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TREE 
ID# 

DBH SPECIES CONDITION PROPOSED IMPACT % 

46 35 Tulip Tree Fair N/A 

47 31 American Beech Poor N/A 

53 33 Tulip Poplar Fair N/A 

65 39 Red Oak Good N/A 

67 30 White Pine Good N/A 

73 41 White Pine Good N/A 

76 37 Tulip Poplar Fair N/A 

77 37 Tulip Poplar Fair/Poor N/A 

79 41 Tulip Poplar Fair N/A 

82 45 White Pine Good  N/A 

83 33 White Pine Good N/A 

90 32 Black Cherry Fair N/A 

292 37 Red Oak Good N/A 

353 42 Silver Maple Good N/A 

367 50 Sycamore Good N/A 

370 36 Red Maple Fair  N/A 

395 40 Sycamore Fair N/A 

405 43 Silver Maple Fair/Good N/A 

924 48 Silver Maple Fair N/A 

925 37 Silver Maple Good N/A 

965 36 Red Maple Good N/A 
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* Tree #462: Although the impacts appear to be relativity high numerically, the impacts are generally towards the 

fringes of its CRZ, and the type of tree is tolerant of construction impacts. Furthermore, the tree will receive special 
care under the (direction of an arborist) including but not limited to deadwood pruning, growth regulator and 
watering as needed. 
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PLANTING AREA
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OWNER / APPLICANT:

Surveyors

Phone   301.670.0840
Fax   301.948.0693
www.mhgpa.com

Planners

Montgomery Village, Maryland
9220 Wightman Road, Suite 120

20886-1279

Landscape Architects 
Engineers 
Macris, Hendricks & Glascock, P.A.

KEY

MATCHLINE SEE SHEET 7A OF 14

FOREST EASEMENT MARKER *

EXISTING CATEGORY 1 FOREST
CONSERVATION EASEMENT

EXISTING CATEGORY 1 FOREST
CONSERVATION EASEMENT
TO BE REMOVED 1.63 ACRES

SHADE TREE FOR VARIANCE
MITIGATION CREDIT

Know what'sbelow.
before you dig.Call

R

FOR UTILITY LOCATIONS
CONTACT "ONE CALL" AT 811
AT LEAST 48 HOURS
PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION

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.

03/18/2024

VARIANCE MITIGATION TREE LIST

KEY  QTY  BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME CAL  HGT ROOT SPACING  TOTAL

COC  5 Celtis occidentalis Common Hackberry 4" B&B  AS SHOWN  20

FGR  10  Fagus grandifolia American Beech 4" B&B  AS SHOWN  40

LTU 2 Liriodendron tulipifera Tulip Poplar 4" B&B  AS SHOWN  8

NSY 5 Nyssa sylvatica Tupelo 4" B&B  AS SHOWN  20

POC 4 Platanus occidentalis American Sycamore 4" B&B  AS SHOWN  16

QCO 1 Quercus coccinea Scarlet Oak 4" B&B  AS SHOWN  4

QBI 6 Quercus bicolor Swamp White Oak 4" B&B  AS SHOWN  24

IOP 13  Ilex opaca American Holly 4" B&B  AS SHOWN  52

MGR 5 Magnolia grandiflora Southern Magnolia 4" B&B  AS SHOWN  20

TOTAL: 51 Trees 204"

AMENDMENTS:

1 Forest easement removal

2 Irrigation and course updates

3 Forest Conservation Notes updated

4 Tree list updated

Tree Transplanting Note: Trees that are within existing Forest Conservation
Easement areas that are proposed to be extinguished as well as trees in
other areas to be disturbed may be transplanted as able to existing forest
easements to remain.  Trees must be moved during the dormant season.
Special care must be taken to not disturb roots of trees to remain both
where trees are transplanted from and planted. Digging to be done by hand
where possible; spade to be used with coordination with MNCPPC
Inspector. If roots of trees to be saved are encountered during digging then
digging may need to be shifted or roots pruned if not too close to tree to be
saved. If impact to roots of adjacent trees deemed too great then tree
should not be transplanted. Project arborist and MNCPPC Inspector should
be coordinated in all transplanting.

