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I. INTRODUCTION

A. PURPOSE OF STUDY

The Anacostia Freeway is a neglected and poorly maintained entrance to Washington,
D.C. This 10-mile commuter freeway on the eastern banks of the Anacostia and
Potomac Rivers has the potential to become a significant and important gateway to
the city, anticipating, reflecting and continuing the park-like quality of Washington
within its corridor. The purpose of this study is to present design treatments which will
guide redevelopment and maintenance of the freeway towards a new image of an
enhanced gateway.

Many of the entrances into Washington were created to enhance the beauty of
Washington and to set the stage for visitors to the Nation’s Capital. Careful planning
and design since the L'Enfant Plan in 1790, the McMillan Commission in 1901-1902,
and the 1924 establishment of the National Capital Planning Commission have
created a unique open space and parkway system in the metropolitan area. The
George Washington Memorial Parkway and Rock Creek Parkway were designed as
scenic roads linking important historic and recreational sites. George Washington
Parkway links Memorial Bridge and Mount Vernon on the Virginia side of the Potomac
River. It also acts as a major gateway from the west and south. Rock Creek Parkway
links Rock Creek Park, the National Zoo and Potomac Park. The Suitland and
Baltimore-Washington Parkways were designed as scenic parkways connecting
military establishments with the Capital. The John Hanson Highway was designed as a
commuter highway between Washington and Annapolis with a parkway like setting.

Along with the Baltimore-Washington Parkway, the Anacostia Freeway is the logical
entrance to Washington from the east. Of all the approaches to the city, however, the
Anacostia Freeway is the least attractive and inviting.

As an improved gateway Anacostia Freeway would dramatize the sense of arrival by
revealing and unfolding Washington’s skyline through a series of dramatic vistas within
a unified environment. The character of such an environment, green, varied, and
richly contrasting, can be found in the four other Metropolitan parkways—the George
Washington Memorial, Rock Creek, Baltimore-Washington and Suitland "
Parkways—and in the John Hanson Highway mentioned above. These existing road-
way facilities represent a high level of effort and imagination with their sensitive inte-
gration into the landscape, their careful weaving through the city and suburbs, and
their variety of views and rich landscaped character. They are models for the future
character and quality of the Anacostia Freeway Corridor.



These five parkways and highways create gateways into Washington not only by their
location and relationship to the city but also by their sense of importance, their well-
maintained, well-conceived image and their landscape character. The parkways’ land-
scape character is integral to their intended use and differs dramatically from the
freeways and their environments.

This study’s primary design intention is to incorporate relevant parkway characteristics
into the Anacostia Freeway Corridor. Today, the Anacostia Freeway Corridor consists
of three different roadway facilities, the Kenilworth Avenue segment, the Anacostia
Freeway and Interstate 295. One of the special opportunities of this project is to
develop a unified image of the Corridor using consistent treatments of elements to
link the three roadways (called the Anacostia Freeway Corridor throughout this
report).

How can the Anacostia Freeway become a green gateway to the city and incorporate
parkway qualities? It is the intent of this study and a challenge for the Nation’s Capital
to incorporate into the freeway environment, without compromising safety standards,
some of the same design principles that guided these sensitive and rich parkway en-
vironments.

B. GOALS
The four major goals of this study are:

* To identify and recognize the Anacostia Freeway Corridor as a major gateway and
entrance to the Capital City.

¢ To identify and develop conceptual design treatments emphasizing a unified gateway
image throughout the Corridor, with a parkway like landscape character where ap-
propriate.

* To facilitate planning policies and funding programs directed towards implemen-
tation of a comprehensive design plan for the Anacostia Freeway.

* To serve as a model approach for other neglected Metropolitan Washington
highway facilities which can become gateways to the Nation’s Capital and are in
need of a visual enhancement program.

The U.S. Department of Transportation has authorized the preparation of this visual
enhancement study for the Anacostia Freeway.

C. LOCATION/HISTORY

The Anacostia Freeway is located east of the U.S. Capitol in the District of Columbia.
The northern section of the Freeway parallels the Anacostia River; the southern sec-
tion parallels the Potomac River. The study area extends from the District of Columbia



boundary near the Woodrow Wilson Bridge to the District of Columbia boundary
near the Baltimore-Washington Parkway on the north. Along this north-south drive a
dramatic panorama of the Capital City is revealed. Views of Old Town Alexandria, the
Washington Monument, the Old Post Office Tower, the Capitol building, the Library
of Congress and RFK Stadium are juxtaposed one against another as the Freeway
parallels the river.

