Analysis: 

All development alternatives propose an increase in the average daily water\.lsage. 

Floodplains, Suffers, and Streams 

Staff Recommendation: 

13, Locate the fut41re Admlnhtratfon Building which Is proposed for the site of exinlng Building 
11 whert both the new buildlng and ossociated impervious oreos ore outside the ftoodploifJ. 
If ovoidonct of the flood ploin ;s not feasible, mftigotlon and petmitting meosures must 
ensure that no off-site increases to the /Jcodpfain water surface tleWJtl<Jns occur. 

14. Include srrecm protea/on measures dudng the demolition of Building 21 and irs parking lot 
lS. Provide stream protection buffers along Stoney Creek. 

N!Htle1ntsda0.tllpus - Dr•fi: ftwirc:n.'il<ntil 1m:i.a Statt:mtnt tCI' °'* 
O:r•fl 20'1! Comptel!Ul!IW M&df't Pla l'l 
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16. Providt me<Jsures of protecting the base flow of tht spring thot hos been contained and 
piped under c vault Mneoth txisting Building 11. This is important to do dur;ng !he plonned 
demolition of Building 21. Consider day.Jl{JhtJng th~ spring and associated stream al<Jng tht 
eosreth edge cf the NIH ptoptrry. 

Staff Anati,•sis: 

The Proposed Action, which has already been selected. shows the const ruction of a New 
Administration Building at t he l«ation of exitling Bul!dlng 21. The building abuts the floodplain while 
the pafking 101 1s within the floodplain. This raises 1ssue.s concerning flooding as well as stream 
protection. 

•••Building 

Northeast Portion of the NIH Campus 

Mit Bt:tle~Ol Ciimwi ... Dflf't !~ironmcnuiltmPKI $Q:tcrnu1tf0f 11'1e 
01111'! 201!C~rthcrui¥t MUt~ l'IJa~ 

14 

21 Site 
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Transportation 

Staff R.ecommtndatlcn.s 

11. Ccmmf! ro rignjf.aw portittf M.J<tais lOlfOttl w r;CKmo,.,,.tedpatbr4 rtro00/ l 
'-' fo< •WJY J tmplo-lttJ with"' a ffl>.roc ~m•/rotre 

1i. ''"'"""to imp/<!Mnt a bfkt 1hoto progrom on th< campus In .-dfnofJOtl wilh ~ 
•floru by I/If Montg"'"'ry County 0.11<1nmont of Tronspon-arlon (DOTI N'H should 
prooctlWlf~d/~,. wnJt oor, oni<WtttMO)ot•:ni:i,,,..,. ~(stldtG.1 HSA.at•"'* 
onoS&ibwl>on~l):o tJftlloto 11-/fOtl!lildyof~bh<hot•--~ .,. u.. .,.,,_rill b!J:tshort Jtct#U ot gart locot-on< along Roctv.i .. M:•. Old Gwptto..., llood. 
and Wm Cl:dar laM. 

U Commit to lmprovt Ptdt.striatt and blhwoy focitHJts withfn or.d around tht NJH campus, As 
pen of rblJ •flan.,; .. kty blhwoy /ocl(ffS.. within and around w a.mP<iJ """1 ~ ldfr.tif"d 
end lmfwvtd too mllllmum wrdrJt o/ U>-1.2 /HL 

lO Commit 16 rvppon Jururt bul rop/d trontlr options btlng txplomi by th< Co1N1ty along 
Rockw/Je Piko umJ/or ol0trg Old Ceorg~rvwo lfuucJ through dtdfcotJOfl of oddttlonal public 

rlght·ofwoy or ••stmtnlJ ulong NIH /ronragt. 
11. Commit to d•vtlop 0 ~IOMICrk• progrom ID JunJi<r tnhonat tM pool o/ •mpioy<11 

who CX><J:d wo/l. bltt, OI tatt o J/lott JhcmJt OI rrorl!it rrip ta/from !M CO'"fM 

12 Comnu~ to ldtnt,fy oddibOnol olitrtodi pr09fam1 ro oc/Jiow QtTDtu sucun """' th< 
Tronspott.o'lion Mott0{1fmfflt ,,.,on, 

Sufi A..,.lysil: 

Sllff" .,_,,.,.., l0Sft !hl1 as the""'""'°' ""'playttSo• catnJl'I• bas 111ere~ 111e111p 
~nH>llon rate pererrploytt hti remained connam (AM pHk hour) ordecru.e~ (PM peak houri OYtr 
the p.ist live yean'. Thkdecr1111 In pe.1k hour traffic h: due totnffic mttiplton mtasurH such u ~' 
lral\SpOrttt.on M.,1>i•n .. m Plan (TMPI, tJtablil~ in the 1992 Memound\im otUndunand"I 
(MOU) lletwefn th•""""'°"'"" C:O..nt~ PllMlf-C llo11d, the N•tio<lol Capllll Pl.\n""" ca.i. ... iuloft 
(MPQ. 1n0' the r;JH. ~1 • muh of thtn musutes~ thf um pus trip genera-uon ur.dt.r tacft of the lhtff 

altemativt1 t v1lu11od1n th• DEIS, will rtmaln well w1th1n the campus trip cap (4,925 AM puk to.our/ 
4,450 PM pnk hour). 

Staff wttrom the Plannltl& k>td'• prtvt°"' recommencl11ion that lhe NIH Camp•• pulu"I r>tlO bo 
brought into compljancie wilh th• N1tlon1f Cap<tal Plannlna Commission'• fedtraf porlolng ratio 
guldefineJ. C.runtfy prop0ud •• 0.50 IPICtl per employu (a rato of I parkf"ll spice 101 wory 2 
omplov•es), this ratio Is greater than the 0.33 spaces per employee (a ratio of 1 parkln1 tPtc:t for every 

'1n '14>yof 20G7, l 7.51JO"'"" oy<•t -'ctd °" lllt lfiH car-- Traff< cour.n 111.M "'°""' ..._,... 2,c39 A" 
... c.mdt/ff>l/U"PM .,..,_ trc>J (ti{p ,_.- O.lll AN,/ 0.163 PM) Tht ,.,.,,,,_"*It\ ror
<O</l\U ltt rt:pD,"ltd •IMO(IS. '•bNary2011. -hs2J,4611mploytts1'1dl.S1'AM-,ind/2,S9SPM 
outbound 1nps(tt1p1..,m-.0.117AM/O 1'1 '"'~ Thdli¥tyo .. trendrrpreUotH 23lUncrmeln 
ttr1pt(r/t"'~t w .._,a 23" ir-<.nt,_. if'I AJ.1 ~HC ....... vaffi< Md 4"' cka-Ust 5n ''M ~he.' U11ft'lt-

!llfA~C......·:>-.ft(""".,-.,...,. .. lllllNCtS~'-•t. 
Ot•l'IJOU~•~"'p""""M'IO"P.:an 

1S 
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5-1: Thank you for your comment 

5-2: NIH will evaluate the effectiveness of the landscaping within Buffer Zone #1 and supplement as 
needed.  NIH will evaluate the overhead lines and if it is feasible for NIH to underground any lines to 
improve visual aesthetics. NIH has planted trees along the western edge of the Commercial Vehicle 
Inspection to mitigate its impacts on Rockville Pike. 

F-70 



                
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

  
     

  
  

  
 

   
     

 
 

 
 

    
  

 
    

 
   

   
 

  
 

  
 

    
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


	
	Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

5-3: Text added to Section 3.10.4 

5-4: NIH does and will continue to improve upon its Transportation Management Plan which has many 
transportation alternatives included within it.  NIH does its best to reduce employee vehicle numbers on 
a daily basis by promoting telework or an open schedule where they can come in at off peak traffic 
hours.  NIH offers multiple shuttles to our off site facilities and has a large car/vanpooling base that 
reduces traffic congestion drastically.  NIH already uses a number of the recommendations within the 
Bethesda Chevy Chase Master Plan. These are discussed within the FEIS in Section 3.7.7 

5-5: Based on a new survey that was done in December of 2013 a noise level of 13.9 dB(A) was recorded 
coming from Building 14.  The testing location point was on the south end of campus near Battery Lane. 

5-6: Based on the new survey mentioned above no noise level readings exceeded the Montgomery 
County nighttime residential noise metric of 55 dBA. 

5-7: The following link to the SSPP was added to text. http://www.hhs.gov/about/sustainability/2013-
sustainability-plan.pdf 

5-8: NIH will work hard on fully implementing the expansion of the proposed open space. 

5-9: Please see Figure 3-5 for location of the five Champion trees.  The five species are in good condition 
and locations are well known by NIH landscaping crew that work near or around them. 

5-10: The NIH works closely with WSSC. 

5-11: NIH continues to consult with WSSC on projects and water supply availability. 

5-12: NIH looks at water conservation on a project by project basis.  NIH will continue to expand its 
water saving features when feasible. 

F-71 

http://www.hhs.gov/about/sustainability/2013


                
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 

  
   

 
  

 
  

 
  

 
 

 
   

  
 

 
 

   
    

 
 

 
 

    
 

    
 

  
 

  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


	
	Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

5-13: Stream protection will be part of the building construction design. 

5-14: NIH has many “no mow” areas along the NIH stream that have allowed for the reemergence of 
native riparian vegetation. 

5-15: Protection of the stream will be developed along with building and construction design 

5-16: Thank you for your comment. The NIH will consider daylighting. 

5-17: Please see response to comment 3-1 above. 

5-18: A station at the “Medical Center” Metro station on the east side of campus and another station 
near Suburban Hospital on the west side of campus were suggested to potential commercial vendors for 
consideration along with other locations in Montgomery County. As of today a bike share station is 
currently located on near the intersection of Old Georgetown Road and Greentree Road.  NIH will 
continue to push for more stations located around campus. 

5-19: NIH gave a permanent easement to Montgomery County to widen the sidewalk on West Cedar 
Lane from 4 feet to 10 feet.  NIH continues to make intersection improvements on campus to improve 
pedestrian and cyclist safety. 

5-20: Thank you for your comment. As the BRT develops the NIH will consider supporting the project as 
needed. 

5-21: Thank you for your comment. The NIH has no authority to direct its employees where to reside. 

5-22: The NIH continues to commit to the TMP. 

5-23: NIH has and continues to work closely with the Maryland Historical Trust (SHPO) through its 
ongoing historic resources identification program (Section 110 compliance) as well as its ongoing 
consultations concerning proposed undertakings that may have the potential to affect NIH’s existing 
eligible historic resources (Section 106 compliance). 
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Attachments 

A. Plannins Department Commenu on Scope of WOrk letter April 18, 2012 
8. Pl.anning Oepartment Staff Repor1 October 18, 2012 
C. Planning Soi rd Comments on Master Plan l etter Oc1ober 31, 2012 
D. NCPC Commission Action NoV1!mb<r l , 2012 
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• 
MOl•trGOMERY COUNTY P LANNING DEPARTMENT 
l'HE MARYLAND·NATIONAI. CA?flAL PARK ANO PLANH!tlG COMMISSION 

MCP8 
ttemNo.XXXXJ< 
Oale:I0-18-12 

NIH·Bethosda Campus Drift 2013 Comprthensiv• llMter Plan Mandaloiy Reterf.l, MR No. 2013005 

Robert Kronenberg, Acting Chief, Area 1 

Margaret K. Rifkin, lead Reviewer, Mu l marnret.rifkin@montgomervplanning.org 301495 4$83 
Cherian Eapen, Transportation Reviewer, Area 1 
Tina Schnelder, Environment Reviewer, Area 1 

description 

This is a review of a new master pl1n for the 
National Institutes of Health campus In Bethesda. 
This is ill federal facility louted on Wisconsin 
Avenue. It is the largest employer In Montgomery 
County with 20,262 of its workers located at this 
Bethesda Campus. The c1mpus JS 310 acres i.n t he R· 
60 zone within the Bethesda-Chevy Chase Muter 
Plan area. The population of the Bethesda campus is 
anticipate<! to e<pand by 3000 workers during the 
time frame of this new pl.an. That wl/I bring the total 
number of workers at this c.ampus to approximately 
23,000. 

eumm•ry 
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lhe Planning Board is being asked to provide advisory comments to the National Institutes of Health via t he Nationaf 
Capital Planning Commission. with respect to the draft "2013 Comprehensive MaslC!r Plan,,. for t he NIH 8etht!sda 
umpu,. ThQ mou sie,nific:mt change$: to the Sethesdo Compus that a1e r~fle.;teO In this draft master plan are: 1) lhe 
consolidation of surface parking into new parking structures 2} t he creation of more open space 3) the addition of 
workers coming from leased spaee in satellite loc;;ations and 4) the construction of a new administration building. 
The focus of this advisory review is also on the Transportation Management Plan {TMP} including transportation 
demand management and encouraging alternative means of tommullng and fmproving walkability, bikeability and 
shuttle service connecting NSA8, NIH and the Bethesda Ceo, and lssues related to impacu on the surrounding 
community including compatibilily. A Ora ft Environmental Impact Statement {DEIS) is being prepared as pan of the 
master planning process, bot has not yet been released for Planning Soard review and comment. The c:omments 
provided by t he Planning Board on this draft master plan will be taken into consideration as the DEIS is completed. 

)\'}Ji &bnd. C.•1$>'-"- Onf. 201"3 Compeht t.fl9t M~'l« Pbn 
Mt No lOl.3005 
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ORGANIZATION OF STAFF REPORT 

Description 

The Community 

The Draft NIH 
Master Plan 

The 
Transportation 
Management 
Plan 
Comments to 
Transmit 

Attachments 

Description 

The Campus 

The NIH campus 
lhe Focus of PlaMing Board Review 

Summary of Outreach and Key Issues 

Summary of NIH Ma$\er Plan Recommendations 
Staff Comments and Recommendations 

Summary o f the Transportation Management Plan 
Staff Comments and Recommendations 

This 310 acre campus elrtends north from the Battery lane area of the Bethesda Cent1al Business 
District, with buildings and uns arranged In a campus·like setting. The principal boundaries of the site 
are Wlsronsin Avenue (MO 3SS) on the east, West Cedar Lane on the nonh, Old Georgetown Road on 
the west and the Edgewood/ Glenwood neighborhood as well as the Battery lane Residential district on 
the south. On the west, across Old Georgetown Road, is the campus of Suburban Hospllal and on the 
ea.st, on the opposite side of Wisconsin Avenue (MD 3SS) is the campus of Naval Support Activities· 
Bethesda. The Medical Centel' Metro Station is on thee.astern edge of this campus neiu Rockvilte Pike.. 

The principal impressk>n from outside the campus ls one of a collection of buildings of val'ied styles, in a 
mlldly tolling landscape wh_h many trees. The inside of the campus is compact, laced wrth roads and 
surlace parking lots1 and interspersed with green landscaped areas. 

NIH Bcsllc$ch Clrnpus • l)r1ti 2013 ('.omprcbtm:iw M.uicr i'lt.n 
MR :-:o 2013005 
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NJH !k~ C.rqnu - Dr di lOU O,tmptd'iensi\11t M's!C't ~n 
MRND2013005 
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The Focus of the Planning Board Review 

The main lnttrtsts of the Montgomery County Planning Deporrment, as they relate tc the NIH ond it.s s 
campus planning octlvitles ore clear and importaM ones. The Planning Depcrtmenr hos on interest in: 

• How well NIH supports the 11ision of the General Pion and the Bethesda Chew Chose Moster Pion 
concerning how the entire community should function ond grow. 

