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From: Flemming, Jason
To: Casey, Jonathan
Cc: David Crowe
Subject: Administrative Subdivision Plan # 620190120 - 7304 Rocky Road
Date: Monday, December 21, 2020 11:20:05 AM
Attachments: image001.png

[EXTERNAL EMAIL] Exercise caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or
responding.

Mr. Casey:

The property at the above address completed the site evaluation process and has been approved by
DPS Well and Septic.  A new dwelling can be constructed once a well is drilled and a septic permit
has been issued. 

Sincerely,

Jason Flemming, LEHS
Dept. of Permitting Services
Well and Septic Section

For COVID-19 Information and resources, visit:
www.montgomerycountymd.gov/COVID19
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RUSTIC ROADS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

montgomerycountymd.gov/311 240-773-3556 TTY

October 1, 2020 

David Crowe 
MHG 
9220 Wightman Road, Suite 120 
Montgomery Village, MD 20886 

Re:  620190120 Ruck Property, 7304 Rocky Road (rustic) 

Dear Mr. Crowe: 

Thank you for meeting with representatives of the Rustic Roads Advisory Committee on site September 
24, 2020, to review the sight distance for your client’s driveway on Rocky Road, a rustic road.  

The Administrative Subdivision application for 620190120 shows that there is inadequate sight distance 
(115 feet exists where 150 feet is needed) to the right of the existing common driveway due to the 
vertical and horizontal curve of the road and existing vegetation. Part of the existing vegetation is a 
hedgerow which is designated as a Significant Feature of the rustic road. Under County Code, Chapter 
49, Article 8, Rustic Roads Program, Significant Features “must be preserved when the road is 
maintained or improved.” 

At our committee’s monthly meeting on September 24, 2020, we voted in favor of a two-step approach: 
1. Step one is to cut back the vines growing along a fence and in the hedgerow. It is our hope that

this action provides the necessary sight distance.
2. If the sight distance is still not adequate due to the hedgerow trees (which appear to be native

persimmons), the single tree at the corner may be removed without further consultation with
the Committee, but it must be replaced with an in-kind tree along the hedgerow.

Any proposed alignment changes to this road would be of concern to the Committee, and should this 
occur, or should there be any other changes to the roadside proposed, we would anticipate reviewing 
this matter again. 

Thank you again for meeting us at the site visit to discuss this. If you have any questions, you may reach 
our Committee through our staff coordinator, Darcy Buckley, at 
Darcy.Buckley@montgomerycountymd.gov.  

Sincerely, 

Robert J. Tworkowski, Chair  
Rustic Roads Advisory Committee 

Attachment F
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Committee Members:  Dan Seamans, Laura Van Etten, Robert Wilbur, Kamran Sadeghi, Lonnie Luther, 
N. Anne Davies, Leslie Saville (M-NCPPC)

cc: Jonathan Casey and Lauren Campbell, M-NCPPC 
Atiq Panjshiri, Department of Permitting Services 



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Office of the Director 

101 Monroe Street 10th Floor · Rockville Maryland 20850 · 240-777-7170 · 240-777-7178 FAX 
www.montgomerycountymd.gov 

Located one block west of the Rockville Metro Station 

Marc Elrich Christopher Conklin 

County Executive Director 

January 7, 2021 

Mr. Jonathan Casey, Senior Planner 

  Up-County Division 

The Maryland-National Capital 
Park & Planning Commission 

2425 Reedie Drive 
Wheaton, Maryland 20902 

RE: Administrative Plan No. 620190120 
Ruck Property 

Dear Mr. Casey: 

We have completed our review of the administrative plan uploaded to Eplans on December 9, 2020.  

A previous version of this plan was reviewed by the Development Review Committee (DRC) at its meeting on 

September 15, 2020.  We recommend approval of the plan subject to the following comments: 

All Planning Board Opinions relating to this plan or any subsequent revision, project plans or 
site plans should be submitted to the Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services in 

the package for record plats, storm drain, grading or paving plans, or application for access 

permit.  This letter and all other correspondence from this department should be included in 
the package. 