The corridor is a major local, metropolitan and regional artery directing traffic across
the Anacostia River directly into the Capitol City (see Anacostia Freeway Corridor
Map). While the freeway serves District residents on both sides of the Anacostia River,
the majority of the traffic consists of suburban commuters. The major local commuter
roads feeding into the corridor are Central Avenue, Pennsylvania Avenue, Branch
Avenue and Interstate 95.

The principal regional traffic using the Corridor as an entrance into the City is from An-
napolis via the John Hanson Highway and from Baltimore via the Baltimore-
Washington Parkway. Regional traffic connects with the Anacostia Freeway Corridor
from 1-95 north, by feeding into Kenilworth Avenue, and from I-95 south, by feeding
into 1-295.

The freeway corridor extends 10.7 miles. Its three contiguous road facilities were
designed and built separately. From north to south these are Kenilworth Avenue (2.5
miles), the Anacostia Freeway (3.74 miles), and Interstate 295 (4.46 miles).

Kenilworth Avenue, the first of the facilities to be built, was constructed in the mid
1950s under ASHTA* regulations and design standards. The Kenilworth Avenue seg-
ment under study extends from Eastern Avenue to Benning Road.

During the early 1960s construction began on the Anacostia Freeway and the 11th
Street Bridges to extend the Corridor across the Anacostia River and to connect with
I-395. Unlike Kenilworth Avenue, the Anacostia Freeway was designed and built under
the recent Federal Interstate Highway regulations. The freeway segment under study
extends from the Benning Road Bridge to the Suitland Parkway.

Interstate 295 was the last facility to be built and was constructed in the late 1960s.
Like the Anacostia Freeway, it was designed under the Federal Interstate Highway
regulations. This last 4-mile segment was designed to allow a continuous flow of traffic
from 1-95 south to 1-395. The [-295 segment under study extends from the Suitland
Parkway to the District of Columbia-Maryland/Prince Georges County boundary.

* American State Highway and Transportation Agency
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lI. METHODOLOGY

The words “image and character of a road” usually imply a positive value. Yet the ele-
ments which compose a scenic environment, or positive character, in the five model
roadways—George Washington, Baltimore-Washington, John Hanson Highway, Rock
Creek, Suitland—do not exist in the Anacostia Freeway due to different design stan-
dards for freeways.

This study proposes that the freeway, like the parkway, can and should become a
positive environment. For this to occur, one must first identify the positive and nega-
tive characteristics, or the opportunities and constraints for improvement, of the
Anacostia Freeway Corridor which affect its potential scenic character. The specific
differences between the two road types also need to be defined. Those parkway
characteristics not found in a freeway must then be assessed for their relevance and
appropriateness. Appropriate characteristics should be translated into design prin-
ciples and guidelines for the visual enhancement of the freeway.

A. ANALYSIS PROCEDURE

The freeway environment is principally experienced from the car. The analysis pro-
cedure was initiated by a photographic site survey from the driver’s perspective con-
ducted along the entire 10.7 mile length of the Freeway Corridor.

The photographic survey identified:

® Zones within the 10-mile corridor. A zone includes the physical design of the road
right-of-way, often referred to as r.o.w.; it includes the dimensions of the road,
median, shoulders, exit/entry ramps and road width and

¢ Character of the road right-of-way. Character is made up of
— visual quality of the landscape (within and beyond r.o.w.)
— adjacent land uses which affect the landscape character
— views (within and beyond the r.o.w.)
— freeway structures (lighting, signage, fencing, railing).

The study area of the Anacostia Freeway Corridor includes the right-of-ways on
the northbound and southbound lanes (the shoulders and recovery zones), the road-
way lanes, the median, and the exit/entry ramps.
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B. IDENTIFICATION OF ZONES

From the photographic survey three zones within the Freeway Corridor were identi-
fied which correspond directly to the three facilities identified earlier:

1. Zone | - Kenilworth Avenue
2. Zone |l - Anacostia Freeway
3. Zone lll - Interstate 295

The analysis and recommendations for the freeway corridor are organized according
to these zones. The analysis of each zone’s opportunities and constraints is presented
sequentially in the order mentioned above (physical design of road r.o.w., character of
r.o.w., landscape character, adjacent land uses, views and freeway structures). As the
design of each of these three facilities is distinctly different, the character of these
facilities, or zones, is distinctly different.
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C. IDENTIFICATION OF EXISTING CHARACTER: OPPORTUNITIES AND CONSTRAINTS