How well the NIU j)ts with the immediate neighborhood; porti,ulorly how well the compus 
ocMe11es compolibility with Its next door ne;ghbors. 

• How well the campus prO\lidt.s environmtntof stewardship. The campus is over 300 acres of Jond 
thot is port of the interccnnetred natural system of the entire County, ond region. 

• How well the campus provides for a variety of options for people to Uovel re and from the 
campus, since this hos o significant impact Ofl how well Counry rt.s.idtllts and other workers con 
mov~ obout. 

The Community 

Summary of Outreach and Key Issues 

The NIH holds regular meetings with its standin.g Community liaison group. t he Planning Department 
sent out notices to community associations about this public hearing. A copy of the notice is attached. 

The Plannlng Department has not rec.eived any comments from the community at thfs time, concerning 
t he review of the draft Master Plan or the included Transportation Demand Managemen1 Plan. 
However. the community has longstanding interests in addressing tr'affic oongestion .lnd compatibility. 

MH SMtsdt ~ .... nuA 2013 Comprcht:'li:i\lf Mar.tr Pl::n. 
MRNolOJJOO.; 
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The Draft NIH Master Plan 
Summary of the NIH Master Plan Concept 

The following images show the overall concept for th-t t.ampus, and then the phases in whith the 
draft NIH master plan is f!l(perted to be implemented over time,, Following the Images is a description 
of the key featurel of the drah NIH ma.ster plan. 

Future land Use Phm 

' '.• : •• ' ,l., ' .l "'r•"• · .. :. : , ·.·. 
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Phase I of the Implementation of the draft NIH master plan 

8vildin9 iO 
Renovations 

It 'lt-. B. oing 

• ••• t ••• ,.,,,_ 

NIH 8Wie..& Cltn:ii.. ... Oi.h 20U O!o\p.-c.~ Muter Pba 
MJt N,;i 20UOOS 
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Phase 2 of the Implementation of the draft NIH master plan 

Nev: ~:ihl)' Cc·c.c-cr or Tunr.el 

• ••• ~r...t:vtt,-, ':.t1Xi· 

\~\ !:::: -1~uf'! ' S 

~,\!1,:: t:c·t:r.~ ·.•ltJ 

MR r\o Xl13005 
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Phase 3 of the Implementation of the draft NIH master plan 

• Ne•;v Baldrng 

L_~~~~~~,,,.,,..,,,..,.....,,,,.~~~.-~om.c~1w~~G~Ui>~~~·~·""""""'-~M'"•llllEf~~~o~~~~~~--J 
MltNo lO!JIXIS 
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TM: follow are the main features of the campus and the draft master plan. 

The campus currently ro.nststs of 90 buikfings on 310 acres of land. Some of the facilities have 
deteriorited to the extent that they ~n no longer be economically rehabilitated. They rtquire 
replacement. Se\1eral oldet research facilltles can no longer support st ate·of-the·art research. 

• No significant growth ln the science program is anticipated over the next twenty year ~riod 
addre$$ed by the mam:~r plan. However, the research field ts changing to foner greater scientifk 
collaboration and thereby expedite scientific di$covery. Therefore, new research facilities will 
be multi·institutional and flexlbfe. This will facilitate tl\e 'creation centers of sc1ence"' such as the 
Porter Neuroscience Center and the new Immunology Center to further scientific collaboration. 

The NIH TransPQrtatlon Management Plan (TMP) implements long and short term strategies to 
mitigate traffic ueated by NIH employee-1. The master plan continues to .support the TMP. 

• The master plan organi~es the eampus into flvt research clusters to facilltate collaboration and 
the creation of centers of science. The plan calls for new research facilities to be multi
institutional. 

The Master Plan propo$ed to cluster admlnisuatrve and biome<fical research education 
functions afong the more public east side of the campus in close proxim i ty to the Medical Center 
Metro Station. 

The Master Plan proposes to consoUdate utility suppcrt and service funct ions in proximity to 
Building ll 1'nd to the fat south of the campus. 

The Master Plan is flexible and will be able to accommodate organizational changes as they arise 
- such as the creation of the National Center for Advancement of Translational Sciences 
(NCATS). 

The Master Plan proposes to relocate research programs from the older and historic research 
facilities that are functionanv obsolete into new state·of· the·art biomedical tesearch facilities. 

The Master Plan proposes to adapt and reuse some of the older research buiJdlngs into 
administrative space. 

• leases of off campus spaces are NIH1s highest facilities operating costs. The Master Plan 
proposes to reduce that cost by bringing all laboratories currently In leased space, back to the 
Bethesda Campus. NIH will atso reduce its leased spac.e portfolio by back-filling the existing 
buildings after they have been adzipted for reuse, with administrative personnel from leased 
spacts. Adaptive reuse of older includi"i historic builrlings is consistent with the HHS 
sustainability goals. 

~'IH ~ C.mfM w 0 1Ji JOU O;i.nprthttiti1ot M-aitt ?l1t1 
M,R,No- 201300S 
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• The Mister Plan provides a balanced approach to campus circulation by emphastzing pedenrian 
safety. Garages are located to be within a S minute walk of work.place de.$tinations. Pedestrian 
conflicts ate minimized by grade separations by efevated walkways or underground tunnels. 

The Master Plan envisions a population growth of approximately 3000 existing personnel who 
will be coming from l~ased facilities off campus and other NIH sites. 

The Maslet Plan proposes to oonstruct 1.6 mUlion GSF of resea~h spac~ cmd 775,000 SF of 
administrative and support space. 

Surface parking will be turned into a comblnatlon of green space and structured parking, adding 
to pedestrian safety and campus atmosphere. 

The Master Plan proposes a series of Oevefopment Guidelines that will enhance t he Bethesda 
campus, including density and bulk. circulation with an emphasis on road standards, parking 
facilities, seNice a rel$ and pedestrian pathways. Building and site performance standards focus 
on campus way finding. landscape design, exterior lighting and open space. 

The MastN Plan includes a comprehensive set of guidelines for environ mental and sustainability 
planning and building characteristics. 

Staff Comments and Recommendations 
On the NIH Draft Master Plan 

The Bethesda Chevv Oiase Pbin Recommendations: Community Vision & Netghborllood Fit 

Recommendations from the Bethesda :CMw Chose Plan adopted in 1990 are followed by an 
assessment of this draft plan's response. 

The B-CC Plan recommends; Umit Employment Levels & Provide Transportation Alternatives 

Page 91~2 •1.6 Fedtral Employment Centers"': 

ntis Pion rerognizes thot Federal instollatio11S involved in medkol research and related flelds of study ore 
important to the economy of 8~CC and the County os o whole •..... Although the Moster Pion svpport$ this • 
rype of Federal employment, inutoses in number of employees ... should occur in o ct;nstro;ned foshicn." 

"'This Pion recommer>ds chat ony future expoMion of jobs or parking at Federal focWties be- considered 
only in conj1.mction with on effective rideshoring/tronslt incentWe progrom ond ofter demonstrorlng thot 
loco/ streets wlll not be unduly burdened by additional traffic." 

NIH l:ki~ ~<4 - Ord 20ll Compttllf~ .\.$1$1et Pkn 
MR.~l01300S 
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This Pion svpport.s moderate employment levels t.o ollow opero·tionol fle'Xibility but development must bl! 
within the ttonsponorion system capacity consuclnts of the B·CC oteo." 

Staff Analysis of the NIH Draft Master Plan 

The addition of 3000 workers to the NIH campus i~ a significant number. This is comparable to the 
entire WOfkforce slated to move into the Intelligence Community Campus in Bethesda, on Sangamore 
Road. This growth, even t hough limited by comparison to the entire campus population today of 
20,262, wa((ants even gH.~aler rneasu<es to minage Transportation Oemi nd. The Draft l'ranspiort.ation 
Demand Management Plan is discussed In a later section of thls Staff Report . 

The 8.CC Plan recommends: Participate In the Mandatary Refe"al Revltw Process 

"This Pion recommends continued involvtmtnt In tht mondorory rtfttrol pro,ess and encourages 
stronger coordinorlott between agencies and earlier invofvement in review of propostd changes to these 
Fedetol properties' , 

Staff Analysis 

NIH Is encoufaged to enga&e the Planning Department staff in the evaluation of ah.ernatlves that is part 
of the Environmental Impact Statement process. This input could t hen be consideted as the Or11ft 
Master Plan is prepared by NIH. As already stated, the DEIS in -progress, has not been available to the 
Planning Department to Gomment on.,. even informally. It is still being finaliled for formal release for 
public comment and a 45 day review period. The Planning Staff has requested the opportunity to 
review in.progress analysis and provide insight and suppart, and unfortunately thi$ offer ha.snot been 
1aken. Attac.hed to this staff report Is a letter from the Director of the Montgomery County Planni~g 
Department with comments on the DEIS Scope and offers to contribute to the analysi_s in order to better 
reflect k>cal planning practices and poltcies and provide insights based on the extensive expertise of tht 
Planning Department. luues related to protection of buffers, OOUdlng heights along the perimeter, and 
transportalion demand management, are all of great interest to the Plannin.g Department, and d!rectty 
affec;t the local oommunity. 

Th~ proposed administrative building on Wisc.omin Avenue i:s o concern due to its ht-ithl and p1uximlty 
to Wisconsi~ Avenue. The compromise of the views from Wisconsin Avenue are also a c.onc.ern. While 
NIH has a standing streetsupe plan for its side of Wisconsin Avenue, there are gradual changes being 
made that tom promise the charatter. With this in mind, more direc.tion should be included concerning 
improving t he appea rance. This coukf include additional green buffers to reduce the visual impact of 
the security facility for truck lnspectlons, for example. 

Provide on opportun;ry for Planning Deportment Stoff to review the DEIS in progrts.s and provide 
comments that w;tl inform tht final EIS 011d finol NIH Moster Pion. 

N'IH St~ C.1.,pu) • !>1•;c 2013 Cotripu.litllii-.: M..lW Pbtl 
MR.Nol0\3005 
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- ~ a.tKLOO ut tM pion IO /mp'tJW IM OJ>Pet:'a'lCJI! of YrMortsm AW .... , Poroo/lofY 
r~uw '"~I""'"' ottd bulftrll>f for thr p<epo<d Admlfll$Cr1>1JOn Build"'f ottd au " '"'Ht 
scr••11111gfe<ji.11 ... 

Tloe B.a: Pla11 tmHflfMlldl: fortklpotc In C.rtfu/ Oalfll ~..-by M-NCl'l'C: Vfwoi l"¥CKf. Opca 
Spaaa.otoaw, N~-C-r..bltilf, ~~Compus ll<>td•n, 1""""9Holplits ottd 
,..tfpltttol LalNIJcopillfl oltll /lulfonnp 

"'This Plan rtt0mrMnds wre/ul dtslgn rr-11#w 011d on /uhNt Ft*rol conJtrucrfon ptej«n to os:uss rM 
v/wo//mpoa an !M cd/o<tnl ntlphborhoods ond on tltt optn spou dtorocttr o/ 11:• 1/W. • •. ~ 
,..,.w tllo<J•d fows.., tlf/ghborhocd '""'por.l>Rtry, .. 1boc*t /r0r> Cfllf'P"1 bo<Wrs. buddMt l>c¢'4 and 
ptriphtro/ londst:0ping ond bli/f•nng 

S10fl Analysis 

NIH ls asked to Pf4MdetM , .. """" '"'""'Mh •he -tlunitytc>panklplte'" ·catdvldeslgn ffV•W 
IS tKh Pf0iect-de$cnbed WI tt-e NIH drt1ft muter pten. rucl'lu the sl~lt whe:re more det.11Aed dts•ll'l IJ 
underway. Thls opportunity dots no1 oc.cur as part of the offldal m1ndatory r1ferral p1octss overutn 
by tho Nation.I Capital P .. Mlnl Commission.~ the pro]t<l ls ronsislent with the NIH 1.<1.icr Pion 
alreody m.iowell by in. l<CPC. llttrtlott. this is. key request for in."'"""" - to Nb. nw 
Pllnn-. !loon!-a!to ,._that ldeq"'tt t- bo -eel for tta •careful"°'"" reY!ow' by~· 
PlaM~ OtpaltlMnl. In otdtr to co'1Cluct a p.1blic ~·~to &et community Input."'~" proper 1dvlnc. 
noh<ioC- This wovld fOf uample apply to tl>I now parl<l,. structures ill tllt lOUth•rn POtlton of the •kt 
n"r tlt• 8111try la re ouldtntlal nefchbomood, ind to tht new administrative bu11c1,,.. M>n to 
WisCOO$•n 4v<!nue (MD 3SS). Those t:c>Uld thtn be publicly dltalssed wilh the Plattn!ni llolnl "''" pul>c 
communJty input with NIH .,,._...,. va .. b t """"'' '°"'><te•I Wl1h /, H'i •ffc>rtt tc> be I &OGd 
ntigl>bc>t 1ht on-coi"C effom by NIH 10 maintain commvnlcitlons with tho rommun1ty are ~ry 
lmport1nt. howtvr.r, as 1n manv cnu In tht C.ountv. when a particular proJett ls advanotd; many more 
people often wish to be Involved In order to weigh In. 

Submit each pro/ttt thac It lmpltmtntlng lht masm plan 10 th• Plonnlng Oeportm1nt for tltt 
opporutntly ttJ proviM corr/vi dt$lt}t1 ttlP'ffw. oMI CQOOftuttff)t /or commwMy tom,,,_.,., to rho Plon1t"'9 

B<xrrd 

Environmental Stewardship 

Em: ronmerul Staff""' r••l••••• d tho 2013 ~ ... M"'10< Plln lot NIH kt~•"'"'""' 
Wiiie b deir attent.on "'as & vtn to su•:al111ble ~ .. ~. wtn• ~duttion. .. ndsape P<Ht,.,•t>on. 
reforestation. 1nd h1bltal Improvement tfforu, it's hard lo ~uantify impacu Without 1 comprthtnsrve 
1mpa.c:t usu.sment. 

:if'IH 1Wthrdt (.Allnp\ll • Ot.Ji ~u O:imprW:nti¥t Mu1ei Jl'&it• 
•lllS.ll)lJOOI 
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Staff Comments and Recommendations 

NIH •Sa Federal fac~lity and therefore should follow the guidelines set forth u nder the National 
Environmental Policy Att (NEPA). NEPA requires that Federal agencies consider the effects of their 

actions on the quality of the human environme-nt. NEPA was set In place to b alance environmental, 

ec.onornic, and social objectives in pursuit of "productive harmony" between humans and the human 
environment. In o rcler to ass1.1re these result$, staff requests that an Environmental Asse&Sment and 

Environmental Impact Statement be completed prior to the approval of and during the review proces.s 

for the. Comprehen.slve Master Plan. This would enable a thorough evaluation t o ensure full 
environmental compliance and mitigation. 

Complete Emiironmental Assessment and Environmental Impact Stat ement be prior to the approval 

of, and during the review process for the Comprehensive NIH Master Plan. 

Overall Comments: 

Further describe and establish policies to uphold the ec.ok>gical and social Integrity of the 
existing site conditions. 
Identify eX11ct location of all existing and proposed stormwater management facilities. 