*FOREST MARKERS SHOWN BASED ON CHANGES PER THIS AMENDMENT
(F20240150). SOME MARKERS SHOWN ON PLAN VIEW ARE IN EXISTING
LOCATIONS OTHERS ARE TO BE MODIFIED BASED ON EASEMENT ADDITIONS
AND EASEMENTS TO BE REMOVED. OLD MARKERS TO BE REMOVED AND
NEW MARKERS INSTALLED BASED ON NEW LOCATIONS. A NUMBERING
SYSTEM IS TO BE IMPLEMENTED AFTER INSTALLATION (SEE DETAIL SHEET 8)

PROPOSED CATEGORY 1 FOREST
CONSERVATION EASEMENT
FOREST PLANTING AREA 1.79 ACRES

PROPOSED PLANTING NORTH SHEET

FOREST CONSERVATION PLANTING SCHEDULE #3  

QTY  BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME SIZE (CAL.) HGT ROOT

3 Fagus grandifolia American Beech 1.5"-2" B&B

2 Nyssa sylvatica Black Gum 1.5"-2" B&B

2 Acer rubrum Red Maple 1.5"-2" B&B

2 Ilex opaca American Holly 1.5"-2" B&B

1 Cercis canadensis Eastern Redbud 1.5"-2" B&B

2 Ilex verticillata Winterberry 4'-5' Cont.

2 Prunus virginiana Choke Cherry 4'-5' Cont.

NOTES:

1. The 0.10 acre planting area will be planted with the above plant material at a rate of 100 2" caliper tree/

acre X 0.10 acres = 10 trees.

2. The mix of trees planted shall be 70% dominant species (7 trees) and 30% understory species (3 trees)

planted 12' to 15' on center.

3. Shrub species shall be planted at a rate of a third the rate of trees = 4 shrubs. Shrubs are to be evenly

distributed over the planting area and among the trees. Shrub height is set at 4'-5' per Club request,

smaller sizes allowed at Club discretion as long as minimum height of 18-24" maintained.

FOREST CONSERVATION PLANTING SCHEDULE #4

QTY  BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME SIZE (CAL.) HGT ROOT

4 Fagus grandifolia American Beech 1.5"-2" B&B

4 Nyssa sylvatica Black Gum 1.5"-2" B&B

3 Acer rubrum Red Maple 1.5"-2" B&B

3 Ilex opaca American Holly 1.5"-2" B&B

2 Cercis canadensis Eastern Redbud 1.5"-2" B&B

3 Ilex verticillata Winterberry 4'-5' Cont.

2 Prunus virginiana Choke Cherry 4'-5' Cont.

NOTES:

1. The 0.16 acre planting area will be planted with the above plant material at a rate of 100 2" caliper tree/

acre X 0.16 acres = 16 trees.

2. The mix of trees planted shall be 70% dominant species (11 trees) and 30% understory species (5 trees)

planted 12' to 15' on center.

3. Shrub species shall be planted at a rate of a third the rate of trees = 5 shrubs. Shrubs are to be evenly

distributed over the planting area and among the trees. Shrub height is set at 4'-5' per Club request,

smaller sizes allowed at Club discretion as long as minimum height of 18-24" maintained.
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OWNER / APPLICANT:

Surveyors

Phone   301.670.0840
Fax   301.948.0693
www.mhgpa.com
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MATCHLINE SEE SHEET 6 OF 14

Know what'sbelow.
before you dig.Call

R

FOR UTILITY LOCATIONS
CONTACT "ONE CALL" AT 811
AT LEAST 48 HOURS
PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION

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.

03/18/2024

AMENDMENTS:

1 Forest easement removal

2 Irrigation and course updates

3 Forest Conservation Notes updated

4 Tree list updated

*FOREST MARKERS SHOWN BASED ON CHANGES PER THIS AMENDMENT
(F20240150). SOME MARKERS SHOWN ON PLAN VIEW ARE IN EXISTING
LOCATIONS OTHERS ARE TO BE MODIFIED BASED ON EASEMENT ADDITIONS
AND EASEMENTS TO BE REMOVED. OLD MARKERS TO BE REMOVED AND
NEW MARKERS INSTALLED BASED ON NEW LOCATIONS. A NUMBERING
SYSTEM IS TO BE IMPLEMENTED AFTER INSTALLATION (SEE DETAIL SHEET 8)