Significant Plan Review Comments 

1. The applicant is proposing to plat an existing parcel that has no street frontage.  Vehicular access to

the property is obtained from a private access easement with one driveway.  The one driveway
provides vehicular access to four houses and this parcel with be the fifth house on one driveway.

MCDOT policy generally does not allow more than four houses on a private driveway.  MCDOT is
permitting this fifth house on a driveway since there was a previous house on the parcel that was

demolished.

2. The Rustic Roads Advisory Committee (RRAC) reviewed the plan, visited the site and issued

conditions to remedy the inadequate sight distance in its letter dated October 1, 2020.  Prior to DPS
approval of the record plat, the applicant will need to submit an updated Sight Distance Evaluation

certification form to DPS for the existing driveway, which indicates tree trimming and/or removal has
been completed, to achieve a minimum of one hundred fifty (150) feet of sight distance in each

direction.

Attachment G



Mr. Jonathan Casey 
Administrative Plan No. 620190120 
January 7, 2021 
Page 2 

Standard Plan Review Comments 

3. The storm drain study was reviewed and is acceptable to MCDOT.  No improvements are needed to

any downstream public storm drain system for this plan.

4. Posting of a right-of-way permit bond is a prerequisite to DPS approval of the record plat.  The right-

of-way permit will include, but not necessarily be limited to, the following improvements:

A. Permanent monuments and property line markers, as required by Section 50-4.3(G) of the
Subdivision Regulations.

B. Erosion and sediment control measures as required by Montgomery County Code 19-10(02)

and on-site stormwater management, where applicable, shall be provided by the Developer

(at no cost to the County) at such locations deemed necessary by the Department of
Permitting Services (DPS) and will comply with their specifications.  Erosion and sediment

control measures are to be built prior to construction of streets, houses and/or site grading
and are to remain in operation (including maintenance) as long as deemed necessary by the

DPS.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this administrative plan.  If you have any questions or 
comments regarding this letter, please contact me at william.whelan@montgomerycountymd.gov or (240) 

777-2173.

Sincerely, 

William Whelan 

William Whelan 
Development Review Team 

Office of Transportation Policy 

Enclosures (1) 

RRAC 10/01/20 review letter 

Sharepoint/transportation/director’s office/development review/WhelanW/620190120 Ruck Property – MCDOT Review 
Letter 010621.docx 

cc:  Plan letters notebook 

cc-e: Matthew Ruck Owner 

Darcy Buckley MCDOT/RRAC 
Sam Farhadi MCDPS RWPR 

mailto:william.whelan@montgomerycountymd.gov


Attachment H



E
X
. 3

0
' IN

G
R
E
S
S

&
 E

G
R
E
S
S
 R

.O
.W

.

P. 70

L
IB

E
R
 5

5
9
76

, F
O
L
IO

 4
5
8

14
7,3

19
 S

F
. O

R
 3

.3
82 A

c.

P. 957

LIBER 38502, F
OLIO 393

P
. 2

2
2

L
IN

T
H
IC

U
M
 E

A
S
T
 P

R
O
P
E
R
T
IE

S
, L

L
C
.

P
. 3

0
0

2
2
3
10

 L
A
Y
T
O
N
S
V
IL

L
E
 R

O
A
D

EDWARD SCHULTZE, Jr.