1. Existing Character Zone I: Kenilworth Avenue

Kenilworth Avenue, extending two and ene half miles, is a narrow urban corridor with
an average right-of-way of 100 feet. It has two lanes in both directions, no shoulders
and no center lane median space. The facility cuts through commercial and residential
communities, is poorly maintained and lacks a consistent landscape character. Major
existing conditions include objectionable views, poorly maintained freeway structures
(fencing, lighting), and confusing signage and exit/entries. Opportunities to build on
are the existing mature trees and the stone-faced bridges and pedestrian ramp
abutments.

EXISTING OPPORTUNITIES

Landscape Character: — existing mature specimen trees
— bridges and pedestrian ramp abutments faced with cut
stone
Signage: — consistent use of Federal Interstate signage—of standard

location and appearance
EXISTING CONSTRAINTS

Physical Road Design: — frequent interchanges and entry/exit conditions
— no center lane median space (roadway divided by New
Jersey barrier topped with chain link fence)
— frequent grade changes resulting in below grade tunnel
conditions

Landscape Character: — no strong positive landscape image (lack of consistent
plant types or species, lack of massed plant materials,
unmaintained appearance)

- ?0 entry/arrival freeway identification using plants or land-
orms

Adjacent Land Use: — adjacent commercial facilities (gas station, car wash, junk
yard) and residential communities (garden apartment,
single family residence) highly visible from freeway

-3



Views:

Freeway Structures/

Lighting:

Signage:

Fencing/Railing:

Maintenance:

objectionable views lack screening
lack of careful directing of driver’s views from freeway

no standard lighting location
overscaled light fixtures
unpainted metal light fixtures

inconsistent standard for sign location (signs hung on
pedestrian bridges or adjacent to road)
excessive signage in narrow constricted area

poorly maintained, rusted fencing, consistent treatment
missing, chain link fencing used for property r.o.w., pedes-
trian bridges and above New Jersey barriers as safety
precaution

poorly maintained physical conditions (broken curbs, fenc-
ing/railing and lighting), overgrown vegetation.
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2. Existing Character Zone lIl: Anacostia Freeway

The Anacostia Freeway extends approximately three and one half miles. It is an exam-
ple of the freeways built in the 1960s with its broad austere geometry, overscaled
lighting and signage and inadequate landscape planting. It has three lanes in each
direction, shoulders plus a recovery zone and an unlandscaped median. Its broad
open spaces permit views of Anacostia Park, the major positive feature of this zone.

EXISTING OPPORTUNITIES

Adjacent Land Uses/ — the Anacostia River and Park are highly visible and create
Views: scenic views and focal points the length of this segment of

the corridor (3.74 miles)

Exit/Entry Ramps, — ramp conditions offer landscaping opportunities
Bridge Embankments: — bridges and pedestrian ramp abutments are faced with cut
stone

EXISTING CONSTRAINTS

Physical Road Design: — limited right-of-way
— unlandscaped median
— closely spaced exits causing dangerous traffic lane changes

Landscape Character: — no strong positive landscape image

— (no consistent plant type or massing of similar plants)

— no visual integration of waterfront parkland

— intrusive/distracting adjacent residential and commercial

facilities
Adjacent Land Uses/ — adjacent commercial residential and industrial (railroad)
Views: facilities to east are highly visible from Freeway
Freeway Structures/ — no standard lighting location
Lighting: — overscaled light fixtures

— unpainted light fixtures
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Signage: — overscaled, unpainted signage support structures (extend-
ing across north- and southbound lanes)
— poorly located signage for freeway exits (too close to exits
for safe lane changes)
— inconsistent location of directional signage (yield, stop and
speed limit signage)

Fencing/Railing: — center lane divided by metal guardrail

— chain link fencing obstructing views of waterfront and
parkland

— excessive use of metal guardrails

-6



3. Existing Character Zone IllI: Interstate 295

Interstate 295, extending approximately four and one half miles, is the most scenic
and parkway like of the three zones. It has the broadest right-of-way (approximately
330 feet), dramatic undulating topography, scenic views to the west and dense
woodland vegetation forming its eastern boundary. It has two lanes in each direction,
and a landscaped median and shoulders. Portions of its western boundary edge are
less attractive, with highly visible industrial and institutional facilities blocking views of
the waterfront.