KEY

FOREST EASEMENT MARKER *

EXISTING CATEGORY 1 FOREST
CONSERVATION EASEMENT

EXISTING CATEGORY 1 FOREST
CONSERVATION EASEMENT
TO BE REMOVED 1.63 ACRES

PROPOSED CATEGORY 1 FOREST
CONSERVATION EASEMENT
FOREST PLANTING AREA 1.79 ACRES

PROPOSED INVASIVE MANAGEMENT SOUTH SHEET

LIMIT OF DISTURBANCE
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February 15, 2024

Maryland National Capital Park & Planning Commission

2425 Reedie Drive

Wheaton, MD 20902

    

Re: Chevy Chase Club FFCP

              Variance Justification

             MHG Project No. 07.201.39

To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of Chevy Chase Club, the applicant of the above referenced Forest Conservation Plan, we

hereby request a variance from Section 22A-12.b(3)(C) of the Montgomery County Code, Chapter 22A

for the removal of twenty one specimen trees and impact of thirty-nine, 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. We also request a variance from Section 22A-

12.b(3)(D) of the Montgomery County Code, Chapter 22A for the removal of 0.157 acres of forest in a

stream buffer. The proposed removal twenty one trees and impact of thirty nine trees over thirty inches

and proposed removal of 0.157 acres of stream buffer forest satisfies the variance application

requirements of section 22A-21(b). 

The club has been in operation for over 125 years and the preservation of trees has been an important

and significant part of that history. The current tree population on the property is approximately 7,100

trees with over 300 of those being of specimen tree size. Just over 34 acres of the property are in forest

conservation easements.  The property is 190 acres and although the Club has many different activities,

the golf course occupies the largest part of the property, approximately 150 acres of the total property

area. The holes are interrelated in terms of offering different distances, degrees of difficulty, views and

settings, and other features that present an interesting and competitive course.  The areas occupied by

tees, fairways and greens were painstakingly established well before the enactment of the specimen

tree variance legislation.  This variance application is being submitted as part of the Club’s plans to

renovate and naturalize the golf course. The Club is proposing improvements across all 18 holes

including restoration and redesign to tees, fairways, and greens as well as the naturalization of two

existing water features on holes 10 and 13. A course wide irrigation improvement plan is also proposed

to be implemented to replace the Club’s failing irrigation system. The proposed improvements strive to

provide sustainable playing conditions into the future as well as provide an engaging golf experience to

keep with the evolving nature of golf. Although a beautiful setting, the golf course layout is an intricate

system that presents development constraints which includes the protection of landscaping and

specimen trees which are an integral part of the golf course and the Club.

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

hardship;

The majority of the forest conservation easements and forest is along the perimeter of the

property boundary with ten smaller easement areas more centrally located. The proposed



improvements have been designed to minimize impacts to forest and trees, consolidating

development in the existing area of golf play as much as possible. Given the extent of the

improvements to the course and the number of trees on-site, it is not possible to make the

needed improvements without impacting the critical root zones of specimen trees. However,

extensive efforts have been made to reduce the total amount of impact and removals,

particularly the total number of tree removals. 

The proposed 0.157 acres of forest removal in a stream buffer is within one of the ten smaller

easements that are centrally located within the course. The 1996 Forest Conservation Plan

approval SC1996001 allowed extensive areas of non-forested areas of tree canopy to be

credited to meet the forest conservation requirement. This included an area that was adjacent

to the area in question which was a grouping of White Pines and Maples. When this plan was

amended in 2013 a reconciliation of these areas was done attempting to eliminate areas of

conflict with golf play and prioritize actual forest for credit. Because existing trees existed in the

buffer, the easement was expanded into the buffer despite not meeting the definition of forest

allowing it to naturalize. This expansion shifted the easement closer into the line of play. As part

of the current redesign of the course, fairways are needed to be expanded and shifted in order

to provide engaging and challenging play as well as being competitive with the changes in golf

play. This particular area of the course is particularly challenging from a design standpoint given

the location of the pond and several greens and tees coming together in a small location. This

results in the need to shift tee box 4 and 16 which have the line of play going over the pond. The

angles for these fairways are important for golf play as well as maintaining safety between the

areas of play. This shift moves tee 4 into the non-buffer trees and making the trees within the

buffer directly in the line of play for hole 16. This shift is a critical part of the design change and

requires the removal of the entire easement. This stand of trees is isolated and surrounded by

play and as a result makes it difficult to naturalize and does not provide a high quality forest. A

small easement that is isolated in the middle of golf play does not provide the same benefits of

a larger easement that is outside the line of play. Mitigation of this area will be in a more

bottomland buffer area that is contiguous with larger forested areas within other stream

buffers. Although this 0.157 acre area is proposed to be removed, several of the larger trees are

proposed to remain.