7302 ROCKY ROAD

L
IB

E
R
 2

3
9
19

, F
O
L
IO

 2
7
5

(N
O
 A

D
D
R
E
S
S
)

C
H
A
R
L
E
S
 A

N
D
 P

A
U
L
A
 L

IN
T
H
IC

U
M
 

L
IB

E
R
 3

7
5
87

, F
O
L
IO

 7
1

P. 300

22310 LAYTONSVILLE ROAD

CHARLES AND PAULA LINTHICUM 

LIBER 37587, FOLIO 71

ZONING = AR

Z
O
N
IN

G
 = A

R

ZONING = AR

Z
O
N
IN

G
 = A

R

Z
O
N
IN

G
 = A

R

L
.17

7
7
. F

.19
1

1

6

C

2

B

1

6

C

1

1

6

E

1

6

C

2

B

REVISIONS

NO. DESCRIPTION DATE

OWNER

MATTHEW RUCK & ELLEN IRWIN

7328 ROCKY ROAD

GAITHERSBURG, MD 20882

240-599-1515

MRUCK@COMCAST.NET

TAX MAP GV33 WSSC 232NW07

1ST ELECTION DISTRICT

MONTGOMERY COUNTY

MARYLAND

PARCEL 70

ADDITION TO BROOKE

GROVE

DAC

FCJ

1"= 50'

10.07.2019

PRELIMINARY/FINAL

FOREST CONSERVATION

PLAN MNCPPC

#620190120

19.200.11

1 2

9220 Wightman Road, Suite 120

Montgomery Village, MD 20886

Phone:  301.670.0840

www.mhgpa.com

PROJECT NO.

DATE

SCALE

DRAWN BY

PROJ. MGR

Land Planners

Civil Engineers

Landscape Architects

Land Surveyors

PROJECT NO.

DATE

SCALE

DRAWN BY

PROJ. MGR

PROJECT NO.

DATE

SCALE

DRAWN BY

PROJ. MGR

SHEET NO. OF

Glascock, P.A. All Rights Reserved

Copyright @ 2019 by Macris, Hendricks &

SOIL BOUNDARY

EX. TREE/VEGETATION CANOPY

OVERHEAD WIRES

SIGNIFICANT TREE

SPECIMEN TREE

FOREST SAVED - CATEGORY 1

FC EASMENT

SOIL KEY

2B - Glenelg silt loam; (Hydrologic Soil Group B)

3-8% slopes; Not hydric; Not highly erodible

16C- Brinklow-Blocktown channery silt loam; (Hydrologic Soil Group C)

8-15% slopes; Not hydric; Not highly erodible

116E- Blocktown channery silt loam; (Hydrologic Soil Group D)

25-45% slopes; Not hydric; Not highly erodible

TREE TABLE

TREE ID# COMMON NAME BOTANICAL NAME

SIZE (DIAMETER INCHES)

CONDITION DISPOSITION VARIANCE MITIGATION

1 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 24 GOOD NO IMPACT

2 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 58

FAIR - DW, VINES, MULTISTEM @ 5'

0.04% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

3 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 33
FAIR/POOR - LIGHTNING STRIKE SCAR, VINES, DW, CRACK, ROT

28% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

4 BLACK CHERRY PRUNUS SEROTINA 24
POOR - DW, ROT, BEES IN TREE

REMOVE

5 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 25-20

FAIR - DW, ROOT GIRDLING, MULTISTEM @6'

REMOVE

6 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 26 FAIR - DW REMOVE

7 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 33 GOOD 26% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

8 RED OAK QUERCUS RUBRA 30
POOR - EPICORMIC GROWTH, DW, VINES, CAVITIES

NO IMPACT

9 RED OAK QUERCUS RUBRA 34 GOOD - DW 10% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

10 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 25
GOOD - DW, DAMAGE, HEALED WOUND ON TRUNK

REMOVE

11 BLACK CHERRY PRUNUS SEROTINA 26
POOR - DW, BASEROT

REMOVE

12 SWEET CHERRY PRUNUS AVIUM 29
FAIR - CAVITY, DW, FUNGAL GROWTH

REMOVE

13 SWEET CHERRY PRUNUS AVIUM 24-20
POOR - ROT, DW

REMOVE

14 BLACK CHERRY PRUNUS SEROTINA 28
FAIR - VINES, DW, WOUND CLOSURE

REMOVE

15 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 24
FAIR - VINES, DW, LEANS

NO IMPACT

16 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 24
POOR - LARGE CAVITY/ROT ,DW