EXISTING OPPORTUNITIES

Physical Road Design: — broad extended right-of-way

— center landscaped median

— sensitive road engineering
(integration of road with topography)

Landscape Character: — appropriate parkway like character of dense woodlands
and upland topography forming eastern r.o.w. boundary
— massed plantings in median, within r.o.w.

Views: — impressive views of Washington skyline and monuments
Fencing/Railing: — cut stone retaining walls in center median
Signage: — consistent location adjacent to road within r.o.w.

— no overhead signage
EXISTING CONSTRAINTS

Adjacent Land Uses: — large industrial and institutional facilities highly visible and
dominating views of the waterfront

Views: — views of Anacostia Waterfront blocked by prominent and
large facilities
— views not directed across the Corridor landscape

Freeway Structures/

Lighting: — inconsistent lighting location
— overscaled light fixtures
— unpainted metal light fixtures

-7



Fencing/Railing: — scenic view of woodlands and meadows obstructed by
chain link fencing

Maintenance: — insufficient maintenance and care of plant materials

-8



D. SUMMARY OF EXISTING CHARACTER

The existing ten-mile freeway corridor lacks a unified image. Its appearance is often
sterile or disjointed with multiple images of commercial, residential, parkland, institu-
tional and industrial facilities projecting into the road setting. Unrelated design
elements are linked only by a continuous roadway against a contrasting and varying
background.

There are, however, isolated but significant features and elements which could be suc-
cessfully integrated into a new image. The views to the waterfront seen along the
Anacostia Freeway segment, Kenilworth Avenue’s stone bridges and the parkway like
. landscape character in the Interstate 295 segment are elements which begin to create
an attractive environment and could be built on, or expanded, in other segments of
the Corridor.

E. DEFINITION OF FREEWAY AND PARKWAY CHARACTER

By combining the identified positive features and treatments of the problem areas of
the Anacostia Freeway Corridor with the relevant and appropriate design principles of
gateway parkways, a set of design recommendations can be developed for the Cor-
ridor. It is important to identify the differences between a freeway and a parkway in
order to distinguish the appropriate design standards. It is also important to identify
the qualities and characteristics of the parkway environment which make it more
pleasing. -

The essential difference between a freeway and a parkway relates to intended use.
Freeways are designed for efficient, high speed travel, typically within or near an ur-
ban environment. They are frequently surrounded by disjointed land uses and their
immediate landscape can be characterized as unorganized and unpleasant. The road
design is open, broad and straight for high speed traffic.

Parkways have been designed for low to moderate speeds of travel within scenic
areas. They were carefully integrated into open lands, and were designed to maximize
scenic views and to create a variety of experiences within a natural, or undeveloped,
setting. Parkway roads are narrower, often lack shoulders and use embankments as
safety zones and wind and curve following the topography. The curving road
alignments of the best parkway roads have been designed to limit vehicular speed and
to respond to distant landmarks. They establish carefully sequenced views and
el:ckd)sures. The typical parkway brings the immediate and distant landscape closer to
the driver.
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F. DESIGN PRINCIPLES

The existing gateway roads mentioned before provide prototypical design principles.
These principles can guide the proposed design recommendations for the Anacostia
Freeway. The parkway design principles which can be adapted to an existing freeway
environment without compromising safety design standards are:

Landscape Character: — the use of a continuous green corridor to provide an attrac-

tive gateway

— the consistent use of a landscape vocabulary to create a
unified appearance

— the variation in planting setback from the road to create
visual interest and spatial diversity

— the use of informally massed native plant materials respon-
sive to topography to create a “natural” image

— the creation of a sense of arrival using a rhythmic pattern-
ing of structures, controlled views of the destination point
and carefully sequenced signage

Views: — the use of massed plantings to buffer intrusive adjacent
land uses and to create an interrupted and focused driving
environment

— the use of massed plantings to direct the motorist’s views
towards scenic vistas and focal points

Freeway Structures:  — the selection of freeway structures (lighting, signage, fenc-
ing/railing) which are both aesthetically pleasing and pro-
mote safe responses to the freeway conditions

— the consistent treatment of freeway structures—uniform
location, spacing, materials.
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lll. GATEWAY IMAGE






ll. GATEWAY IMAGE

A. RECOMMENDATIONS:

Using applicable parkway design principles, the plant material, the freeway structures
and the maintenance of the Anacostia Freeway Corridor can be manipulated to create
the desired image and gateway setting. Recommendations for the improvement and
treatment of planting, freeway structures and maintenance have been made for pro-
totypical conditions. The prototypical conditions are:

Arrival/Entry (threshold of the freeway)

Waterfront Park (major water edge, open space feature)

Natural Woodland (existing native, wooded vegetation)

Adjacent Incompatible Land Uses (intrusive and distracting commercial, industrial/
residential development)

Views/Vistas (views from the freeway to major scenic focal points)

Exit/Entry Ramps, Bridge Embankments (changes in grade separation of lanes,
overhead structures)

G. Medians (central planted or paved strip dividing opposite directions of traffic)
H. Urban Street (urban framework adjoining the road).