The planned disturbance within the critical root zones of the 60 tree impacts/removals fall into

three categories: Irrigation improvements impact 50 trees (both main line and lateral lines

serving the individual sprinkler heads), Grading and golf play improvements impact 38 trees

(such as bunkers, tees, and greens), and storm drain improvements impact 4 trees. A total of 26

of these impacts include more than one type of impact. All tree impact percentages and

reasoning for individual trees are listed in the attached Variance spreadsheet.

a. Tree Impacts for Irrigation Improvements:

The Club’s current irrigation system is failing and is in need of replacement. The goal of this

improvement is to be able to more efficiently use water and reduce the overall need for

fertilizer, pesticides and other chemicals. Because of the extensive needs of maintaining and

irrigating an entire golf course, the most significant number of trees fall into this category. Of

the 60 impacts/removals, there are 50 trees impacted by the proposed irrigation system.  Most

of the impacts from irrigation are from the sprinkler heads and provide minimal disturbance.

The lateral lines that come off the main line for the sprinkler heads will be tunneled, minimizing

the disturbance. The laterals will be 24”-30” deep and the sprinkler heads will be hand dug at

18” diameter holes approximately two feet deep, pruning any impacted roots. Sprinkler heads

have been positioned outside of the structural roots of all specimen trees and as needed can be



adjusted in the field in coordination with the project arborist and the MNCPPC forest

conservation inspector to minimize impacts to the subject trees or other smaller trees. Other

trees are impacted by the main line which due to size is unrealistic to be tunneled resulting in

larger disturbance. Only one tree (#405) out of the twenty-one removals is being removed due

to the irrigation system impacts alone. This tree is close to the edge of the fairway and the main

water line needs to run outside of the fairway putting it in close proximity of tree #405. This

makes the impact to the tree to be too much and is an impact to the structural roots of the tree.

Several trees have significant impacts due to the main water line construction including trees

#467, 483 and 462. These impacts have been reduced as much as possible but the impacts are

on more than one side of the trees. Impacts have been kept out of the structural roots and

additional stress reduction measures will be provided to save the trees. 

b. Tree Impacts for Grading:

The most integral part of the restoration and redesign of the golf course involves the regrading

and shifting of the course features, particularly improvements to greens, bunkers, and tees. The

goal is to protect and enhance the enjoyable nature of the current design while enhancing the

golf experience for members. These improvements are a necessary part of a golf course to both

stay current and provide a quality experience to its golfers. By adjusting the course width and

angles as well as providing a range of shots, it allows golfers of all skill level to be challenged. To

accomplish this, significant grading is necessary and with a course with over 7,100 trees, impacts

to trees cannot be avoided. The majority of the removals and some of the largest impacts that

are necessary are due to grading. A total of 38 trees have impacts from grading including the

remaining 20 removals. Part of the improvements include updating the driving range. Trees

#367, #370, and #395 are between the 3rd and 6th fairways and in the middle of proposed

fairway and golf features that are essential to improving the experience for golfers on both of

these fairways resulting in its removal. Fairways 3 and 6 merge together here and if these trees

were to remain they would be in the middle of the fairway and would obstruct play. The shape

of the fairways and location of these new features are not random but designed to provide a

needed challenge to enhance the experience of this fairway. The 6th fairway is being lengthened

to increase the distance of play. Not many fairways have the space to be lengthened and the 6 th

is moved back as much as possible and therefore the hole is being pushed north. The

lengthening change results in the need to remove trees #965 and #353. Proposed features along

the 14th fairway impact and cause the needed removal of tree #292 and are also placed

according to specific calculations to provide needed improvements to the play of this hole. 