NO IMPACT

17 BLACK CHERRY PRUNUS SEROTINA 25 DEAD NO IMPACT

18 WHITE OAK QUERCUS ALBA 34 GOOD - DW NO IMPACT

19 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 28
FAIR - VINES, DW, BARK DECAY

NO IMPACT

20 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 44
FAIR/GOOD - VINES, DW

17.6% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

21 BLACK GUM NYSSA SYLVATICA 26 GOOD - DW IMPACT

22 SILVER MAPLE ACER SACCHARINUM 43
FAIR - CAVITY, ROT, VINES, EPICORMIC, MULTISTEM AT 6'

REMOVE 43"/4=10.75 = 4 TREES 3" DBH

23 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 33
FAIR - VINES, DW

5% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

24 BLACK GUM NYSSA SYLVATICA 26
FAIR - CAVITY, VINES, BASEROT

NO IMPACT

25 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 31 GOOD NO IMPACT

26 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 29
FAIR/GOOD - DW, CAVITY, VINES, EPICORMIC GROWTH

NO IMPACT

27 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 29
FAIR/POOR - ROT, DW, CAVITY, WOUND CLOSURE

NO IMPACT

28 RED OAK QUERCUS RUBRA 25 GOOD - DW NO IMPACT

29 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 34
GOOD - VINES, DW, MULTISTEM AT 10'

NO IMPACT

30 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 25 GOOD - DEAD TREE LEANING AGAINST IT NO IMPACT

31 RED CEDAR JUNIPERUS VIRGINIANA 25
POOR - BROKEN LIMBS, MINIMAL CANOPY

NO IMPACT

32 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 24 GOOD NO IMPACT

Qualified Professional Certification

FRANK C. JOHNSON

DATE

RECOGNIZED AS QUALIFIED PROFESSIONAL BY

MD DEPT. OF NATURAL RESOURCES

COMAR 08.19.06.01

I hereby certify that the information shown hereon is

correct and that this plan has been prepared in

accordance with the requirements of the existing state

and county forest conservation legislation.

12/09/2020

M
C

S

SUPER SILT FENCE

TREE PROTECTION FENCE, ROOT PRUNING,

& TEMPORARY TREE PROTECTION SIGNAGE

(AS SHOWN IN TREE FENCE DETAIL)

TREE TO BE REMOVED

LIMITS OF DISTURBANCE

CRITICAL ROOT ZONE

PROPOSED TREE

VARIANCE MITIGATION

FOREST CONSERVATION NOTES:

SUBJECT PROPERTY: PARCEL #70

7304 ROCKY ROAD GAITHERSBURG, MD

TAX ACCOUNT #01-01564552

ZONING CLASSIFICATION: AR

WATERSHED: SENECA CREEK

SPECIAL PROTECTION AREA: NA

PRIMARY MANAGEMENT AREA: NA

FOREST CONSERVATION  DATA TABLE

DESCRIPTION SIZE

Property Area 3.38 Acres

Tract remaining in Ag use 0.00 Acres

Road & Utility ROW (Unimproved) 0.00 Acres

Existing Forest  2.51 Acres

Total Forest Retention 1.79 Acres

Total Forest Cleared 0.72 Acres

Land Use Category AR

Afforestation Threshold 20%

Conservation Threshold 50%

Stream(s) Length: 0 Average Buffer Width: 0

Acres of Forest in: Retained Cleared Planted

Wetlands 0 0         0

100yr Floodplain 0 0 0

Stream Buffers 0 0 0

Other Priority Areas 0 0 0

FOR UTILITY LOCATIONS

CONTACT "ONE CALL" AT 811

AT LEAST 48 HOURS

PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION
Know what's below.

Call before you dig.

PERMANENT FOREST

CONSERVATION SIGNS

0.08 ACRE FOREST CONSERVATION REQUIREMENT TO BE MET IN OFF-SITE FOREST BANK

PROPOSED TREE LIST

VARIANCE MITIGATION

KEY QTY BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME

SIZE (CAL.)