• Identify all Invasive species throu.ghout campus. 

Specific Comments: 

3.11.4 Stormwater: 

The dry channel of North 8-randl flows through a concrete ot concrete· lined channel 
across the campus. Consider converting the channel into a naturaliied channel substtate. 

Considec additional low Impact Design stormwater t<eatments throughout the campus to 
reduce stream impacts and possibly mlnlmize flooding near Building 21. 

• ConsldH stabilizing the stream banks of Stoney Creek and "The NIH Stceam" to reduce 
further erosion and impacts to Rock Creek 

4.2.l Topogrophy: 

Avoid impacts to the steep slopes (over 15%} In the area of Building 16. 
• Staff highly recommends the preservation of the steep stopes during t he expansion of the 

South laboratoryCfuster. 

4.2.S Vegetation and Ground Cover 

NJH ln1w.sd• C.U.~ - Du.f: 2013 Co11•prcl'l«W\.'e~1 Plan 
MR.!'io.21'.>13005 
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ll'l l!'fll~td tl>1l WOOCI Ind swwis '"" °'"" 1,500 ~fi tine l>Mn iden!Jf .. 11. 
numbt·ed, 1nd roeg•d on campus. ""' d>11tme Is m1int1!ned bl' 1ht NIH, Offiu of 
Re<un:ll hC~<ltU. These m1pi sho<lld bt lnckided in Ill• Comprehtns1.- M ... ., Pion IS 
wtll as p«wldod wrth addrt .,.. d• 11iltd • .,..,..._ 

C.A sr.e L"1fa.W.actu-rt 

• Tiit uti1ilv ttt•'lurc ind ' """"'""' npansion in and oround 8ufldJ"I 14 lOWaros 8u1ldlrc 
33 mav have lmp1c:u to b lstln& trees, shrubs or other n1tur1I re:sourcu. However, 11 ii 
net fei.slblt to determine tO whh the lick o' tnforma110n 011 the tx:btJr11 foreJt ind UH 
c:cwer. Provide clttolls ol omporu of proposels. 

Transportation Management 

The NIH has• Memorondum of Unden11nd1n1 datina lrcm 1992, with tht Netional C1pltal Plonnil'C 
Commlsslon 1t1d the Mon!lo,,,.ry Counlt Plonnirc lloard wllich outJ;neo ib T,.J\SPonal '°" 
Monog...-Mll smtqy, pnialm and IO'ls It os "<C"lotly r.-d by WICPPC, NCPC Mii Hiii to 
eva.'u>te tu\llls ond perfOJmM>Ct. Tho Otof\ 1tanSpo•mlOtl .u~ Pia. Vlduded n 1n ·~ 
10 th4 Drift 1\111 Mll~r Pion II d'llCllSltd below. 

Staff Comments and Recommendations: Draft Transportation 
Management Plan 

Staff hlS reviewed the 20U Or1ft Comprth4nsive Master Pion for tht NIH Cllmpus ind Au1usl 2012 
Draft Tronspomtion Manocomenl Pion ITMP)Append1•, Ind areen<our-atdto '" th11111••wit h 

lncreom ., 1he num~r of amployus 11 the fociltty, th• campu1 Inbound mom inc P!'•~·hour ond 

outbound evening peak·hout volumts ind rel1ted rrip gener1tion rates hD11e generally remained 
cons.istent llnu 2007. which ttOttstn\S I trio rectudlon of appmvl"l\.at~ SS" owr a.vel.t dOCMmc.ntcd 

"'1952 .. pvt ol the MOU b<il-Mofll&orrerv Couniy Pbnnlng Board, h°CPC, •od Hl H 

-·wt are cr_..i with 11\e t.<lt ol sucass ~din rffucina l he pai1<Jnt <lllO 11 HIH, 

whdl CO<llinues to~ 1pprc•lm>rtl\IO.SO 1paus per •mplCl'/ff (ratio of I parl:in& space for_,., 2 

em~es). It s"®ld bt noted lhll conslsl.,t w th recomtrendations ill the 2004 lroMpo<tJI""' 

£1Mt"'1t of t~t fecenl £........,ts cl t~t C<:"ll~°d'.,.._ P..,. few w ~- tapito, the 11 .... ry ~ 
NCPCa>nd tlonalapprovalfort"8 2(]0) HIH Masttr P'11n Updat• reqUtttd Niii :0 ..i. ...... paftln&n111 ... 

of 0.33 spaces per emplovu or 1 p111<on11pace for ev.ry l tmp;o~u. 

Giwn tN plann•d oddttlon ol l,000 tmplO'fetS to the campu• •nd tht chaltl'Ct• 1n 1a:ommod1t.rc 

-6cfihonal uaff;c on ma)or t0tdwavi 1d1~ to 1he campui. NIH must 1e11Hss Ju c-1i1rttr\t 

transportation managemf"nt proaram ind commit to redu,lna hs on·campus par-km& ttUo bv txplorn~1 
NlH ~C'....,,,,..1 .. :>.d120U ~\pnflcnti·,oeMawf P'-n 

MlNo21>l)OOS 
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addltion~t ou1.-of· the·boK oommuting opUons, indudlng coordinating resources and programs with that 

of NSA--Bethesda to the extent ponible (where the Navy has documented as Part of its cutTent DEIS ror 
Medical Facilities Development and University ExpaMton that they are exceeding the NCPC mand&ted t 

space for every 3 empk>vc~ parking l'atio). 

The August 2012 Draft TMP and Draft Master Plan incluCes several measures NIH has implemented to 

reduce Slngle Occupant Vehlcle (SOV) commute travel to the campus. While these tradit)Onal measures 
offer alternative options to dtiving alone, more options must be actively pursued. We believe the most 

significant action along with a vibrant TMP that NIH must take is to signifiiecmtly reduce parking at the 
campus to t he NCPC mandated parking ratio of 1 space for every 3 employees. NIH must pursue 

reduction in SOV travet through inCfeases in the usage of carpool/van pool options, bikes hare/car 

share/rideshare options, transit subsidies an.d shuttle seNices, telecommutin~ and ahernative work 

schedufe. 

we recommend that NIH Incorporate t he following recommendations in10 the next complete submittal 

of 1he draft ™P, Masler Plan, and EIS: 

1. Include with the Environmental !mpact Statement (ElS] that ls to accompany the Master Plan 
Update a comprchet1Sive traffic study update (c;onSi$tent wilh t he policies and rc(luifements of the 
Montgomery County Planning Board) that examines the antkipated future relocation and/or growth 
in personnel at the campus by approximatety 3,000 employees. 

2. Commitment to significantly reduce parking at the campus to the NCPC mandated parking ratio of 1 
space for every 3 employees within a realistic timeframe. 

3. COn'lmitment to strengthen the carpoolfvanpool programs since it appears from the Draft TMP and 
Draft Master Plar~ that the program is onty e1chieving approximately 60% success (283 entisted 
carpooVvanpool users vs. 463 1esetved carpool{vanpool parking spaces). 

4. Commilment to implement a brkeshare program on the campus. Montgomery County Departmenl 
of Transportation (DOT, is currently exptorlng expansion of the capna1 suceshare program 
panitularly in the CBO areas and at Metrorail stations within the capital Beltway (l-495). NIH must 
proactfvely coordinate with OOT, and other major employers nearby {such as NSA·Bethesda and 
Suburban Hos pita I) to explore the fea$ibillty cf enhancing bikeshare opportunities in the area, with 
bik~share stations at gate locations ak>ng Rockville Pike~ Old Georgetown Road, and West Cedar 
lane. 

s. Commitment to improve pedestrian and especially bikeway facilities withil\ and around the NIH 
campus. As part of t his effort. the key bikeway facilities within and around the campus must be 
identified and improved to a minimum width of 10.12 feet. 

6. commitment to 5UP.t>0'1 future bus rapid transit options being explored by the County along 
Ro<kvll!e Pike and/or alongOtd Georgetown Road throu,gh dedication of additional public right·of· 

NIH ~ ~ - Pfdl lOUOxnprt?wllditt M•utt PIUI 
MRNo'°U~$ 
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ll'l l!'fll~td tl>1l WOOCI Ind swwis '"" °'"" 1,500 ~fi tine l>Mn iden!Jf .. 11. 
numbt·ed, 1nd roeg•d on campus. ""' d>11tme Is m1int1!ned bl' 1ht NIH, Offiu of 
Re<un:ll hC~<ltU. These m1pi sho<lld bt lnckided in Ill• Comprehtns1.- M ... ., Pion IS 
wtll as p«wldod wrth addrt .,.. d• 11iltd • .,..,..._ 

C.A sr.e L"1fa.W.actu-rt 

• Tiit uti1ilv ttt•'lurc ind ' """"'""' npansion in and oround 8ufldJ"I 14 lOWaros 8u1ldlrc 
33 mav have lmp1c:u to b lstln& trees, shrubs or other n1tur1I re:sourcu. However, 11 ii 
net fei.slblt to determine tO whh the lick o' tnforma110n 011 the tx:btJr11 foreJt ind UH 
c:cwer. Provide clttolls ol omporu of proposels. 

Transportation Management 

The NIH has• Memorondum of Unden11nd1n1 datina lrcm 1992, with tht Netional C1pltal Plonnil'C 
Commlsslon 1t1d the Mon!lo,,,.ry Counlt Plonnirc lloard wllich outJ;neo ib T,.J\SPonal '°" 
Monog...-Mll smtqy, pnialm and IO'ls It os "<C"lotly r.-d by WICPPC, NCPC Mii Hiii to 
eva.'u>te tu\llls ond perfOJmM>Ct. Tho Otof\ 1tanSpo•mlOtl .u~ Pia. Vlduded n 1n ·~ 
10 th4 Drift 1\111 Mll~r Pion II d'llCllSltd below. 

Staff Comments and Recommendations: Draft Transportation 
Management Plan 

Staff hlS reviewed the 20U Or1ft Comprth4nsive Master Pion for tht NIH Cllmpus ind Au1usl 2012 
Draft Tronspomtion Manocomenl Pion ITMP)Append1•, Ind areen<our-atdto '" th11111••wit h 

lncreom ., 1he num~r of amployus 11 the fociltty, th• campu1 Inbound mom inc P!'•~·hour ond 

outbound evening peak·hout volumts ind rel1ted rrip gener1tion rates hD11e generally remained 
cons.istent llnu 2007. which ttOttstn\S I trio rectudlon of appmvl"l\.at~ SS" owr a.vel.t dOCMmc.ntcd 

"'1952 .. pvt ol the MOU b<il-Mofll&orrerv Couniy Pbnnlng Board, h°CPC, •od Hl H 

-·wt are cr_..i with 11\e t.<lt ol sucass ~din rffucina l he pai1<Jnt <lllO 11 HIH, 

whdl CO<llinues to~ 1pprc•lm>rtl\IO.SO 1paus per •mplCl'/ff (ratio of I parl:in& space for_,., 2 

em~es). It s"®ld bt noted lhll conslsl.,t w th recomtrendations ill the 2004 lroMpo<tJI""' 

£1Mt"'1t of t~t fecenl £........,ts cl t~t C<:"ll~°d'.,.._ P..,. few w ~- tapito, the 11 .... ry ~ 
NCPCa>nd tlonalapprovalfort"8 2(]0) HIH Masttr P'11n Updat• reqUtttd Niii :0 ..i. ...... paftln&n111 ... 

of 0.33 spaces per emplovu or 1 p111<on11pace for ev.ry l tmp;o~u. 

Giwn tN plann•d oddttlon ol l,000 tmplO'fetS to the campu• •nd tht chaltl'Ct• 1n 1a:ommod1t.rc 

-6cfihonal uaff;c on ma)or t0tdwavi 1d1~ to 1he campui. NIH must 1e11Hss Ju c-1i1rttr\t 

transportation managemf"nt proaram ind commit to redu,lna hs on·campus par-km& ttUo bv txplorn~1 
NlH ~C'....,,,,..1 .. :>.d120U ~\pnflcnti·,oeMawf P'-n 

MlNo21>l)OOS 
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addltion~t ou1.-of· the·boK oommuting opUons, indudlng coordinating resources and programs with that 

of NSA--Bethesda to the extent ponible (where the Navy has documented as Part of its cutTent DEIS ror 
Medical Facilities Development and University ExpaMton that they are exceeding the NCPC mand&ted t 

space for every 3 empk>vc~ parking l'atio). 

The August 2012 Draft TMP and Draft Master Plan incluCes several measures NIH has implemented to 

reduce Slngle Occupant Vehlcle (SOV) commute travel to the campus. While these tradit)Onal measures 
offer alternative options to dtiving alone, more options must be actively pursued. We believe the most 

significant action along with a vibrant TMP that NIH must take is to signifiiecmtly reduce parking at the 
campus to t he NCPC mandated parking ratio of 1 space for every 3 employees. NIH must pursue 

reduction in SOV travet through inCfeases in the usage of carpool/van pool options, bikes hare/car 

share/rideshare options, transit subsidies an.d shuttle seNices, telecommutin~ and ahernative work 

schedufe. 

we recommend that NIH Incorporate t he following recommendations in10 the next complete submittal 

of 1he draft ™P, Masler Plan, and EIS: 

1. Include with the Environmental !mpact Statement (ElS] that ls to accompany the Master Plan 
Update a comprchet1Sive traffic study update (c;onSi$tent wilh t he policies and rc(luifements of the 
Montgomery County Planning Board) that examines the antkipated future relocation and/or growth 
in personnel at the campus by approximatety 3,000 employees. 

2. Commitment to significantly reduce parking at the campus to the NCPC mandated parking ratio of 1 
space for every 3 employees within a realistic timeframe. 

3. COn'lmitment to strengthen the carpoolfvanpool programs since it appears from the Draft TMP and 
Draft Master Plar~ that the program is onty e1chieving approximately 60% success (283 entisted 
carpooVvanpool users vs. 463 1esetved carpool{vanpool parking spaces). 

4. Commilment to implement a brkeshare program on the campus. Montgomery County Departmenl 
of Transportation (DOT, is currently exptorlng expansion of the capna1 suceshare program 
panitularly in the CBO areas and at Metrorail stations within the capital Beltway (l-495). NIH must 
proactfvely coordinate with OOT, and other major employers nearby {such as NSA·Bethesda and 
Suburban Hos pita I) to explore the fea$ibillty cf enhancing bikeshare opportunities in the area, with 
bik~share stations at gate locations ak>ng Rockville Pike~ Old Georgetown Road, and West Cedar 
lane. 

s. Commitment to improve pedestrian and especially bikeway facilities withil\ and around the NIH 
campus. As part of t his effort. the key bikeway facilities within and around the campus must be 
identified and improved to a minimum width of 10.12 feet. 

6. commitment to 5UP.t>0'1 future bus rapid transit options being explored by the County along 
Ro<kvll!e Pike and/or alongOtd Georgetown Road throu,gh dedication of additional public right·of· 

NIH ~ ~ - Pfdl lOUOxnprt?wllditt M•utt PIUI 
MRNo'°U~$ 
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wav 0 1 easements along NIH frontaie. 

1. Commitment to develop a ''live·near·work .. program to further enhance the pool of employees who 
could walk. bike, or take a short shuttle or transit lrip to/from the campus. 

a. Commitment 10 identify additional ouueach programs to achieve greater success with the fMP. 