Fourteen of the trees to be removed and several of the tree impacts are in the southwest corner

of the property. The removals include #53, 65, 46, 47, 79, 77, 76, 82, 67, 925, 924, 83, 73, and

90. This section of the property is where the 4th, 5th, 6th, 15th, and 16th tees come together with

the 4th, 15th, and 14th greens and fairways around the existing pond. This area is the most

consolidated areas of play on the course and its restoration and redesign is fundamental to the

renovation. Two short holes (4 & 15) in combination with the movement of play across and

around the pond and the close proximity of the other tees and greens result in a significant

amount of disturbance in one location resulting in the inability to shift the improvements to

provide areas of tree save. Where in other course holes and tees that are more spread out

grading was able to be shifted to save trees. In this location because the features are so close

together we were not able to reduce the tree impacts while meet the needs of renovation. The

majority of these trees are White Pines and Tulip Poplars. Because of the uniqueness of this part

of the course, its redesign is crucial to the overall improvement plan and the close nature of the

features here give little room for adjustment resulting in the largest concentration of tree

impacts on the course.



c. Tree Impacts for Storm Drain:

Part of the overall redesign and naturalization of the course includes updating the stormwater

flow across the site. Although no specimen trees are directly impacted by the naturalization of

the stream sections that are in man-made structured swales, the entire drainage system

improvement plan is interconnected and has the same goal to both naturalize and improve the

flow of water across the course and improve on drainage failures that impact golf play.  The Club

has many areas of poor drainage across the course that need to be rectified to prevent ponding.

Combined with overland flow from grading improvements, some areas require additional storm

drain structures to create proper drainage across the course and avoid conflicts with the golf

course. Four variance trees are impacted by storm drain construction. This includes trees #5,

368, 370, and 367 with most having minor impacts. The storm drainage improvements occur in

the low elevation areas of drainage pathways as they are the natural location for water flow.

These impacted trees are growing in close proximity to the drainage ways and therefore cannot

be avoided by improvements to the drainage. The trees with larger impacts have both storm

drain and grading impacts. Tree #367 is to be removed, has 48% impact mostly due to grading

but because it is near an existing swale. Tree #370 is also to be removed, it is impacted by the

storm drain and grading but also for irrigation and golf play needs.  To shift the storm drainage

elsewhere would only create more disturbance to this tree and surrounding trees. Impacts have

been reduced as much as possible and are outside the structural roots of all the trees. 

For all impacted trees, as detailed on the plan, necessary stress reduction measures will be

provided by an arborist to promote their survivability. In light of the above described reasons

that influence the Club property not allowing the proposed removals and impacts would be a

hardship that is not warranted. 

2. Describe how enforcement of these rules will deprive the landowner of rights commonly enjoyed

by others in similar areas;

The landowner’s rights to develop their property as is done by others in similar areas would be

deprived by not allowing the removal and impacts to the subject trees and forest. The trees and

forest to be removed and trees to be impacted are centrally located within the existing course.

As detailed above, both the removals and the root zone impacts are unavoidable in order to

develop the property to meet the needs of the Club as has been done at other golf courses. The

inability to remove and impact the subject trees and forest 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 was submitted and approved for the proposed

improvements. Stormwater management devices are not being required as part of the

renovations due to the stormwater management goals being met via the existing wet pond with

no change in the Runoff Curve Number or ultimate use and a decrease in impervious surfaces as

well as the no net loss of forest areas on-site and due to no impacts on existing onsite micro-

scale stormwater management practices. Approval of this plan confirms that the goals and

objectives of the current state water quality standards are being met. 



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

Mitigation will be provided for all specimen trees and forest to be removed and stress reduction

measures provided for all of the impacted trees. The forest planting includes 0.92 acres of buffer

area that will be planted and placed into a conservation easement as well as significant removal

of invasive species. A copy of the Forest Conservation Plan and a variance tree spreadsheet has

been provided as part of this variance request. As shown in the attached Specimen tree impact

table, a number of trees that are 30” and greater are impacted but do not need a variance due

to these impacts being approved per previous Forest Conservation approval SC1996001 and

subsequent amendments. Necessary protection measures will also be in place to protect all

trees to be saved as part of this proposed development.  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