ROOT SPACING

QA 2 Quercus alba White Oak 3" B&B AS SHOWN

NS 2

Nyssa sylvatica

Black Gum 3" B&B AS SHOWN
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December 09, 2020 

Maryland National Capital Park & Planning Commission 
8787 Georgia Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 

Re: Addition to Brooke Grove 
FFCP  
MNCPPC No. 620190120 
MHG Project No. 19.200.11 

To Whom It May Concern: 

On behalf of Matthew Ruck and Ellen Irwin, the applicants of the above referenced Forest 
Conservation Plan, we hereby request a variance for the impact of six specimen trees and 
removal of one specimen tree, as required by the Maryland Natural Resources Article, Title 5, 
Subtitle 16, Forest Conservation, Section 5-1611, and in accordance with Chapter 22A-21(b) of 
the Montgomery County Code.    In accordance with Chapter 22A-21(b) of the Montgomery 
County Code, the proposed impact of six trees and removal of one tree over thirty inches in 
diameter would satisfy the variance requirements.   

1. Describe the special conditions peculiar to the property which would cause the
unwarranted hardship;

The subject property is 3.38 acres.  The property is not currently developed and has 2.51
acres of existing forest. The site was previously developed with a residential dwelling and
the proposed development is to build a new residential home. The forest is predominantly
broken into two areas in the front and back of the property but connected with a sliver of
forest along the one side of the property and a cleared area between these areas where the
previous dwelling existed. The proposed dwelling and its septic area will be utilizing
much of the existing non-forested area although it is necessary to remove some forest for
the new development. One area near tree #3 and #2 needs to be graded due to a large
depression and old stockpiles of soil resulting in disturbance to the trees. Tree #7 is also
close to this area and is impacted by the grading and stormwater management
requirements. Tree #22 is in the middle of the open area and is being impacted by grading
that is conveying rain water away from the house and is impacted by the proposed septic
system. The impacts required are extensive but necessary for septic and stormwater
management; not removing tree #22 would leave a potential hazard to the new home and
therefore is proposed for removal. Tree #9 is impacted by grading and stormwater
requirements. Tree #20 has grading impacts and impacts for the well. Tree #23 is
impacted by the proposed septic trench. All impacted trees can be saved with stress
reduction measures such as root pruning and the removal will be mitigated with new tree
plantings.

Attachment J



Given the needs for the house including stormwater, grading, the well and the septic 
system and the limited space due to the extensive forest save area, not allowing the 
impacts and removal would be a hardship that is not warranted in light of the special 
conditions particular to the property.   

2. Describe how enforcement of these rules will deprive the landowner of rights commonly
enjoyed by others in similar areas;

Tree impacts (including the one removal) are a result of reasonable improvements for the
betterment of the property. Impacts are necessary to construct the home in order to
achieve the necessary grading, proper stormwater design and to meet current design
standards. The inability to impact the subject trees would limit the development of the
property.  This creates a significant disadvantage for the applicant and deprives the
applicant of the rights enjoyed by the neighboring and/or similar properties not subject to
this approval process.

3. Verify that State water quality standards will not be violated or that a measurable
degradation in water quality will not occur as a result of the granting of the variance;

A Stormwater Management Concept has been submitted for the improvements. The
approval of the Stormwater Management Concept will confirm that the goals and
objectives of the current state water quality standards are being met. The sites SWM
requirement is met with drywells.