QAN >

ksl

The following recommendations and design treatments for planting, structures, and
maintenance have been developed at a conceptual level. It is assumed that these
recommendations would be further developed and designed to meet Federal Inter-
state safety regulations.

1. PLANT MATERIAL RECOMMENDATIONS

Plant material recommendations are principally concerned with developing a land-
scape buffer to separate adjacent incompatible land uses, establishing a parkway land-
scape and reducing mowing maintenance requirements. To establish this parkway
landscape the freeway right-of-way must be sufficiently wide for adequate planting. In
many areas of the corridor the right-of-way lacks the necessary width for adequate
planting. In order to achieve the desired parkway landscape, it is recommended that
these options be studied:
* Consider property easements and/or land acquisition to gain the necessary width
for adequate planting.
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¢ Consider revising/modifying AASHTO* standards which prohibit plant material in-
stallation within 30" of the road.

Plant materials recommended and suggested for each condition follow Conceptual
Design Recommendations for Prototypical Conditions. The Plant List for Prototypical
Conditions identifies plant types, specific plant material and landscape conditions
where the plant material would be used. For instance, canopy trees, specifically Red
Oaks, are recommended for Conditions C, E, H: Natural Woodland, Views/Vistas and
Urban Street Conditions. Plant types recommended for the enhancement of the cor-
ridor include canopy, flowering and evergreen trees, shrubs, vines, annuals and peren-
nials. An expanded list follows in the Recommended Plant List. A plant matrix identi-
fies the use of plant types in landscape conditions within the three major freeway
zones.

The plant material was chosen for its adaptability to the various conditions presented
along the corridor such as: dust, salt spray, auto and truck exhaust; sources of noise
pollution; incompatible land uses and unattractive views; attractive views; important
existing vegetation.

*American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials
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PLANT LIST FOR PROTOTYPICAL CONDITIONS

PLANT
TYPE

Canopy Trees

Flowering Trees

Evergreen Trees

Shrubs

Vines

Perennials

Bulbs

Wildflowers

CONDITIONS

&) FREET
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BOTANICAL
NAME

Acer rubrum
Quercus borealis
Quercus phellos

Amelanchier canadensis
Cornus florida

Malus floribunda

Prunus yedoensis

Cupressocyparis lelandii
Picea abies
Pinus nigra

Juniperus chinensis
‘Columnaris’

Juniperus communis
‘Hibernica’

Juniperus horizontalis
‘Plumosa’

Pyracantha coccinea
‘Mohave’

Rosa rugosa

Campsis radicans
Clematis paniculata

Achillea sp.

Hemerocallis hybrids
Miscanthus sinensis

Pennisetum alopecuriodes

Rudbeckia fulgida
‘Goldstrum’

Narcissus sp.
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COMMON
NAME

Red Maple
Red Oak
Willow Oak

Serviceberry
Dogwood

Crab Apple
Yoshino Cherry

Leyland Cypress
Norway Spruce
Austrian Pine

Blue Columnar
Chinese Juniper
Irish Juniper

Andorra Juniper

Orange-Red
Firethorn
Rugosa Rose

Trumpet Vine
Sweet Autumn
Clematis

Yarrow

Daylily

Fountain GCrass

Chinese
Pennisetum

Black-Eyed
Susan

Daffodil

Southeastern
seeding mixture



RECOMMENDED PLANT LIST

PLANT
TYPE

Canopy Trees

Flowering Trees

Evergreen Trees

Shrubs

BOTANICAL
NAME

Acer rubrum

Fraxinus americana
Liquidamber styraciflua
Platanus acerifolia
Quercus borealis
Quercus palustris
Quercus phellos

Tilia americana
Zelkova serrata

Amelanchier canadensis
Cornus florida

Cornus kousa
Koelreuteria paniculata
Malus floribunda
Oxydendron arboreum
Prunus yedoensis