Staff recommends that the Pl<mning Board i;1'0V·ide the following comments to the National Clpltal 
Planning Commission and also d!recttv to the National Inst itutes of Health concerning the dra~ Maue.r 
Plan which includes their draft Transportation Management Plan. 

Comments for Transmittal - All "Comments for TransmittafH ~dentified in the above 

discussions, will be incorporated into the below list if not o therwise addressed below. 

1. Submit the Oraft Environmental Impact Statement for Planning Department review and comment, 
and reflect revision$ based on that review, ln the flnal EIS and final Master Plan. 

2. Provide the Planning Department Staff with the oppOnunity to review and comment on the Oraft 
Final Master Plan in 2013, before its submittal to NCPC for final review. 

3. Conduct a public meeting for public comment on t he Draft Master Plan. Cor\sider incorporating that 
opportunity into the NEPA mandated p1.1blk: hearing for the Environmental Impact Statement 
community outreach. 

4. Revi.se the Draft Transportation Man,agement Plan to include additional strategies to achieve the 
National Caprtal Planning Commission's (NCPC) recommended maximum of 1 parking space for 
every 3 employees. 

s. Revise mastl!r plan section 3.3 de!cribing "County Planning lnit iativ~$" to accuratety reflect them 
and then revise recommendations in the master plan for consistency with those county initiative as 

6. Participate in the County's initiative to increase forest and tree canopy, by vofuntaritv developing a 
Forest Conservation Plan consistent with county standards. 

1. ER$ure that the master plan recommends that any access into and out of the site at a new entrance 

on Cedar lane, be consistent with the charncter of the confronting residential neighborhood. 

8. Revise the master plan to eliminat e designatson of areas within t he 200 foot buffer for construction 
staging areas or temporary parking. 

l'\IH Bn.~ C&mpin • Dftft: 2013 O:mprchM"'" M«1eo Pt.n 
Mi\ No llll300S 
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9 . Revise the master plan to recommend minimizing the visual im?ilCl of the truck security· sueenin.g 
facitity's indurcrial c;heracter, from the pt.rbOc realm of Wisconsin Avenue. 

to. Include the recommendation to shne the p(oposed 11ructured parking facilities on the south side of 

the campus near 8.attery lane and the Med'Kal Center Metro Station, w ith the public or with other 

user groups, during times of low use by NIH employees. 

11. The Plannin,g Department concurs: with the d raft traffic study included with the DEIS and asks that 
NSAB continue to monitor 1raffic cond1tioM at the 

ATIACHMEl'ITS 

Aeflal Photo lmage.s of the Campus showir~g ils R1!h1Liun~hip lo tin: i:xi~tin,g cofnmunity 

f'.llhlbits from Draft Plan showing e1Cisting building heights diagram 
• Exhibit from Draft Plan showing re«>mmended maximum bulldlng helghu 

E>chibit from Draft Plan showing Proposed Pedestrian underpass of Wisconsin Avenue 
Planning Depanment Director Lener to NIH regarding Scope of DEIS April 18, 2012 

The complete Draft NIH Plan which indudcs the Transportation Management Plan, Is a large document. 
Thetefore it has not been attached. Digital copies are available from staff and Online at the NCPC 
website: http·Jlwww.ncoe,gov/(!(pc 

NIH Sahtidi C.tnf>'il - Ptt.fl 2013 Oxnp1flwnai'IC Mu:et P~, 
MR ~o l0l3005 
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10/11/2012 5:03 PM 

PHOTO ONE 

View looking north towards West Cedar Lane and the Neighborhood -
Wisconsin Avenue is on the Right 

!\1H ~a Q.mpu' - Dr.ti 20U Cci~PR'lle:tivt M4.lltr Pl.tn 
MR.No 2013005 
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10/11/2012 5:03 PM 

PHOTO TWO 
View looking South toward the Bethesda CBD at West Cedar Lane at 
the bottom of the image. Wisconsin Avenue is on the Left 

NTH Jk~ C.rnpus ~ Du.fl 2()13 O:irn;i-r~ MMltt Plan 
MR ?-'020!3005 
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10/ll/20H 5:03 PM 

PHOTO THREE: 

South Edge of NIH Looking North - Suburban Hospital is on the Left. 

A residential area Is tucked up against the south western edge of the 
campus. 

PHOTO FOUR 

Nlll .lkctlo::t• CMIJClus .. Ord 20U{""""'l"'~'C Mmcr Pt.:11 
MR No 201JOOS 
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10/11/2012 S:Ol PM 

Woodmont Triangle Looking North -Wisconsin Avenue is on the Right 

The Battery Lane Residential Neighborhood is next to the NIH Campus 

~Ill 11t1""'3dt c.mpua - Dr•f1 20U Compc~i-..e M•~cr Plitn 
MJl.:"f(l)OlJ005 
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10/ll/20i2 S:03 PM 

C.J5• 
e 31·-6&· 
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Niii Bt~ Cunpw- Drtrfi i;OlJ ~p.,M.n,ivt M&.1-* Pbn 
MR.Nb 20130lS 
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10/11/2012 5:03 PM 
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!O/llJ20!2 5:03 FM 

Proposed Pedestrian Underpass Relalive Pedestrian Circulation Area 

Exhibit 3.5.B Proposed Pedestrian Underpass 

N'JH Br~tC.tmpw - 0.-tfl 20l3Ccsnprd~·~Mu1d"Pbtl 
MRKo20U003 
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

'!1 IE: MAlt't'l,..\ND '.">.1/\'JlOM,\l.. CAPYJ'AL P.A!U< ~\NO :rl.;\N;-.!ING (.;t'>,\IMISSION 

MCPB 
Item No. 4 

Date 10-18-12 

NIH-Bethesda Campus Draft 2013 Comprehensive Master Pian Mandatory Referral 
No.2013005 . 

Additional Attachments Provided October 15, 2012 

The following graphics replace graphics in the staff report that are outdated. 

ATTACHMENT Staff report page 
PAGE 

1 4 Exhibit 4.1 .. A NIH Bethesda Campus Aerial Photo 
2 6 Future land Use Plan/Illustrative Master Plan 
3 7 Phase l 

of the lmolementation of the draft NIH Master Plan 
4 8 Phase 2 

of the Implementation of the draft NIH Master Plan 

s 9 Phase 3 
of the Implementation of the draft NIH Master Plan 

6 23 Existine Building Heights 
7 24 Recommended Maximum Building Heights 
g na Building Heiaht Envelopes Sections for Critical Areas 
9 na Site Sections 

With thanks to NIH for making sure the graphics are the most current. 

?bncingArca 1 Tcasn.30l·49S-4~SS, F~ 30t.49S.-l304 
8787 Gcotgia A\'W"1e, S&k·u Spnn.g. Y.a~d 20!>10 

~~g,sug 
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NIH Bet hesda Campus Comprehensive Master Plan 2013 

Exhibil 4.1.A. NIH Belhesda Ca~us Aerial Photograph 

DRAfi ; 08·03·20:2 , page 4·2 

Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

F-105
	




	


	

NIH Bethesda Campus Comprehensive Master Plan 2013 

' f II 
I 

t . 
' I 
~"·~ 
' , . 

Nlli Prope~y line 

Securi1y Fence 

Buffe1 Zone 

C Exisl'1Q Buiding Formal Open S~e 

i'lew Builling Natl.fa! Open Space 

\Valks/Plazalfenace C Water Features 

Exhibil 5.2.B. lllustralive Master Plan 

ORAFO j 08·03·20;2 , page 5·30 
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EB 
• New ln~astnn:tore 

New l andscaping 

Exhibit65C . . . Phase I Site Plan 

DRAFT I 

NewBIJilding Maj0< Renovation 

08-03-2012 J page 6·77 
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NIH Bethesda Campus Comprehensive Master Plan 2013 

;:-. 
I _.\ -;-.' 

• New Infrastructure 

New Landscaping 

New Bur.ding 
New Ulil1y Corndor or Tunnel 

Exhibtt 6.5.E. Phase II Site Plan 

DRAFT I 08-03-2012 l page 6·81 

~ :o: xo -

Major Renovalion 
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NIH Bethesda Camp"s Comprehensive Master ?Ian 2013 

I, ___. __ 

·- -·-------.... , 

/ 
._ ___ __ ___ -,,:;_ ----··--.. ~ -- ·---- -- -~ 

• New 11\lcastructure 

New l andscapirg 

Exhibit 6.5.G. Phase ill Stte Plan 

New Building 

DRAFT I 08·03-2012 I page 6-83 

: ~ ¢ ~~ 

:: s.o::o: 2tr':" 

Major Renovation 
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NIH Bethesda Campu$ Comprehensive Master ?Ian 2013 

I '-:. _, 

-."":"_ ... 
-

.'!.. - .. 

--~~~::_.~----- - -

.. -·-- ... . tJ:-

• 65'-IOO' • 2W• 

• 100"200 

Exllibil 4.9.8. Existing Building Heights 

DRAFT I 08-03-2012 : page 4·81 
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NIH Scthesda Campus Comprehel\sive Master Plan 2013 

r. :.-~~!5} . 

si§~!! e~ 

/ 
.. - .~~~:.:.":.::.~:..c~·-·. :...-'-. ----.---- -•;- ... - .. - .. -

Building He1ghl Lil'll Line 

Propeny Une 
8uidableArP.a 

Exhibit 6.2.B.Recommended Maximum &Jilding He~hls 

DRAFT I 08-03·2012 i page 6·5 
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i\'IH Seth~~da Campus Cornprehen~ive Masle• Plan 2 013 

111..'(KV.ll lPl:C 
fWi ,.., ,·ti lYl,)Of'< l)RtVC • 

..n:<ENnftOM'{ ; 

E~e C:cnd1tion ;; • 

'· i."h':-\'" ··· 
:J:o~ . :. • 

Wbl(t~lAll.t 
M'f4,i 

tKOCtf-OACitK1iVHRQA!) ~ . 
i . 

~= .. ~---/ - , .. , .. 
!:dge Condlrlon 12 

roc.wooo. 
C.tt "'-\'oQ)U 

tl.4TTtJWl .V.:( 
~a:ol)t'lbotf\~~ : 

' 

E'dgeo (.01\dirion ;,3 

Maximum Bu.:.:linQ Heigl\t 

Actual Gtouno Level 

·~ .. ~;:. 

.. ... ..... . 

BIM:lab!e (Heighl)Atea 

Adjacent Neighborh:ioo I Road (not to scale) 

ExhiM S.2.C. Building Height Envelope Sections for Critical /ve8$ 

DRAFT i 08·03·20l2 ! page 6-7 
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l\iH Sethesda Carr.pus Comprehensive Master Plan 2013 
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DRAFT l 08-03-2012 I page 5-31 
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNING BOARD 
ili.E ~1lYLAND·N:AT10N,\I .. C.APfTAI. P>.R.K AND Pl.ANNING CO~·lM1$Sl0N 

Chair L. Preston Bryant, Jr. 
National Capital Planning Commission 
401 9•• Street, NW 
Suite 500 
Washington, DC 20004 

0FPJC£ oF ·nis C~R 

October3l, 2012 

RE: NIH-Bethesda Campus Draft 2013 Comprehensive Master Plan and Transportation 
Management Plan 

Dear Chairman Bryant: 

At our regular meeting Qn October 18, 2012, the Montgomery County Planning Board 
conducted a public hearing and completed our advisory review of the N IH·Bethcsda Campus 
Draft 2013 Comprehensive Master Plan with Transportation Management Plan. The 
Commissioners voled 5·0 to transmit comments to the National Capital Planning Commission 
for consideration at the upcoming public hearing on the project which is scheduled for 
November l, 2012. Those present al our meeting, in addition to myself as Chair, were 
Commissioners Amy Presley, Casey Anderson, Norman Dreyfuss and Marye Wells-Harley. 
The Commissioners heard public testimony from members of the community at that 
time. Please consider this letter and the following comments as the Montgomery County 
Planning Board's testimony for the official record. 

The following comments concc.,,, the draft Comprehensive Master Plan and Transportation 
Management Plan. 

L Subm.it the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Planning Board review and 
comment, and reflect revisions, basod on that review, in the final EIS and final Master 
Plan. 

2. Provide the Planning Department Staff with the opportunity to review and comment on 
the Draft Final Master Plan in 2013, before its submittal to NCPC for final review. 

3. Conduct a public meeting for public comment on the Drafl Master Plan. Consider 
incorporating that opportunity into the NEPA mandated publ ic hearing for the 
Environmental Impact Statement community outreach. 

4. Revise the Draft Transportation Management Plan lo include additional strategies to 
achieve the National Capital Planning Commission's (NCPC) recommended maximum of 

8787 Gco1~a Avenue., Sih·cr SpO!!g. Maryb.nd 20910 Phone: JOl J9.). l{)QS fJX: 
• \"\'.•A<1n 1gMOt'fypl"lt1 :1101:liouJ.~r,:; i.;;.,•1, 1!: .'OlC'p ... :u.ir 'f 11)!:t' j);'~ •1, 

klhlwi'flf <'.:J 
(1;} 
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Chair L Prcs1on B;y~.mt, Jr. 
October ll. 2012 
Page 2 of 4 

I parking space for every 3 employees, which should be a strong priority in light of local 
traffic congestion. 

5. Submit each project that is implementing the master plan to the Planning Oeparuneot for 
design review and an opportunity for 11\e community lo comment to the Planning Board. 

6. Complete the Environmental Impact Statement prior to the approval of, and during the 
review process for, the Compreheiisive NIH Master Plan. 

a. Further describe and establish policies to uphold the ecological and social inlegrity 
of the existing s ite conditions. 

b. Identify exact location of afl existing and proposed stormwater management 
tacifities. 

c. Identify all invasive sp«ies throughout the campus. 
d. Stonnwater: 

The dry channel of North Branch flows through a concrete or concrete
lined channel across the campus. Consider converting the channel into a 
naturalized chaMcl substrate. 

ii. Consider additional Low Impact Design stormwater treatment throughout 
the campus lo reduce stream impacts and possiblyminimi:z.e flooding near 
Building21. 

iii. Consider stabilizing the stream banks ofSloncy Creek and "The NIH 
Stream" lo reduce further erosion and impacts 10 Rock Creek. 

e. Topography 
i. Avoid impacts to the steep slopes (over 15%) in the area of Building 16. 

ii. P1'CServe steep slopes during the exparu.ion of the South Laboralory 
Cluster. 

f. Vegetation and Ground Cover 
i. Woodland stands and over 8,500 trees have been idenlified, numbered and 

tagged on campus. The database is maintained by lhe NIH, Office of 
Research facilities. These maps should be included in the Comprehensive 
Moster Plan along with additional detailed analysis. 

g. Site infrastructure 
i. The utility trenching and hmneling expansion in and around Building 14 

towards Building 33 may have impacts to existiJig trees, shrubs or other 
natural resources. However, it is not feasible to delermine this given the 
lack of information on the existing forest and lcee cover. Provide delails of 
impacts of proposals. 