4. Provide any other information appropriate to support the request.

Pursuant to Section 22A 21(d) Minimum Criteria for Approval.
(1) The Applicant will receive no special privileges or benefits by the granting of the
requested variance that would not be available by any other applicants.
The variance will not confer a special privilege because the impacts are due to the
development of the site and are the minimum necessary in order to provide needed
improvements to the property.  The site constraints are explained above.  The constraints
constrict the development area of the property and do not leave a reasonable alternative to
meet the needs of the property per design requirements and county code.
(2) The variance request is not based on conditions or circumstances which result from
the actions of the applicant.
The variance is based upon site conditions and development constraints that developed
and existed before the enactment of the specimen tree legislation and are not based on
conditions or circumstances which are a result of actions of the Applicant. The variance
is based on the existing topography, forest, available land for septic and well installation
as well as other existing conditions of the site layout, and the design is utilizing the only
areas that are available for the proposed improvements that meet the design needs of the
property.
(3) The variance is not based on a condition relating to the land or building use, either
permitted or nonconforming on a neighboring property.
The location of the trees and current topography are dictating the need for the variance.
The requested variance is a result of the existing on-site conditions and necessary



proposed improvements for the property as detailed above and not a result of land or 
building on a neighboring property. 
(4) Will not violate State water standards or cause measurable degradation in water
quality.  Full ESD stormwater management will be provided as part of the proposed
development.
The Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services approval of the Concept
will demonstrate that the variance will not violate State water quality standards or cause
measurable degradation in water quality.

A copy of the Forest Conservation Plan and variance tree tables have been provided as 
part of this variance request. All necessary stress reduction measures will be taken to 
mitigate the impacts to specimen trees. Four native canopy trees will be planted to 
mitigate the removal of the one specimen tree.  Please let us know if any other 
information is necessary to support this request. 

Please contact me via email, at fjohnson@mhgpa.com, or by phone, at (301) 670-0840 should 
you have any additional comments or concerns. 

Thank you, 

Frank Johnson 

Frank Johnson 



TREE TABLE

TREE ID# COMMON NAME BOTANICAL NAME

SIZE (DIAMETER INCHES)

CONDITION DISPOSITION VARIANCE MITIGATION

1 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 24 GOOD NO IMPACT

2 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 58

FAIR - DW, VINES, MULTISTEM @ 5'
0.04% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

3 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 33
FAIR/POOR - LIGHTNING STRIKE SCAR, VINES, DW, CRACK, ROT

28% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

4 BLACK CHERRY PRUNUS SEROTINA 24
POOR - DW, ROT, BEES IN TREE

REMOVE

5 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 25-20
FAIR - DW, ROOT GIRDLING, MULTISTEM @6'

REMOVE

6 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 26 FAIR - DW REMOVE

7 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 33 GOOD 26% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

8 RED OAK
QUERCUS RUBRA 30

POOR - EPICORMIC GROWTH, DW, VINES, CAVITIES
NO IMPACT

9 RED OAK QUERCUS RUBRA 34 GOOD - DW 10% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

10 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 25
GOOD - DW, DAMAGE, HEALED WOUND ON TRUNK

REMOVE

11 BLACK CHERRY PRUNUS SEROTINA 26
POOR - DW, BASEROT

REMOVE

12 SWEET CHERRY PRUNUS AVIUM 29
FAIR - CAVITY, DW, FUNGAL GROWTH

REMOVE

13 SWEET CHERRY PRUNUS AVIUM 24-20
POOR - ROT, DW

REMOVE

14 BLACK CHERRY PRUNUS SEROTINA 28
FAIR - VINES, DW, WOUND CLOSURE

REMOVE

15 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 24
FAIR - VINES, DW, LEANS

NO IMPACT

16 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 24
POOR - LARGE CAVITY/ROT ,DW

NO IMPACT

17 BLACK CHERRY PRUNUS SEROTINA 25 DEAD NO IMPACT

18 WHITE OAK QUERCUS ALBA 34 GOOD - DW NO IMPACT

19 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 28
FAIR - VINES, DW, BARK DECAY

NO IMPACT

20 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 44
FAIR/GOOD - VINES, DW