Cedrus atlantica ‘Glauca’
Cupressocyparis lelandii
llex opaca
Picea abies
Pinus nigra

Euonymus alata
Forsythia suspensa
Juniperus chinensis ‘Columnaris’

Juniperus communis ‘Hibernica’
Juniperus horizontalis ‘Plumosa’
Kalmia latifolia
Myrica cerifera

Pyracantha coccinea ‘Mohave’
Rosa rugosa
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COMMON
NAME

Red Maple
White Ash
Sweetgum

Plane Tree

Red Oak

Pin Oak

Willow Oak
Basswood
Japanese Zelkova

Serviceberry
Dogwood

Kousa Dogwood
Golden Rain Tree
Crab Apple
Sourwood
Yoshino Cherry

Blue Atlas Cedar
Leyland Cypress
American Holly
Norway Spruce
Austrian Pine

Winged Euonymus

Weeping Forsythia

Blue Columnar Chinese
Juniper

Irish Juniper

Andorra Juniper

Mountain Laurel

Wax Myrtle, Southern
Bayberry

Orange-Red Firethorn

Rugosa Rose



Vines

Perennials

Wildflowers

Bulbs

Campsis radicans
Celastrus orbiculatus
Clematis paniculata
Polygonum aubertii

Achillea sp.

Hemerocallis hybrids
Miscanthus sinensis
Pennisetum alopecuriodes

Rudbeckia fulgida ‘Coldstrum’

Solidago hybrids

Narcissus sp.
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Trumpet Vine

Oriental Bittersweet
Sweet Autumn Clematis
Fleece Vine

Yarrow

Daylily

Fountain Grass
Chinese Pennisetum
Black-Eyed Susan

Goldenrod
Southeastern Seeding
Mixture

Daffodil



Figure IlI-1

PLANT MATRIX SUMMARY

KENILWORTH AVENUE

Location Conditions

Arrival/Entry

Waterfront Park

Natural Woodland

Incompatible Adjacent Land Uses

Views/Vistas

Exit/Entry Ramps, Bridge Embankments

Medians

Canopy Trees

Flowering Trees

Evergreen Trees

Shrubs

Vines

Annual/Perennials

ejef®]®[®]*|Urban Street

ANACOSTIA FREEWAY

Canopy Trees

Flowering Trees

Evergreen Trees

Shrubs

Vines

Annual/Perennials

I-295

Canopy Trees

Flowering Trees

Evergreen Trees

Shrubs

Vines

Annual/Perennials
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2. FREEWAY STRUCTURES RECOMMENDATIONS

Freeway Structures Recommendations are developed with both safety and aesthetic
considerations in mind. These structures can serve as organizing elements, with their
repeated use, and as image makers, as they help create a highly visible design
character or image. The recommendations propose a consistent location and design
of lighting fixtures, a fencing material and a more formal fencing/railing design, a con-
sistent standard use of fencing/railing, and a new design for framing and mounting of
signage.

Recommendations for improvements to the freeway structures include treatment of
lighting; signage and fencing/railing. The specific recommendations include treatment
of:

* Lighting
— Fixtures
— Location

* Signage
— Framing/Mounting

¢ Fencing/Railing
— Property Line Right-of-Way
— Safety Railings
— Median Barrier
— Shoulder Guardrails
— Retaining Walls.
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Figure IlI-2
FREEWAY STRUCTURES: LIGHTING

20 n

Breakaway Light Fixture Recommended Ornamental
Base and Pole Detail Pole Painted Black
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Figure IlI-3
FREEWAY STRUCTURES: SIGNAGE

|

Directional Signage

[

Signage Adjacent to Road Overhead Signage/Interstate
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Figure IlI-4
FREEWAY STRUCTURES: FENCING/RAILING

g Black vinyl coated fencing
Metal railing: painted black7 with perpendicular axis
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edestrian Bridge Z Existing bridge structure

painted black
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Figure IlI-5
FREEWAY STRUCTURES: FENCING/RAILING

Existing cut stone Recommended metal railing
abutment palnted black

Stone Bridge Abutment Granlte curb

Recommended metal railing

\_ painted black

Standard New Jersey
concrete barrier

Jersey Barrier

Recommended metal railing

¢ painted black

Bridge Condition
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3. MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

Maintenance Recommendations consist primarily of establishing a maintenance pro-
gram to ensure a well-kept, high quality image. An ongoing maintenance program is
essential since new planting would take several years to develop. If a reasonable prior-
ity is not given to maintenance and replacement programs, the gradually developing
image would erode rather than intensify.