7. Incorporate the following recommendations into the next complete submittal of the draft 
TMP, Master Plan and EIS: 

Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

F-115
	




	


	

Ch.1ir L. Prt$10n 8ryan1, Jr, 
Ociobcr 31, 2012 
Pagc3 of 4 

• !aclude, wilh the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) tbat is lo acx:ompany 
the Master Plan Update, a comprehensive traffic study update (consistent with 
the policies and requirements of the Montgomery County Planning Board) that 
examines the anticipated future relocation and/or growth in personnel of 
approximately 3,000 employees at the campu<. • 

• Commit to significantly reduce parking at the campus to the NCPC mandated 
parking ratio of I space for every 3 employees within a realistic timeframe. 

• Commit to strengthen the earpool/vanpool programs since it appears from the 
Draft TMP and Draft Master Plan that the program is only achieving 
approximately60% s~s (283 enlisted carpool/vanpool users vs. 463 
reserved C3I]JOOllvanpool parking spaces). 

• Commit to implement a bikeshare program on the campus. Montgomery 
County Department ofl'ransportation (Don is currently exploring expansion 
of the Capital Bikcshare program, particularly in the CBO areas and at 
Metrorail stations within the'Capital Beltway (l-495). NI.H must proactively 
coordinate with DOT, and other major employers nearby (such as NSA· 
Bethesda and Suburban Hospital), to explore the feasibility of enhancing 
bikeshare opportunities in the area, with bikesbare stations at gate locations 
along Rockville Pike, Old Georgetown Road, and West Cedar Lane. 

• Commit to improve pedestrian and especially bikcway facilities within and 
around the NIH campus. As part of this effort, the key bikeways \vithin and 
around the campus must be identified and improved to a minimum width of 
10-12 feet. 

• Commit to support future bus rapid transit options being explored by the 
County along Rockville Pike and/or along Old Georgetown Road through 
dedication of additional public right-of-way or easements along NIH frontage. 

• Commit to develop a "live-near-work" program to further enhance the pool of 
employees who could walk, bike, or take a short shuttle or transit trip to/from 
the campus. 

• Commit to identi fy additional outreach programs to achieve grealer success 
with the TMP. 

S. Revise master plan section 3.3 describing "County Planning Initiatives" to accurately 
reOect them and revise recommendations in the master plan for consistency with those 
county initialives. 

Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

F-116
	




	


	

Chajt L. Preston Bryant, Jr. 
Octobc:r31, 2012 
Pago4of4 

9. Participate in lhc Cou.nly's initiative 10 increase tbrestand tree canopy by voluntarily 
developing a Forest Conservation Plan consistent wi1h county standards. 

IO. Provide more direction in lhe plan on ways to improve the appearance of Wisconsin 
Avenue, particularly \elative to height limits and buffering for the proposed 
Administrative Building and all security screening facilities. Revise lhe master plan 10 
recommend minimizing lhe visual impact of the truck security· screening facility's 
industrial character as seen !Tom the public realm of Wisconsin. 

I l. Ensure that the master plan recommends that any access into and out of the site at a new 
entrance on Cedar lane be consistent with the character of lhe confronting residential 
neighborhood. 

I 2. Revise the master plan to eliminate designation of areas for construction staging or 
temporary parking with.in the 250 foot buffer. 

13. Include the recommendation to share the proposed struc!Ured parking facilities on the 
south side of the campus near Battery lane and the Medical Center Metro Station with the 
public, or with other user gr<>ups, during times of low use by NlH employees. 

The Planning Board appreciates the opportunity to participate in tbis advisory review and to 
assist in the resolution of outstanding issues. 

Attachments: 
Staff Report for I 0/18/J 2 M·NCPPC Public Hearing 
Staff Slide Presentation 

incerely, 

, Jf 
~.can\~ 

Chair 

-.... ~ . 

l ,.I 

cc: Michael Weil, National Capital Planning Commission 
Linda C. Janey, JD, Assistant Secretary for Clearinghouse and Communications 
Ricardo Hening 
Victoria Nottingham 
NIH Director 
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~i~=~~rl 
:.•, Planning 
•" Commluion 

PROJECT 

Commission Action 
November 1. 2012 

Draft 2013 Campus Master Plan and Transportation 
Management Plan 
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda Campus 
9000 Rockville Pike 
Bethesda. Maryland 

SUBMITTED BY 
United Stares Department of Heahb and Human 
Services 

The Commission: 

NCPC FILE NUM BER 
MP02 

NCPC MAP FILE NUMBER 
3 IOl.20(05.14)4.J630 

APPLICANT'S REQUEST 

Approval of comments on draft 1naster plan 

ACTION TAKEN 
Approve with comments 

REVIEW AUTHO~ITY 

Advisory 
pe< 40 u.s.c. § 872.2(b)(1) 

Provides rbe followin& comments on !be draft 2013 NIH-Bethesda Campus Master Plan and draft 
Transponation Management Plan for transmittal to the Department or HeaJth and Human Services 
(DHHS) and National Institutes of Health: 

Commend• NIH for developing a thorough draft 2013 NIH-Bethesda Campus Master Plan rhar will 
develop the campus into a more environmentally-sustainable place by reducing impe-rvious surface; 
removing surface parking; increasing open/green space; and requiring future development to ineet the 
policies cooraincd in the Energy Policy Act of200S, lhe Energy Independence and Security Acr of2007, 
and the 2011 HHS Sustainable Buildings r1an. 

Recommends chat NIH re·\!iSC the draft Transponation Management Plan to include all the infonnation 
cha.t is required by NC'PC submission guidelines for master plans. as follows; 

(I) a description of existing and projected peak hour traffic by mode. with indicated points of 
entrance and exit, the number of exis!ing and proposed bicycle spaces, as \veil a.-; tnnsit routes 
and stops and pedestrian facilities serving the ins1alfation, both on-site. and in the nearby area; 
and a summary of existing and proposed parking by type of assignment (officiaJ cars, vanpools, 
carpooJs, single-occupant vehicles, handicapped persons, visitors. etc.); 

(2) a description of the Federal agency's existing strategies for assisting employees' commute 10 
work; 

(3) stated goals aJ1d objectives for the TMP, such as lrip reduction. mode s.plit changes, or 
vehicle occupancy ra1e iocreases: 

(4) an evaluation of projected transportation imp.acts resulting from master plan developments 
and description of pO[en1ial TMP mitigation measures: 

(5) a description of the process for monitorin& and evaluating the achievement of goals and 
objectives and adjusting TMP strategies, as needed; and 
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Commi&1t0n A.ction 
NCPC Flit No MP02 

Ptgt 2 

(6) a sum""")' of !ht rel11•oml11p of die TMP pnmsams co tnmponAllOO IDfllO&Cmem and .., 
qu1hty r<qlllltmCtlll of local, S111e 100 regional 1gcncies, uiclodi11g provisions for wol1cin& 
coop<,.uvely with 1fl'Oc1ed 1gencies to lddras tho<e requiRmeob 

Rtt0Nmtnd; 1hal 'llH reY15e the drefl T,.n<ponation Management Plan to include background 
111fonna1ion on the NII I commuter survoy (frequency, method of dellVCI)', bow the survey rQP011d<nt11te 
Stkcted, ct<.) lftd a cc>mpkt• 1e1 of -bit """'Y rcsuks that <how brak-m for i- ad! ......,. 
quuuon "'" lnl"ued 

Rttommtad1 tha1 Nlti amend the drafl 2013 Nm-Bcthcala Campus Master Pl&n 10 adh<tt io die 
apphcal* 2004 Cornprehelwvc Plan employ~ plt~ing ratio goal of 1.3: docs no< suppon the odd11ion of 
I 500 ntl new pal'klng 1pace1 and urges a reduction in parking sp .. ces undl lhc l :3 partcina ratio i' 
achieved 

Recommtndr thai NIM work with Montgomery County, State of Maryt.nd, Navel ~uppon Activlly 
i)tthesda, and local community to help 11nplcmen1 1he planned undCIJl'l's.'high speed elov11on projed, 1 

poccn1ial fu1ure "K••n-Ride" ...,. along the east .. ule of Rodn<dle Pike, poo:ntia.1 futwe Bus kaptd 
Tra.nsh (BRD lanes alOll& Rockville Pike and Old Geori1e1own Road, and a furure Blkeshare station il1 
the vicinity of1he Medical Center Mecrorail Siation. 

Rt<omm .. dr 111111'/IH study 1he po<entJOI iraflie 1mpac1 of any new driveway 1iong We11 Cedar Lane 1n 
are•tcr detail; to dcSllP' any new drivcw1y to be consistent with the character of the adj.acen1 resldenbal 
oclaJ>i>o<hood, and IO work in consultauon with the community and the M-NCPPC dw1ng thc proJCC:fs 
pl&M1ng tlld ddip pllaJes 

R-m.m••d• tllll Niii carefltlly c:ansidcr end incorporat.e all DEIS UJd draft MISl<i Plan oornnJ«llJ into 
the fiMI \iatter Plu ID the "'""'"'""' n1cnt ftanbk 

RecomNUdJ thll NIH ref«. <lttfl final version ofw 2013 NIH-~ COlllfJUI Mtikr Pl&n IO M· 
-.CPPC f0< mocw. pn« IO subnussiool to >;(;PC for fiml m.-. 

RecommudJ 1ha1 NIH revise <Inf\ MIS1er Plan Section )..) IO eccura1dy reflect M~ CGunty's 
'"'"'""' 1n•1'lll\.U, and to mu.e any 1trcaed Master Pia r--i.- to ._ th.al the 201) 
1'llfllelhesda CllmJl"I M•- Pie's ~uons are as COOSISl<DI .. ,th County polteta to the 
mnunum C\tcl\I reas,ble 

R-.,•••ds thlt MH n:plott th< fcuib1lcy of c:ompl)ing "''th Montgcmcry County's FOIU1 
('on>Cf''allOll Plan 11andards aJtd d""elop an Urt.n Fores1 Ccnservation PllJI to reflect tho final 20 I) 
NIH·Belhetda Campus Masm PIAO that metts the Ccwily standards. 

Rttoatmtodl that Niii revise the 2013 NIH-Bcihcsda Campus Master Plan 10 u1clude sionnwatcr 
maJ\l,ement, forest con5el'\'11iot1. historic ltSOUl'CCS, and energy consavnMm 

Rtc0mmend1 1h11 NIH sm\te 10 eliminate cC'lnStl"DC'l.H>n staging and ltn:1porary parking within the 
cempus's 2SO.foot buffer 10 ~,. tntxianun1 •xten1 feasible. and io rc:Oea <his goel in the final 20 I J NIH· 
Bcthetda Campus Mute• Platl 
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Commission Action 
NCPC File No. MP02 

Page 3 

Re.commends that NIH strive lO minimize the visual impact of d\C existing Commercial Vchiclt' 
lnspec1ion facility from Rockville Pike to the maximum extent feasible, and to reflect lhat goal i.n 1he final 
2013 NIH-Bethesda Campus Master Plan. 

Recommends 'hat NIH coordinate all significant new construction projects with M-NCPPC and the local 
community, in addition to the NlH Community Liaison Co\mcil group. 

Deborah B. Young [Date] 
Secretary to the National Capital Planning Commission 
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DESCRIPTION QTY. 

Daily Ra1e Type I 4/Day 

SUBTOTAL: 

PROMO/COUPON CODE DISCOUNT: 

PAYMENT 

Debit Cards 

ENERGY RECOVERY FEE 

PERMIT FEE 

VEHICLE LICENSE FEE 

FLTllJ< 6% 

Surcharge 

.ORDER TOTAL: 

RATE SUBTOTAL 

$37.83 SIS 1.32 

$ 151.32 

$3.04 

$3.95 

$4.68 

$9.60 

$8.0000 

$ 180.59 

In order 10 use a Debi1 Card as a method of paymenl al Time of Rcn1aJ •he following policy must be mCl . 
J. Debi I Card must have a Visa, Mas1er Card or Discover logo. 
2. Debit Card and Drivers License musl be in same name. 

3. Renters must present a return airline 1ickel/confirmation - aCluaJ or elec11onic 1icke1 in renters name . OR If you do 
no1 present a return ai1line 1ickellconfirma1ion or your primary residence is within 150 miles of lhe rcnlal location FOX 
will check your credit through Equifax Credi I I nforma1ion Services. The inquiry is po.sled on the customers credit 
report and may have an effecl on lhe customers credit cvaJ uation. In the event Lhat a customers credit ·inquiry fails to 
mee1 our Debi! Card criteria, the customer will 001 be allowed lo renl unless they provide a major credit card in their 
own name. Address as sratcd on renters valid drive-rs license will be referenced to detcrmioe renters primary residence. 
4. Debh Card mus! have available funds Lo be taken as a deposit at time of rental in lhe amount of -
Return Airline Ticket - estimated amount of rental charges plus USD/150.00. 

Credi! Inquiry Thru Equifax - renter lives within 150 miJes of rental location· USD/150.00 plus estimated amoum of 
ren1aJ charges to be taken as a deposit al lime of rcnial. Rental on a credit inquiry is permitted of vehicle classes 
Economy, Compact, Midsize, Standard, Full-size and Minivan only. Upon re1urn of 1be vehicle unused funds will be 
re1urntd through 1he credit card prooessor. Due to your Banks processing standards for Debit Caid transactions it can 
take up 10 J 4 days for a credit to appear on your account FOX will not be responsible for any rernrned check s or 
insufficient fund charges or bank fees related to this process. 

NOTE - FOX does not allow rentals using a Debit Card 10 add additional drivers IO lhe renial agreement. 
NOTE . Our debit card pol icy compl ies with all applicable U.S . federal and Staie Laws. 

NOTE . While debit cards are 001 accepted for a FOX Pay Now reservation, if we accepted your debit card in error 10 
book your Pay Now reservation and lhe card is lost, slolen, or replaced by card issuer and cannot be presented al 1he 
time of rental, we will accep1 a valid drivers license and crcdh card in the same name as the original reservation. 

Pa:oajd cards 

Prepaid VisafMasterCaid is nol accepted as a form of payment al Time of Rental. 

Major cwfit cards 
I. Valid drivers license and credit card roust be in the same name. 
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Reposnses to these comments are addressed above in 5-1 through 5-23
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lines that ate currentty overhead on the bordering P\Jblic s-treets. 

3. The DEIS should include the fact that t he Bethesda CBD Sector Plan, to which it refers (page 
3-156). is cunently being updated. It should recommend that the NIH continue to participate 
in the update by working with the community and Planning Department staff. Partkular 
a ttention should be given to new and creative ways to strengthen physical connections 
between the NIH and Downtown Bethesda lo keeping with the concept of a mutually 
beneficial relationship between the County's tatgest employer and Downtown trethesda. 

4. The DEIS should acknowledge the rocommendatlons on pages 30·31 and 92 in the Bethesda 
Chevy Chase Master Plan. The Plan rewmmetids limiting employment levels and providing 
transportation alternatives. This is discussed in the "transportation" section below. Jn 
addition, the Bethesda Chevy Chase Master Plan recommends the Gree n Corridors Polley for 
Wisconsin Avenue as detailed In thl$ $ta ff repart. 

Environment 

S. Clarify findings of projected noise levels for Building 1•. 

6. Improve methods to meet Montgomery County Noise Ordinance standards during and post 
construe.lion allowing for the health and wellbeing of the employe<is and residents of the NIH 
campus. Mitigation can be achieved through physical shielding, equipment noise silencers, or 
ptoject design configuration and layout. 