17.6% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

21 BLACK GUM NYSSA SYLVATICA 26 GOOD - DW IMPACT

22 SILVER MAPLE ACER SACCHARINUM 43
FAIR - CAVITY, ROT, VINES, EPICORMIC, MULTISTEM AT 6'

REMOVE 43"/4=10.75 = 4 TREES 3" DBH

23 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 33
FAIR - VINES, DW

5% IMPACT STRESS REDUCTION

24 BLACK GUM NYSSA SYLVATICA 26
FAIR - CAVITY, VINES, BASEROT

NO IMPACT

25 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 31 GOOD NO IMPACT

26 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 29
FAIR/GOOD - DW, CAVITY, VINES, EPICORMIC GROWTH

NO IMPACT

27 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 29
FAIR/POOR - ROT, DW, CAVITY, WOUND CLOSURE

NO IMPACT

28 RED OAK QUERCUS RUBRA 25 GOOD - DW NO IMPACT

29 RED MAPLE ACER RUBRUM 34
GOOD - VINES, DW, MULTISTEM AT 10'

NO IMPACT

30 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 25 GOOD - DEAD TREE LEANING AGAINST IT NO IMPACT

31 RED CEDAR JUNIPERUS VIRGINIANA 25
POOR - BROKEN LIMBS, MINIMAL CANOPY

NO IMPACT

32 TULIP POPLAR LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA 24 GOOD NO IMPACT



DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES 

     Marc Elrich Mitra Pedoeem 
 County Executive  Director 

255 Rockville Pike, 2nd Floor, Rockville, Maryland 20850 | 240-777-0311
www.montgomerycountymd.gov/permittingservices 

September 2, 2020 

Ms, Amanda Junge 
Macris, Hendricks & Glascock, PA 
9220 Wightman Road, Suite 120 
Montgomery Village, MD 20886 

Re: COMBINED STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 
CONCEPT/SITE DEVELOPMENT 
STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN for  
7304 Rocky Road 
Administrative Subdivision: #620190120 
SM File #:  286075 
Tract Size/Zone:  3.38 ac/AR 
Total Concept Area:  3.08 ac 
Parcel 70 to be subdivided into a lot 
Watershed: Great Seneca Creek 

Dear Ms. Junge: 

Based on a review by the Department of Permitting Services Review Staff, the stormwater 
management concept for the above-mentioned site is acceptable.  The stormwater management concept 
proposes to meet required stormwater management goals via drywells.   

The following items will need to be addressed during the detailed sediment control/stormwater 
management plan stage:     

1. A detailed review of the stormwater management computations will occur at the time of detailed
plan review.

2. An engineered sediment control plan must be submitted for this development.

3. All filtration media for manufactured best management practices, whether for new development or
redevelopment, must consist of MDE approved material.

4. All facilities must be designed using latest available MCDPS guidance documents.
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Ms. Amanda Junge 
September 2, 2020 
Page 2 of 2 
  
 
 This list may not be all-inclusive and may change based on available information at the time.   
 
 Payment of a stormwater management contribution in accordance with Section 2 of the 
Stormwater Management Regulation 4-90 is not required.   
 
 This letter must appear on the sediment control/stormwater management plan at its initial 
submittal.  The concept approval is based on all stormwater management structures being located 
outside of the Public Utility Easement, the Public Improvement Easement, and the Public Right of Way 
unless specifically approved on the concept plan.  Any divergence from the information provided to this 
office; or additional information received during the development process; or a change in an applicable 
Executive Regulation may constitute grounds to rescind or amend any approval actions taken, and to 
reevaluate the site for additional or amended stormwater management requirements.  If there are 
subsequent additions or modifications to the development, a separate concept request shall be required. 
 
 If you have any questions regarding these actions, please feel free to contact Mary Fertig at 240-
777-6340 or at mary.fertig@montgomerycountymd.gov. 
 
       Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
       Mark C. Etheridge, Manager 
       Water Resources Section 
       Division of Land Development Services 
 
MCE: MMF  
    
cc: N. Braunstein 
 SM File # 286075 
  
 
ESD: Required/Provided 639 cf / 653 cf 
PE: Target/Achieved:  1.0”/1.0” 
STRUCTURAL: n/a  
WAIVED: n/a 
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