Each new improvement should be accompanied by a realistic maintenance strategy. A
program would include but not be limited to:

— Sweeping, cleaning and litter pick up

— Landscape maintenance including tree pruning, spraying, weeding, reseeding of
wildflowers and mowing of grass areas

— Repair and replacement of all damaged or deteriorated highway hardware and
furnishings including road and curb resurfacing and repair

— Painting of all furniture hardware, lights and sign poles

— Steam cleaning treatment to clean stone wall facades; sand blasting treatment to
clean bridges

— Survey and inspections to regularly identify and follow up on maintenance
problems.
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CONCEPTUAL DESIGN RECOMMENDATIONS
' FOR PROTOTYPICAL CONDITIONS
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B. CONCEPTUAL DESIGN RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PROTOTYPICAL CONDITIONS

Conceptual design recommendations have been made for the eight prototypical con-
ditions of the Anacostia Freeway Corridor. The eight conditions are:

Condition A: Arrival/Entry

Condition B: Waterfront Park

Condition C: Natural Woodland

Condition D: Incompatible Adjacent Land Uses
Condition E: Views/Vistas

Condition F: Exit/Entry Ramps, Bridge Embankments
Condition G: Medians

Condition H: Urban Street

£ B SN e L
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Figure IlI-6
CONDITION A: ARRIVALENTRY

Entry Ramp St nolil

Entry Sign

A\
W,
NN
t‘\ QN Mixed Vegetation:
[ Bulbs, Shrubs, Ornamentals and Evergreens
PLAN

Signage
Stone Wall
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1. CONDITION A: ARRIVAL/ENTRY

Planting

Recommendations &
Effects:

Freeway Structures

Recommendations &
Effects:

Lighting:

Establish two principal arrival/entry areas at north and
south boundaries of Corridor, Kenilworth Avenue and
I-295, to identify the Anacostia Freeway Corridor and
create a positive first impression and image.

Develop carefully sequenced planting to create sense of
anticipation and to direct the motorist's view toward
significant Washington landmarks and city entrance.
Enhance proposed signage with specimen flowering and
evergreen trees and low evergreen shrubs (see recom-
mended planting materials for landscape condition A).

Overhead lighting should be limited to entry and exit and
bridged conditions and should be located adjacent to the
roadway for an uncluttered appearance and consistent
location.

Use of ornamental light fixtures (see Figure Ill-2) would
contribute to a parkway like image, particularly for urban
conditions such as Kenilworth Avenue. Continue use of
mercury vapor lighting due to lower costs and preferred
color spectrum.

Recessed built-in lighting in the entry signage would high-
light the signage.
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Signage:

Fencing/Railing:

Maintenance

Recommendations &
Effects:

Remove all overhead directional signage and replace with
signage adjacent to road to reduce visual clutter. Consider
property easements and/or land acquisition in areas with
limited r.o.w. Use proposed signage for consistent treat-
ment (see page lII-9).

Establish ground plane entry signage announcing Anacos-
tia Freeway Corridor (see Figure 11I-9). Incorporate stone
wall construction to tie in with use of stone walls through-
out the Corridor.

No recommendations to be made.

Establish a high standard of maintenance for arrival/entry
areas to create a positive image of the Corridor. Landscape
maintenance should include tree pruning, spraying,
weeding, reseeding of wildflowers and mowing of grass
areas. Survey and inspections should regularly identify and
follow up on maintenance problems.
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Figure IlI-7
CONDITION B: WATERFRONT PARK CONDITIONS

Waterfront Park

Evergreens
Fence

Ornamental
Trees

Directed Views

New Jersey
Barrier

T~ SRR - T R - e

Lawn Edge

Evergreen
Screen with
Canopy Trees

Residential Area : - Plan

Elevation
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2. CONDITION B: WATERFRONT PARK

Planting

Recommendations &
Effects:

Freeway Structures

Recommendations &
Effects:

Lighting:

Signage:

Integrate additional planting along waterfront boundary to
dramatize views of the park from the Freeway and to buf-
fer the park from the Freeway. Prune and maintain indig-
enous plantings in selected areas where views are to be
maintained.

Plant accent flowering and evergreen trees on both sides
of r.o.w. fence to help screen the fence and integrate it
with planting (see recommended plant material for land-
scape condition B).