7. Include lhe proposed Strategic Sustainability Performance Plan (SSPP) for NIH indicating 
where and how minimization and mitigation measures will address sustainability element s 
over time to meet the Federal mandates of achieving zero·net energy by 2030. 

8. Implement fully the proposed expansion or the open space. 

9. Identify the focation, condition, and preservalion measures ror the five (S) specimen trees. 

10. Oarify which other trees ar~ intended for protection and outline the protection measutes to 
be taken. 

11. Consult with Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC} to en.sure adequate water 
.supplies will be avaifable. 

12. bplore additional water saving features such as cisterns, low flow faucets. grey water use, 
and appropriate mechanisms designed to provide demand needs while conserving potable 
water use. 

13. Locate the future Administration Building which Is proposed for the site of existing Building 
21 where both the new buiJding and a~clated impervious areas are outside the floodplain. 
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If avoidance of the flood p lain Es not feasible, mitigation and permitting measures must 
er~sure that no off-site increases to the floodplain water surf ate elevations ocwr. 

14. Include stream protection measures during the demolition of 8uHding 21 and its parking tot. 

15. Provide stream protection buffers along Stoney Creek. 

16. Provide measures of protecting the base flow of the spring that has been contained and piped 
under a vault beneath ex:isting Building 21. This is important to do during the planned 
demolition of 8ulldlng. 

17. Conskfer day-lighting tile spring and associated stream along the eastern edge of the NIH 
property. 

Transportation 

18. Commil to signir.cant par1<ing reductions to meet the NCPC mandated parking ratio of I 
S'Pace for every 3 employees within a realistic time frame. 

19. Commit to implement a bike share program on the campus in coordination w ith on-going 
efforts by the Montgomery County Department of Transportation (DOT). NIH should 
proactlvely coordin<lte with DOT, and ot her major employer.; nearby (such as NSA·Bethcsda 
and Suburban Hospital) to e:xplore l he feasibility o f enhancing bike share opportunities in the 
area, with bikeshare stations at gate locations along Rockville Pike, Old Georgetown Road, 
and West Cedar lane. 

20. Commit to improve pedestrian and bikeway facilities within and around th~ NIH campus. As 
part o f this crtort., the key bikeway facilfties within and around t he campus must be identified 
and improved to a minimum width of 10-12 feet. Additionally, improvements to the Bethesda 
Trolley Trail, a reglonalty important off-road bicycle connection should be made as soon as 
possible. This Includes not only ensuring that the trail is of adequate width. but moving it 
away from the tra~l lanes of Old Georgetown Road. 

21. Commit to support Mure bus rapid transit options being explored by the County along 
Rockville Pike and/or along Old Georgetown Road through dedication of additional public 
right·Of·way or easements along NIH frontage. 

22. Commit to develop a .. Uve 4 near-work" program to further enhance the pool or employees 

who could walk, b ike, or take a short shuttle or transit trip to/from the campus. 

23. Commit to idenlify additional outreach programs to achieve greater success with the 
Transportation Management Plan. 
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Histortc Preservation 

24. Preserve the George Freeland Peter Estate. 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the DEIS. We look forward to working with NIH in the 
future on the Bethesda Downtown Plan and on the implementation of the updatl!'d master plan for the 
NIH campus. 

ATTACHMENT 

Staff Report for S/22/14 Planning Board Meeting 

Sincerely, 

Francoise M. Carrier 
Chair 
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F.2.6 Letter 6: United States Environmental Protection 
Agency 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION Ill 

Ms. Valerie Noninglwn 
National lnstilutes of Health 
Bl3/2SI I 
9000 Rockville Pike 
Bethesda, Maryland 20892 

1 llSO Arch Slreet 
Phlladelphla, Pennsytv1nla 1111 ~2029 

May20,2014 

Re: Orall Environmental lmp ... ct Statement Proposed 2013 Master Plan National Institutes of 
Health Bethesda Campus (CEQ #201 40079) 

Dear Ms. Noninglwn: 

ln :iccordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, Section 309 
of the Clean Air Act and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations implementing 
NEPA (40 CFR I 500.1508), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has reviewed the Draft 
Environmcnml Impact Statement (DEIS) for the 2013 Master Plan Notionnl lnstirutcs of Health 
(NIH) Bethesda Campus in Bethesda, MO. 

The Niii Bethesda Campus consists of 310-acres serving as the administrative 
hcadquaners for NfH employing approxirt1111ely 20,000 people. Nill is a component of the U.S. 
Department of I leahh and Human Services (HHS); it i$ comprised of the Office of the Director 
and twenty·scvcn (27) Institutes and Centers (ICs). 

The purpose of the 2013 Bethesda Campus Master Plan/DEIS is to provide a planning 
tool that would provide long·tcrm guidllncc for orderly growth on the campus in suppon of the 
NIH mission and goals. This is needed 10 suppon NI H's mission as the national center for 
leading biomedical and clinical rcscorch. M(IS!er plans produced by NIH have a twenty-year 
planning horizon, and nrc to be updaicd every five years. To date there has been one original 
NIH Moster Plan. approved in 1996. and two updates. The 2013 Bethesda Campus Master Plan 
is the second twenty-year Master Plan. 

The DEIS evaluates three ahcmauvcs: the Proposed Action Alternative which aims for 
incremental growth. using obsolete research buildings to house administrative functions: 
replacing the Wlllsablc to outdated fecilitics with new facilities; the No Action Alternative; and 
the Maximum Development Altemntivc which is o plan for maximum growth to meet currently 
assigned and future mission requirements projected through 2033. Based on the assessments 

0 Prfnted on JO~ UC)'t.l~dlrH7r-labJ1 P"P" wit.It 1"°'6 post-<onJum,, fl/Nr ind pro~n.t cltlorln'/"'· 
CuSJomu s.,,·/co Jlot/lt1.: J-8004J8-UU 
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contained within this DEIS, NIH has detennined that the Preferred Alternative is the Proposed 
Action Alternative as it achieves NlH goals better than the No Action Alternative and impacts 
the surrounding community Jess than the Maximum Development Alternative. 

The Proposed Action Alternative consists of converting aged historic and usable existing 
facilities to administrative or support functions. New construction includes seventeen buildings 
for research, administrative offices, amenities and other support facilities. Three new parking 
garages and significant renovations are included. The Proposed Action Alternative would 
accommodate about 3000 additional employees. 

As a result of our review of the DEIS, EPA has concerns with the DEIS in that 
environmental analysis are still pending or inadequate. As a result, it is not possible to fully 
assess envirorunental impacts from the Proposed Action. Areas of specific concern are water 
resources, transportation and traffic, historic resources, air quality, floodplains, noise, vegetation, 
fauna and habitat, Environmental Justice communities well as hazardous waste and other 
materials impacts. A detailed description of these concerns is presented in the Technical 
Comments (enclosed) for your consideration. EPA rated the DEIS an EC-2 (Environmental 
Concemsllnsufficient Information), which indicates that we have envirorunenllll concerns 
regarding the proposal and that there is insufficient information in 'the document to fully assess 
the enviroomenllll impacts of this project. A copy of EPA 's rating system is enclosed for your 
infonnation. 

Thank you for tb.e opportunity to review this project. If you bave questions regarding 
these commentS, the staff contact for this project is Karen De!Grosso; she can be reached at 215-
814-2765. 

Enclosure (2) 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Barbara Rudnick 
NEPA Team Leader 
Office of Environmental Programs 

0 Prinred on J 00% recydedlr~eyclablc popu with 100% pOst·~nsumer fiber and process chlorine. free. 
Customer Service Hotline: 1-800-438-2'74 
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6-1: The NIH follows the NEPA process for all projects regardless of them being covered in a Master Plan 
and its EIS. The NIH will evaluate each project and Categorically Exclude or assign it and require an EA or 
EIS accordingly. 

6-2: Table 2-3 now references Figure 1 in the FEIS 

6-3: Building N21 is an administration building that will house all IC headquarters.  Clarification is made 
within the document 

6-4: Please see the Bethesda Campus Master Plan for more detailed information on open space, walks, 
plazas, etc. 
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6-5: Following Text will be added to Section 3.2.1.2- Tree cover on the Bethesda Campus has two
 

distinct types: woodland stands found around or near the perimeter of the campus, and formal plantings 

associated with development of the interior portions of campus.
 

Predominant species in the woodland stands are Oak, Tulip, Poplar, Sycamore, and Maple.  Tulip Poplars
 
(Liriodendron tulipifera) and Maples (Acer) occupy the lower portions of the site with Oaks (Quercus) 

and Sycamore (Platanus occidentalis) dominating the upland areas.  Trees are of mature or maturing
 

stature and range in size from 18” to 36” diameter at breast height (DBH) with some specimens up to 

48” DBH.  Species generally occur in near pure stands of similar aged trees of even density, with little to 

no understory planting.  Most woodlands are maintained as tree lawns.
 

Tree cover on the interior of the campus is predominately street tree and parking lot plantings.  Trees
 
are young by comparison to the woodlands and often in a stressed condition.
 
Evergreen species are found throughout the campus, generally in small stands of similar species, most
 
often White Pine (Pinus strobus), Austrian Pine (Pinus nigra), or Scotch Pine (Pinus sylvestris)
 
concentrated around the perimeter of the campus.
 

The “no mow” areas along the NIH stream have allowed for the reemergence of native riparian
 

vegetation.  The construction of the southeast storm water management pond created a specifically 

designed 1/3 acre wetland to provide initial filtering of sediment debris and contaminants entering
 
Stoney Creek.  Additional native aquatic plants were planted around the perimeter of the wet pond.”
 

6-6: Text added on Page 3-9 to reference location on campus and refer reader back to Figure 1 and
 

Wilson Estate Building number 15K
 

6-7: Since tree loss is dependent upon final configurations, the NIH would evaluate the potential effects
 

of each project on forested areas and take measures to minimize the associated impacts. The NIH would 

replace trees removed within the campus in accordance with their 1-to-1 tree replacement policy,
 
resulting in no net long-term change to forested areas.  When selecting replanting areas, the NIH would 

emphasize the defragmentation of existing forests and reforestation of stream buffers, steep slopes, and
 

areas with soils that experience frequent inundation and/or poor drainage.
 

6-8: The majority of the open space is created by expanding the buffer zone on the perimeter of the 

campus and eliminating surface parking.   Native vegetation, including trees, will be used in all
 
landscaping projects.  Current “no mow” areas will remain and others may be created if an area is
 

selected as such.
 

6-9: Please see Section 3.2.1.1 and 3.2.1.2. The NIH prepares individual tree preservation and 

replacement plans for each individual construction project on the campus and is very knowledgeable on 

how to mitigate its effects.
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6-10: New Figure 3-5a is added to reflect locations of the designated forest conservation areas. 

6-11: The letter dated September 19, 2012 has been added as an appendix. The letter states “ there are 
no State or Federal records for rare, threatened, or endangered species within the boundaries of the 
project site as delineated. 

6-12: The NIH is currently developing the Institutional Stormwater Management Plan (ISMP) and already 
integrates Environmental Site Design measures into individual building designs. 

6-13: Text has been added to Page 3-16 to reflect MDEs approval. 

6-14: Thank you for your comment. 
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6-15: At this time there is no plan to conduct another biological assessment of the NIH Stream on the 
North side of the NIH Bethesda campus.  Significant portions of the NIH Stream improvements have been 
damaged by the Maryland State Highway Administration and it will be several years before the total 
impact of the Maryland State Highway Administration’s damage can be assessed.  Approximately 10 % of 
the NIH Stream aquatic habitat was damaged by the Maryland State Highway Administration project 
adjacent to the NIH Stream. The SHA project is to improve traffic flow at the intersection of MD 
355/Rockville Pike and Cedar Lanes. The NIH has spoken with SHA and has agreed upon certain 
mitigation standards following the completion of the projects.  The SHA and NIH have agreed to a 1:1 
replacement with species that would attain the size of the trees being removed. 

6-16: The NIH Stream underwent a major improvement project in 2003, which improved both the 
biological and physical condition of the stream.  This project returned the NIH Stream to a more natural 
condition.  Concrete Block, rubble, gabions, riprap, and other manmade materials and obstructions were 
removed from the stream and stream improvements were made that included; installation and 
expansion of riparian pools; installation of bio retention pools; planting of indigenous and native species; 
bank stabilization using natural stones, rocks, boulders and hydrophilic plants; control or retardation of 
flows from storm drain outfalls and drainage ditches; the development of riparian buffer zones; and 
stormwater infiltration structures.  Any future power plant cooling capacity expansion would have to 
consider control of thermal and aquatic impacts to the stream in the project. 

6-17: Text has been added to Page 3-17 to reflect the completion of South Pond 

6-18: The new administration building’s proximity to the stream will be considered when the design 
phase has begun.  As the design progresses the NIH will include stream protection if needed. Further 
NEPA review will be completed and evaluated for this project. 

6-19: The NIH will conduct wetland assessments when a proposed project has the potential to encroach 
onto a suspected wetland area. 
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6-20: A Legend has been added to Figure 3-6 on page 3-18. 

6-21: The nearest wetland to the NIH Campus is the newly created South Pond.  No indirect impacts are 
expected from any of the Actions. 

6-22: The NIH has begun additional, more in depth, NEPA review for the proposed water tanks and will 
do the same for the proposed fuel tanks when funding is available.  The NEPA process will discuss 
groundwater impacts associated with the proposed tanks. 

6-23: The Proposed Action has the potential to impact groundwater quality during construction and 
demolition activities. Appropriate pollution prevention measures would be implemented during 
execution of the Proposed Action to avoid spills and exposure of groundwater to contamination. 
The Proposed Action would have the potential to result in groundwater contamination during demolition 
activities. The NIH would remove and permanently close the USTs in accordance with the requirements 
of 40 CFR Part 280 Subpart G and COMAR 26.10, as described in Section 3.9.2 (Soils and Farmland). The 
NIH would install the precast concrete vaulted tank system in accordance with the requirements of 40 
CFR Part 112 and COMAR 26.10. Overall, the removal of old tanks and installation of the new tank 
system would reduce the potential for future groundwater contamination.  The NIH will evaluate each 
project and Categorically Excludes or assign it and require an EA or EIS accordingly. 
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6-24:The NIH adheres to Section 502 as well as EISA 2007 and follows the NIH Sustainable Building Plan 
(SBP) which is driven by EISA and the Chesapeake Bay Program. 

6-25: The NIH will conduct a full floodplain survey during the design phase of Building N21 to ensure the 
safety of the building and its occupants. Any survey will result in proper signage designating past and 
future flood heights. 
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6-26: Our latest noise survey conducted in December 2013 shows two readings at Building 11, one taken 
on the South Face at 48dB(A) and the other taken at the tower stack at 30.4 dB(A).  Both were taken in 
the winter month where the COGEN plant is not fully operational.  A survey during warmer months 
where the COGEN will be near fully operational is being completed the summer of 2014.  NIH is currently 
looking at other means for utilizing Building 34 that would not increase the current noise levels.  NIH will 
take all precautionary measure to not increase noise levels beyond the Montgomery County standards of 
55 dB(A). 

6-27: A new noise survey was conducted in December of 2013 and the results were just given to NIH in 
May of this year.  Text was added to Section 3.5.3 and Section 4.7.2 to reflect the new findings. 

6-28: The NIH does not currently have the time of day these measurements were taken.  Table 3-14, 
page #, is based on mechanical noise and not traffic noise so peak rush hour would not play a factor in 
these results.  For the Proposed Action there would be an increase of approximately 3000 employees, 
some car/vanpooling/walking and arriving and leaving at scattered times. The NIH does not believe this 
will impact the traffic noise significantly. 

6-29: The NIH has worked hard to reduce traffic congestion on and off campus.  Since the Traffic 
Management Plan (TMP) was implemented NIH has adopted many goals to help alleviate congestion and 
has conducted biannual traffic counts at all of the campus access points.  These counts indicate that NIH 
has decreased our single occupancy vehicle traffic by more than 30 percent.  The number of NIH-
generated vehicles on the roads that surround the NIH campus are below the 1991 baseline numbers. 
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6-30: Prior to giving easements to MD DOT for the 355/Cedar Lane and Old Georgetown/Cedar Lane 
improvements the NIH held multiple meetings to discuss traffic impacts, design etc. The NIH will 
evaluate each project for traffic impacts and Categorically Exclude or assign it and require an EA or EIS 
accordingly. 

6-31: These numbers in Fig 4-4 refer to the three pipeline projects in Table 4-6: 1=Suburban Hospital 
Expansion; 2=American College of Cardiology Development; 3=8300 Wisconsin Avenue Development. 
A key was added to Figure 4-4, plus numbering the three Locations in Table 4-6. 

6-32: The Proposed Action will have adequate parking for NIH employees and its contractors.  If the NIH 
had to alleviate some parking it would lead to employees having to use nearby neighborhoods to park. 
The NIH does and will continue to make employees aware of the neighborhood parking situation. 

6-33: Please see response 3-1 

6-34: Most of the Bethesda campus’ identified historic structure and districts have buildings that are four 
or less stories in height and thus well below the top level of the mature tree line. Thus most historic 
structures are not visible from the street, with the exception of the Lister Hill Tower (building 38A) 
adjacent to and part of the National Library of Medicine (building 38). The view shed of both structures, 
clearly visible from the Rockville pike remain unaffected by potential planned development within the 
campus. 

6-35: The NIH has and continues to work closely with the Maryland Historical Trust (SHPO) through its 
ongoing historic resources identification program (Section 110 compliance) as well as its ongoing 
consultations concerning proposed undertakings that may have the potential to affect NIH’s existing 
eligible historic resources (Section 106 compliance). In June the Division of Facilities Planning staff 
welcomed MHT staff to the Bethesda campus to review the condition and status of all listed resources as 
well as to present the 2013 Comprehensive Facilities master plan which calls for the preservation and 
reuse of the 27 listed resources contained within the four eligible National Register of Historic Places 
Districts. 
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6-36: Reference to Figure 5.23 has been removed. 

6-37: Exhibit 3-17 does have the historic districts outlined.  The building numbers and proposed action 
can be cross referenced using Figure 1 on page ES-7. 

6-38: There are no residential neighborhoods adjacent to the site selected for the building N21. 

6-39: Building 14 is proposed to be a four story building, with interstitial space, and because of its 
location should have no visual impact on nearby neighborhoods. 

6-40:  There are four 1-story buildings proposed for the new waste management facilities at the south 
end of the campus.  Building N21 is proposed to be a 2 story base with two towers, one being 5 stories 
and the other being 17. 

6-41: Building N-21 is the new administrative building proposed for the current building 21 location. The 
landscaped berms are for the new waste management facilities proposed for the south end of campus. 
The new waste management facilities are numbered N19, N19A, N19B and N19C.  Please see previous 
comment 6-35 about our contact with MHT. The text “in general” has been removed. 
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6-42: The proposed water tank discussed in Section 4.8 is proposed to be a rectangular tank that will be 
attached to the proposed MLP-12.  This tank would not change the location, height or scale of the MLP 
and would therefore not have an adverse impact on the historic resources within the APE. 

6-43: Please see Table 3.32:” Race, Ethnicity, Income, and Poverty Data for Geographic  Areas, 2009: for 
minority populations for each block group . Although Tract 7048.1 is at 13 percent, The Census Bureau 
defines a “poverty area” as a census tract with 20 percent or more of its residents below the poverty 
threshold.  The NIH understands the average is higher than the remainder of the county and state but 
feels that its actions will not have an adverse or disproportionate impact on this Tract or any others in 
Montgomery County or the  State of Maryland. 

6-44: A separate complete NEPA action will be taken before any action is taken. The NIH will follow all 
federal, state and local regulations before and construction of a new hazardous waste facilities and 
closure and demolition of the current facility. 
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6-45: Text added to show building numbers of these facilities and referenced back to Figure 1-3. The NIH 
does not currently have any contaminated sites that would be of concern to our patients.  Our waste 
facilities are fenced for employees only and any noise, air impacts during construction are kept to a 
minimum no matter where they are located on campus. 

6-46: The proposed fuel tanks are depicted in Figure 1 to the west of building N14.  The figure shows four 
circles where future tanks could be placed.  The NIH will evaluate each project and Categorically Excludes 
or assign it and require an EA or EIS accordingly. 

6-47: NIH has a very detailed hazardous material remediation program (environmental facility 
“decommissioning”) focused on the removal of hazardous legacy wastes generated as either facility 
intrinsic or research specific.  Mercury usage at NIH has both historic usage for facility operation and 
laboratory studies.  To remediate mercury from devices, sanitary sewer, vacuum lines, and surface 
contamination the NIH decommissioning program utilizes detailed identification equipment in 
conjunction with visual surveys to identify areas of concern (mercury vapor > 250ng/m3).  During hazmat 
removal (often during construction renovation) materials containing mercury (i.e. switches, gauges) are 
collected and contaminated items (i.e. plumbing, flooring, bench-tops) are extracted. 

6-48: Please find the attached document titled “Protocol for Mercury Decontamination” that is an 
internal document used to identify and remove mercury contamination. 

6-49: The document titled “Protocol for Mercury Decontamination” is now in draft form and should be 
made final shortly.  It describes the methodology to identify and remediate mercury contamination in 
sanitary systems.  NIH does not maintain specific wastewater drains in facilities for capture and 
treatment of mercury containing waste.  Facility infrastructure identified as mercury contaminated 
invokes a specific planning requirement focused on the removal and replacement.  Upon plan agreement 
amongst Division of Environmental Protection and other facilities groups implementation occurs. 

6-50: Building 14 is the only existing building that contains Ethylene Oxide (EtO) and is proposed to be 
demolished. 
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6-51: The NIH has an EtO program which consists of protocols and locations. 

6-52: The proposed site for the new hazardous waste facilities is located on the south side of campus and 
is numbered 19, 19A, 19B, and 19C. The NIH will work closely with EPA and other federal and state 
agencies to construct the safest facilities.  A separate complete NEPA action will be taken before any 
action is taken. 

6-53: No funding has been approved for projects associated with the Proposed Action.  Since 
decommissioning and hazardous material surveys can be quite costly, NIH will perform these surveys 
only on approved and funded projects or when required. The statement “Adverse impacts would include 
construction scheduling” has been removed. 

6-54: Typically the Maryland Department of the Environment would perform Ambient Air Quality 
Monitoring in the area of the Bethesda Central Business District (BCBD) to determine and assess the 
existing impact of development on the Bethesda Central Business District Air Quality.  Based on Air 
Quality Dispersion Models and Ambient Air Monitoring data the potential impact of future development 
could be analyzed and projected to insure the BCBD Region maintains compliance with EPA  and 
Maryland Air Quality Standards.  Mitigation measures could include industrial, commercial, and 
residential measures.  The decision to implement mitigation measures is a political and regulatory matter 
that must be addressed by both Maryland and the US EPA. 
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6-55:  It is NIHs policy to obtain certification from the US Green Building Council’s Leadership in Energy 
and Environmental Design (LEED®) or the Green Building Initiative’s Green Globes™ System for all new 
construction projects that have a total project cost equal to or greater than $3 million and for all 
renovation projects that have a total project cost equal to or greater than $10 million and/or that impact 
40 percent or more of the overall floor area. 

The NIH would design the new facilities to meet federal and NIH sustainability goals and policies, 
including those associated with the Guiding Principles, HHS SSPP, HHS SBP, and NIH EMS. NIH would 
select sustainable design strategies when individual projects are being programmed and designed. 
Numerous sustainable design strategies may be appropriate for the proposed facilities to help them 
achieve federal and NIH sustainability goals and LEED or Green Globes certification. These strategies can 
produce a wide range of benefits, including improved energy efficiency, water efficiency, stormwater 
management, and transportation efficiency. 

The energy-efficiency strategies that NIH employs in the execution of the Master Plan could include 
upgrading existing HVAC and lighting systems and installing high-performance lighting, HVAC, and 
building envelope systems for new facilities. In addition, NIH would improve energy efficiency by 
expanding CUP heating and cooling services to new facilities and using daylighting throughout new and 
renovated facilities. Furthermore, NIH could install geothermal and renewable energy systems to meet 
the heating, cooling, and electrical demands associated with some of the proposed facilities. 

6-56: Text added to ES-20. 

6-57: In this case “expansion” is meant by expansion of its output capacity and not growth in size.   The 
GSF is to remain the same for these projects, therefore no change is required to Table 2-4. 

6-58: The NIH would incorporate appropriate and feasible Low Impact development (LID) practices into 
the stormwater management plan and the project designs to restore the predevelopment hydrology to 
the maximum extent technically feasible. The LID measures to be incorporated into the project designs 
may include, but not limited to,  vegetated bioswales with check dams, curbless parking lots (or curbs 
with cut-ins), and stormwater cisterns. 
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13148 to lncorpon11c the principles put fonh in a Guidance dated August 10, 1995. This 
Guidance is intended to promote principles of"sus111inable landscape design and management" 
whith recognizes the intercoMcction of notural resources, human resources, site design, building 
design, enerQy management, water supply, waste prevention, and facility maintemmce and 
opera11on. 

It is imponant 10 incorporate LID effons to mitigate the effects of development through 
traditional stonnwatcr management practices which have proven to not be entirely successful. 
Traditional collection and conveyance systems, stonnwater pon<b nnd other stormwater facilities 
do not replicate natural systems, which greatly slow water before it reaches streams, wetlands 
Md other waters. Development often times resulis in the loss of trees 11nd other vegetation, the 
compaction of soils by beavy equipment, and the creation of vast stretches of connected 
impervious areas. TI1esc combined factors ure extremely difficult to compensate for using 
traditional practices. As a result, the following site design (goals) and plannin8 practices can be 
used to minimize stormwater impncts. 

Go1I: Minimize direct stormwatcr impacts to streams and wetlands to the maximum extent 
practicable. 
Pn1rtic~ : 

1. Locate stormwoter foe ill tics outside of streams and wetlands; 
2. maintain natural drain•se routes on site; 
3. preserve riparinn buffers: and 
4. distribute "Integrated Management Practices" (IMP) used in lieu of ccntn1li1,cd ponds. 

Goal: Preserve ihc natural cover on as much of the site as possible, especially for areas located 
on hydrologic soil groups (HSG) A and B. 
Praccices: 

I. Utilize clustered development designs and preserve a significnnt ponion of the site in a 
notural state; 

2. utilize "fingerprint" clearing by limiting the clearing and grodins of forests and native 
vegetlltion to the minimum area needed for the construction of the lots, the provision of 
necessary access, and fire protection; 

3. ovoid impaccs to wetlands to vegetated riparian buffers; and 
4. preserve A and B Soils in natural cover. 

Goal: Minimize ihc overall impervious cover. 
Practices: 

I. Utilize the minimum required width for stteets and roads; 
2. utilize street layouts that reduce the number of homes per unit lenQth; 
3. minimize cul-<le-sac diameters. use doughnut cul-de-sacs, or use oltcmative tuma.rounds; 
4. minimize excess parking space construction. utilize pervious pavcrs in low-use parking 

arcos: 

{j Ptfntti 011 100" tl(')'tltdlt"J'clable p#fHt ~~(th JOO" JUUl·~onsumtr flbt.r and ptOC'tJS cltlorlnt/r<t, 
CU5tomu S•,.,iu /101/lnt: J-801J.4J8-UU 
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S. utilize s1ruc1urcd or shared parking; 
6. reduce home setbacks and frontages; 
7. where pcrmiued, minimize sidewalk construction by utili7.ing sidewalks on one side only, 

u1iliting "Skinny" sidewalks, or subS1ituting sidewalks with pervious trails through 
common greenspacc; 

8. subslitute pervious surfaces for impervious wherever possible; 
9. where pcrmined, avoid the use of curb und guucr and utilize vegeuitcd open swalcs, 

preferably "engineered swales" with a permeable soil base; and 
10. minimiu compaction of lhe land.scape and in areas where soils will be "disked" prior 10 

seeding, and amended with loam or sand 10 increase absorption capacily. 

Goal: Locate infiltration practices on HSG A nnd B soils wherever possible. Thus, every effon 
should be made to ulili1.c areas with these soils for IMP that promote infiltration. 

Co~I: Locate impervious areas on less permeable soils (HSG C and 0). Plocemem of 
impervious areas on lower pcnncability soils minimizes the po1en1ial loss ofinfiltmtion/rccharge 
capacity on the site. 

Goal: "Disconnect" impervious areas. "Disconncc1ing" means having impervious cover drain 
10 pcrvious cover (i.e. downspouts draining 10 the yard, no1 the driveway). This decreases both 
the runoff volume and Time of Concentration. 

Coal: Increase the trove I lime of water off of lhc site (Time of Concen1.rolion). 
ProcCicu: 

I. Flatten grades for stormwatcr conveyance to the minimum sunicient to allow positive 
drninage; 

2. increase the l!llvel time in vegetated swalcs by using more circuitous now routes, rougher 
vegetation in swoles, and check dams; and 

3. utilize "enginecrcdn swales in lieu of pipes or hardened channels. 

Coal: U1ilizc soil management/enhancement 1cchniques 10 increase soil absorption. 
Practices: 

I. Delineate soils on site for the preservation of infil1ra1ion capacity; and 
2. require compacted soils in nrcas receiving shectllow runoff {such l1!l yards, downslope of 

downspouts). 

Goal: Rcvcgetate all clearw and graded areas. 
Goal: Uso "engineered swalcs" for conveyance in lieu of curb and guuer wherever possible. 

Go•I: Uti lize level spreading of Oow into naturol open space. 

0 Prln1td on 100" rttJ>dtdlrtcytfab/1 poptr with IOO"poJr£ctuuumtr flbtr ondprocas rhlorlneftte 
Cu.stomu Strvlcr l/otl/11.: 1·800-4J8-U1' 
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For additional and more comprehensive LID infonnation, please refer to the following web sites. 

LID Manuals: 
htm·//www epa gov/owow/nps/lid hydr.pdf 
http:l/'"'"""·epa.gov/owow/nos/lid/lidnatl.odf 
http:l/wv.w.bmpdataba.<e.org 
http://www.epa.gov/ednnnnrl/ 

- Combined Sewer Overflows Guidance for Monitoring and Modeling Document Type, 
Published: 1/1/99 http://www.epa.gov/no<les/pubs/chap05-sco.pdf 

0 Printed tm JOOOA recycfe<Vrecyclable paper wllfl 100% post·consumu fl bu and process ch/orint/rtt. 
C11stomer Service Jlntline: 1-R00-4J8-UN 
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F.2.7 Letter 7: National Capital Planning Commission 

F-147
	



                
 

 

  

 


	


 


	


	


 


	

Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK
 

F-148
	



                

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
   

 
     

 
 

   
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


	
	Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

4-1: The Draft EIS is based on the NIH Master Plan which is based on the conditions as they existed at the 
time the data was collected. It is impractical to take into account all projects that are in a conceptual and 
unfunded status.  The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic 
management plan, based on current and future projects, at that time. 