Remove overhead lighting fixtures for consistent lighting
treatment (all overhead lighting to be limited to entry/exit
and bridged conditions).

Establish small locational sign announcing Anacostia Park
adjacent to road. Use proposed treatment, black steel
frame and posts. All other necessary signage to be in stan-
dard location, adjacent to road and of standard design (see
Figure llI-3).
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Fencing/Railing:

Maintenance

Recommendations &
Effects:

Replace existing chain link property line (r.o.w.) fence with
black vinyl fencing to blend and harmonize with plant
material and for consistent fencing treatment throughout
corridor. Consider property easements to move r.o.w.
fence into parkland. Fence freeway r.o.w. property line as
required by interstate safety regulations.

Replace center median guardrail with New Jersey barrier
to conform with AASHTO standards and for consistent
median treatment in narrow unplanted median areas.

Establish a standard for the use of guardrails to reduce the
excessive amount of railing used and limit the use of
guardrails to areas with hazardous grade changes. Use
standard interstate railing until new design is developed.

Perform specialized landscape maintenance pruning to
existing vegetative buffer along waterfront edge to main-
tain open views of/to park. Landscape maintenance should
also include spraying, weeding, reseeding of wildflowers
and mowing of grass areas.
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3. CONDITION C: NATURAL WOODLAND

Planting

Recommendations &
Effects:

Freeway Structures

Recommendations &
Effects:

Lighting:

Maintain existing woodland conditions found predom-
inantly along Interstate-295 east embankment. Continue
woodland character planting on west embankment and in
center median. This treatment would buffer objectionable
views of adjacent land uses while creating a consistent
park like character and strong image of a green freeway
corridor.

Vary planting setback edges to existing woodland to height-
en the naturalistic appearance of woodland. Consider revis-
ing standards to allow trees to be planted closer than 30 feet
away from the road.

Remove all lighting except in exit/entry ramp and bridged
conditions. For those conditions, lighting fixtures should be
of the proposed ornamental type and located adjacent to
the road (see Figure lII-2).

Remove, when possible, overhead signage structures. Locate
adjacent to road. Consider property easements and/or land
acquisition for area with limited right-of-way. This would
allow more signage to be located adjacent to road. If over-
head signage is needed, reduce size of structure and apply
proposed mounting design system (see Figure llI-3).

Proposed signage to be of black steel frames and posts, of
varying sizes according to the conditions. Establish standard
location for directional signage (yield sign, speed limit, etc.).
This signage system would reduce visual clutter and confu-
sion while increasing its effectiveness.
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Fencing/Railing: — Limit use of chain link fencing. Fencing visually separates
rather than integrates the woodland landscape in and out-
side the Freeway r.o.w. In conditions where fencing is re-
quired (such as Freeway r.o.w. property line) use black vinyl
fencing to blend and harmonize with woodland.

Maintenance

Recommendations &

Effects: — Preserve existing woodlands by removing damaged and
diseased vegetation, pruning crowded limbs, removing
choking vines. Landscape maintenance should also include
weeding and mowing of grass areas along edges of
woodland.
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4. CONDITION D: INCOMPATIBLE ADJACENT LAND USES

Planting

Recommendations &

Effects: — Screen highly visible institutional and industrial facilities
along 1-295, views of residential and commercial commu-
nities on Kenilworth Avenue and Anacostia Freeway and
gas stations and junk yards facing Kenilworth Avenue.
Plant dense masses of evergreen and mixed deciduous
trees (see recommended plant list for condition D). Plant-
ing of evergreen and deciduous trees would screen objec-
tionable views and would establish an effective landscape

buffer.
Freeway Structures
Recommendations &
Effects:
Lighting: — Overhead lighting should be limited to entry and exit and

bridged conditions and should be located adjacent to the
roadway for an uncluttered appearance and consistent

location.

— Use of ornamental light fixtures (see Figure Ill-2) would
contribute to a parkway like image particularly for urban
conditions such as Kenilworth Avenue. Continue use of
mercury vapor lighting due to lower costs and preferred

color spectrum.
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Signage:

Fencing/Railing:

Maintenance

Recommendations &
Effects:

Remove, when possible, overhead signage structures.
Locate adjacent to road. Consider property easements
and/or land acquisition to area with limited right-of-way.
This would allow more signage to be located adjacent to
road. If overhead signage is needed, reduce size of struc-
ture and apply proposed mounting design system (see
Figure IlI-3).

Proposed signage to be of black steel frame and posts, of
varying sizes according to the condit