4-2: The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic management plan, 
based on current and future projects, at that time. 
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4-3: In 1992, the NIH signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the National Capital Planning 
Commission and the Montgomery County Planning Board of the Maryland-National Capital Parking and 
Planning Commission.   Since 1992, NIH has remained committed to the terms of that MOU, including 
the ratio of 0.5 parking spaces per employee.   NIH remains committed to fulfilling its obligations per that 
MOU. Additional parking for the projected future growth of an estimated 3,000 Bethesda Campus based 
employees is being planned for at a one to three ratio. 
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4-4: The Draft EIS is based on the NIH Master Plan which is based on the conditions as they existed at the 
time the data was collected. It is impractical to take into account all projects that are in a conceptual and 
unfunded status.  The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic 
management plan, based on current and future projects, at that time. 

4-5: The Draft EIS is based on the NIH Master Plan which is based on the conditions as they existed at the 
time the data was collected. It is impractical to take into account all projects that are in a conceptual and 
unfunded status.  The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic 
management plan, based on current and future projects, at that time. 
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4-6: The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic management plan, 
based on current and future projects, at that time. 

4-7: The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic management plan, 
based on current and future projects, at that time. 

4-8: The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic management plan, 
based on current and future projects, at that time. 
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4-9: Daily traffic counts for North Drive entrance range from 200-300 vehicles from 6:00 am to 10:00 am, 
when the entrance is open.  This equals approximately 50-75 vehicles per hour which is consistent with 
the traffic data provided.  Wilson Drive is one of the main entrances used by NIH employees and would 
have a much higher count than the seldom used North Drive entrance. 

4-10: The NIH updates its Master Plan every 5 years and will reevaluate its traffic management plan, 
based on current and future projects, at that time. 

4-11: Thank you for your comment. 
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4-12: The NIH Master Plan, if fully developed, would include the construction of parking garages that 
would be in conformance with the MOU.   Parking garages, in comparison with surface lots, reduce non-
pervious surfaces, thus reducing stormwater runoff and associated erosion. Parking garages, if 
constructed, would improve the pedestrian safety of the campus by pushing parking toward the 
perimeter of the campus, making the interior more pedestrian-friendly.  Additional parking for the 
projected future growth of an estimated 3,000 Bethesda Campus based employees is being planned for 
at a one to three ratio. 

F-154 



                

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
  

  
 

    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


	
	Final Environmental Impact Statement | NIH Bethesda Campus Appendix F | Response to Comments
	

7-1: In 1992, the NIH signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the National Capital Planning 
Commission and the Montgomery County Planning Board of the Maryland-National Capital Parking and 
Planning Commission.   Since 1992, NIH has remained committed to the terms of that MOU, including 
the ratio of 0.5 parking spaces per employee.   NIH remains committed to fulfilling its obligations per that 
MOU. 
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7-2: The 2013 Comprehensive Master Plan for NIH Bethesda Campus addresses these transit initiatives 
in Chapter 2; however, 51% of NIH employees do not have convenient or cost effective public transit 
alternatives with these improvements. We project that 49% of NIH employees will have good public 
transit options as opposed to 40% if these initiatives were not realized. The Purple line is inside the 
beltway that goes from New Carrolton to Bethesda. CCT extends the Red Line to Clarksburg eventually to 
Frederick County. The Bus Rapid Transit was not addressed in the master plan because it came after we 
completed the document; however, these improvements are for Montgomery County which has the 
highest density of employees in the region practically along 270, Rockville Pike and Wisconsin Avenue 
into DC. 47% of NIH employees live in Montgomery County; however, NIH employees come from 90 
other counties and cities throughout the region and most of these jurisdictions are not enhancing their 
public transit on the scale that Montgomery County is proposing. The NIH updates its Master Plan every 
5 years and will reevaluate its traffic management plan, based on current and future projects, at that 
time. 

7-3: NIH submitted a TMP Evaluation to NCPC on December 6, 2005 and received a response from NCPC 
on December 21, 2005. The NIH applied the measures that were in 2005 TMP evaluation with no results 
in reducing parking on campus. 

7-4: The NIH Bethesda Campus Master Plan and EIS reflect the situation, impacts and needs specific to 
the NIH Bethesda Campus. 
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7-5: NIH will consider reducing the parking ratio to 1:3 for the projected increase in employee population 
by 3,000 over the next 20 years provided that the Purple Line, CCT and BRT are built. This will bring our 
overall ratio to 0.48 which is consistent with what was reported in the December 6, 2005 TMP Evaluation 
which set our overall parking ratio at 0.47. 

7-6: Section 3.7.7 in the EIS specifically discusses the TMP and what measures and goals the NIH is 
striving for to reduce SOVs on campus. 

7-7: The NIH is aware of the correlation between vehicle emissions and GHGs. The NIH promotes 
telework as one means of reducing the number of employee vehicles on the Bethesda campus. The NIH 
will continue to update and improve upon the TMP and educate employees the importance of reducing 
SOVs coming onto campus. 
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7-8: The NIH is currently updating the Forest Conservation Plan and will consider submitting it to NCPC 
for its review when complete.  Open space, “no mow” areas and the net increase in trees/forested area 
will become more clear as each project is designed and these area are integrated around each project. 

7-9: The NIH is currently developing the ISMP and will consider submitting it to NCPC for its review when 
completed. 
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F.2.8 Letter 8: Steve Karesh 
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8-1: The National Institutes of Health, like all Federal Government facilities, has instituted security 
measures to ensure the safety of our patients, employees, guests and facilities.  All visitors must enter 
through the NIH Gateway Center. NIH does have an external walking /jogging trail to the south that 
extends the width of the campus and leads to the Metro station. 
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F.2.9 Letter 9: United States Department of the Interior 
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9-1: Thank you for your comment 
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APPENDIX G. LIST OF PREPARERS
 

Name:		 William R. Leonard, C.P.G. 
Position:		 Principal, Environmental Department Manager 
Firm:		 ECS Mid-Atlantic, LLC 
Items:		 Soils; Geology; Threatened and Endangered Species; Waste; Natural 

Conditions; Construction; Unavoidable Adverse Impacts; General Editing 
Education:		 B.S. Geology, College of William and Mary 
Experience:		 34 years of experience performing construction materials testing and inspections, 

conducting geotechnical investigations, and conducting environmental 
investigations including Environmental Assessments and Environmental Impact 
Statements, Phase I Environmental Site Assessments, soil and groundwater 
contamination investigation and remediation; licensed in the Commonwealth of 
Virginia 

Name:		 Beverly E. Sedon 
Position:		 Senior Environmental Project Manager 
Firm:		 ECS Mid-Atlantic, LLC 
Items:		 Soils; Geology; Threatened and Endangered Species; Waste; Natural 

Conditions; Construction; Unavoidable Adverse Impact Experience 
Education:		 M.S. Agronomy, B.S. Environmental Protection 
Experience:		 11 years of experience conducting environmental studies for a wide range of 

projects including: NEPA environmental impact assessments, wetland studies, 
permitting, soil and groundwater contamination testing; and asbestos, lead, mold, 
radon, LEED, and indoor air quality. 

Name:		 Demian Wincele, C.P.G. 
Position:		 Principal 
Firm:		 ECS Mid-Atlantic, LLC 
Items:		 Soils; Geology; Threatened and Endangered Species; Waste; Natural 

Conditions; Construction; Unavoidable Adverse Impacts 
Education:		 M.S. Environmental Engineering, B.S. Biology-Geology, 
Experience:		 14 of experience conducting environmental investigations, including NEPA 

environmental impact assessments, permitting, soil and groundwater 
contamination investigation and remediation. 
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Name:		 Matthew Ernest P.E. 
Position:		 Civil Engineer 
Firm:		 A. Morton Thomas, Inc. (Civil Engineering) 
Items: Water, Sanitary Sewer, Storm Drainage, Storm Water Management, Topography, 

Fauna and Habitat, Stream Characteristics and Flows (2 pages), Water Quality, 
Aquatic Habitat, Wetlands, Threatened and Endangered Species, Floodplains, 
Coastal Zone, Sedimentation/Siltation 

Education:		 B.S. Civil Engineering technology, University of Pittsburgh 
Experience:		 Mr. Ernest is a licensed professional engineering with more than 15-years of civil 

engineering and related experience includes master planning, civil engineering 
and environmental assessments, and the preparation and acquisition of 
environmental permits. 

Name:		 Judith Robinson 
Position:		 Principal 
Firm:		 Robinson & Associates, Inc. 
Items:		 Historic Resources 
Education:		 B.S. English/Art and Architectural History, Randolph-Macon Woman’s College 
Experience: Ms. Robinson has served as principal of her own firm specializing in architectural, 

landscape, and cultural history for over 31 years. She has directed cultural 
resources studies of all kinds, including National Register of Historic Places 
nominations, NEPA documentation, and Section 106 review. Her projects have a 
strong record of success meeting standards in the National Environmental Policy 
Act, the National Historic Preservation Act, and the Secretary of the Interior's 
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. She is fully qualified as an 
architectural and landscape historian under the professional qualifications of the 
Secretary of Interior. 

Name:		 Daria A. Gasparini 
Position:		 Historian 
Firm:		 Robinson & Associates, Inc. 
Items:		 Historic Resources 
Education:		 M.S. Historic Preservation, University of Pennsylvania 
Experience:		 Ms. Gasparini has 15 years of experience working in the field of historic 

preservation. She has served as architectural historian at Robinson & Associates, 
Inc., for over 7 years where she has contributed to National Register of Historic 
Places nominations, historic structures reports, building surveys, NEPA 
documentation, and Section 106 review. She is fully qualified as an architectural 
historian under the professional qualifications of the Secretary of Interior. 
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Name:		 Patricia Faux 
Position:		 Principal 
Firm:		 The Faux Group 
Items:		 Purpose and Need, Visual and Aesthetics, Trees and Vegetation 
Education:		 B.S. Landscape Architecture, Ohio State University, 
Experience:		 Licensed Landscape Architect, 35 years of experience in Master Planning, 

Landscape Architecture and Site Design major institutional academic and 
medical facilities and campuses throughout the United States and world. 
Experienced in long term real estate development, expansion and renovation 
planning public community planning, and public outreach 

Name:		 Chris Goettge 
Position:		 Principal 
Firm:		 The Faux Group 
Items:		 Alternatives, Socio-economic 
Education:		 B.S. Landscape Architecture, The Ohio State University, 
Experience:		 35 years of experience in Master Planning, Landscape Architecture and Site 

Design for communities and major facilities throughout the United States and 
world. Relevant experience includes master planning and site design four 
hospitals, environmental impacts assessments and environmental impact 
statements for public facilities in the State of Washington. Experienced in public 
planning, comprehensive planning, small area planning and public outreach, 
professionally licensed in three states. 

Name:		 Peter Forella, RA, AACEI 
Position:		 Principal 
Firm:		 Forella Group LLC 
Items:		 Public buildings, infra-structure programs, institutional and commercial projects, 

research services, owner services. 
Education:		 Five [5] Year Professional Degree, 1974, School of Engineering & Architecture, 

Catholic University of America. Catholic University’s European Consortium: 
Rome, Italy, one [1] semester. 

Experience:		 Mr. Forella specializes in project controls, construction consulting, 
and program management. His cost engineering, value engineering, CPM 
scheduling, diagnostic and research services are commissioned by private 
owners, public agencies, design professionals, attorneys, lenders and others. Mr. 
Forella is registered as an architect in the District of Columbia, Commonwealth of 
Virginia, state of Maryland. 
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Name:		 Ted Wheeler P.E. 
Position:		 Project Manager 
Firm:		 R.G. Vanderweil, Inc. Power Group 
Items:		 Utility Capacity, Energy, Utilities General Existing Conditions, Utility Infrastructure 

Impacts, Central Heating and Cooling 
Education:		 B.S. Mechanical Engineering, Purdue University 
Experience:		 Mr. Wheeler has over 30 years of experience in engineering of industrial systems 

and equipment. He has served as project manager for power systems projects in 
manufacturing, energy production and central utility plants. Licensed 
Professional Mechanical Engineer in California 

Name:		 Linda Hamdan P.E., LEED AP 
Position:		 Project Engineer 
Firm:		 R.G. Vanderweil, Inc. Power Group 
Items:		 Utility Capacity, Energy, Utilities General Existing Conditions, Utility Infrastructure 

Impacts, Central Heating and Cooling 
Education:		 B.S. Mechanical Engineering, College of New Jersey Licensed Mechanical 

Engineer, NY State 
Experience:		 Ms.Hamdan has over five (5) years of experience in design, optimization and 

hydraulic analysis of campus district energy systems, particularly for chilled water 
systems. She also has several years of experience in power plant and 
commercial building commissioning and energy auditing. 

Name:		 Shahriar Etemadi PTP 
Position:		 Senior Associate 
Firm:		 Wells + Associates Inc. 
Items:		 Transportation 
Education:		 Master of Urban and Regional Planning (specializing in Transportation 

Planning/Engineering) 
Experience:		 Twenty seven years of Transportation Planning and Engineering in PA, VA, MD. 

Planning Supervisor and Coordinator with M-NCPPC (Montgomery County 
Planning Department) for eighteen years until October 2011, Senior Associate 
with Wells + Associates since October 2011 

Name: Kristen Raber E.I.T.
	
Position: Traffic Engineering Associate
	
Firm: Wells + Associates Inc.
	
Items: Traffic and Transportation
	
Education: B.E. Civil Engineering, B.A. Mathematics
	
Experience: Associate with Wells + Associates since June 2012.
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Name:		 Sara O’Neil-Manion AIA 
Position:		 Project Manager 
Firm:		 O’Neil & Manion Architects P.A. 
Items:		 Waste, General Editing 
Education:		 5-Year Bachelor of Architecture (Professional Degree) The Catholic University of 

America 
Experience:		 Forty-two years in the field of architecture, thirty-five years of experience as 

principal. Specialty expertise in research laboratories including chemical and 
hazardous material handling, site planning and base building architectural design. 
Licensed in Maryland, Virginia, District of Columbia, Pennsylvania, NCARB 
Certification 

Name:		 Mary Woolls 
Position:		 Editor 
Items:		 General Editing, Formatting 
Education:		 B.S. Old Dominion University 
Experience:		 Eight years of experience writing, editing and graphic design including technical 

reports, magazine publication, and web content for DoD and private firms. 

Name:		 Susan Roberts; RA; David Derenick, RA; Daniel Lid 
Position:		 Senior Architect; Architect; Senior Designer 
Firm:		 National Institutes of Health (NIH), Office of Research Facilities (ORF), Division 

of Facilities Planning (DFP) 
Items:		 Sec 508 Compliance Edits, Formatting, Layout & Cover Page Design (DL) 
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