Exhibits List

Exhibit No. Description

1 Tree Variance Spreadsheets and Specimen Tree Impact table

2 Combined Stormwater Management Concept/Site Development Stormwater

Management Plan Approval dated December 07, 2022



Tree 
Number

Species DBH CRZ (s.f.) Condition Location Reason
Amount of 

Impact (s.f.)
Amount of 
Impact (%)

5 Red Maple 38 10207 Good 3rd fairway SD, sprinkler, water line 1585 16%
33 Cottonwood 40 11310 Dead 10th grading, sprinkler 371 3%
88 Red Maple 40 11310 Good 4 tee grading, sprinkler, waterline 4043 36%

101 Sycamore 30 6362 Fair 8th fairway & tee 2 water line 346 5%
104 Black Cherry 36 9161 Fair 8th fairway & tee 2 water line, sprinkler 1461 16%
107 White Pine 36 9161 Fair/Good 8th fairway waterline, sprinkler 858 9%
139 White Pine 34 8171 Good 8th fairway & tee 2 water line, sprinkler 410 5%
143 Sycamore 34 8171 Good 11th sprinkler, grading 1219 15%
144 Tulip Poplar 40 11310 Good 10th grading 1032 9%
149 Tulip Poplar 44 13685 Good 10th sprinkler, grading 2126 16%
160 Sycamore 37 9677 Good 8th fairway & tee 2 water line, sprinkler 191 2%
172 Tulip Poplar 39 10751 Poor 10th grading 1825 17%
189 Sycamore 49 16972 Good/Fair 10th sprinkler, waterline 1186 7%
229 Black Walnut 45 14314 Fair 6th fairway water line, sprinkler 880 6%
239 Tulip Poplar 40 11310 Good 6th fairway water line, sprinkler 888 8%
264 White Pine 35.5 8908 Fair 13th fairway water line 401 5%
274 Red Maple 43 13070 Fair near 11th tee water line 5258 40%
275 White Pine 36.5 9417 Fair 13th fairway water line, sprinkler 2994 32%
291 Red Maple 38 10207 Fair 11th green grading, sprinkler, waterline 2227 22%
302 Ohio Buckeye 30 6362 Fair/Good near 9 tee water line 1922 30%
355 White Pine 34 8171 Good 8th fairway waterline, sprinkler 455 6%
361 Silver Maple 50 17671 Good 6th tee grading 392 2%
368 Red Maple 52 19113 Fair between 3 & 6 grading, sprinkler, SD 3713 19%
382 American Beech 44 13685 Good between 3 & 6 grading, sprinkler 1147 8%
403 Silver Maple 38 10207 Fair behind 18th tee water line, sprinkler 1569 15%
458 Black Gum 33 7698 Good tee 2 water line, sprinkler 435 6%
462 Silver Maple 54 20612 Poor behind 18th tee water line 10593 51%
464 White Pine 37 9677 Good 8th fairway grading, sprinkler 208 2%
467 Silver Maple 46 14957 Poor behind tee 18 water line 6330 42%
469 Red Oak 46 14957 Poor 8th fairway grading 640 4%
481 White Oak 42 12469 Good 8th green water line, sprinkler 3428 27%
483 Silver Maple 45 14314 Poor behind 18th tee water line 4674 33%
810 Willow Oak 39 10751 Good 10th/11th water line, sprinkler 1869 17%
842 Red Maple 33 7698 Good 6th tee grading, sprinkler 1174 15%
847 White Pine 30 6362 Good 6 fairway water line, sprinkler 1231 19%
850 Tulip Poplar 41 11882 Good 6th fairway water line 760 6%
860 Cottonwood 31 6793 Good 7th tee grading 319 5%
905 Red Maple 34 8171 Good 10th grading 589 7%
926 White Pine 38 10207 Good 14th & driving range grading, sprinkler 806 8%

VARIANCE TREE IMPACTS



Tree 
Number

Species DBH CRZ (s.f.) Condition Location Reason
Amount of 

Impact (s.f.)
Amount of 
Impact (%)

Mitigation

46 Tulip Poplar 35 8659 Fair 5&6 tee grading, sprinkler 8659 100% 35
47 American Beech 31 6793 Poor 5&6 tee grading, sprinkler 6793 100% 31
53 Tulip Poplar 33 7698 Fair near ex 16 tee grading 7698 100% 33
65 Red Oak 39 10751 Good 5&6 tee grading, sprinkler 10751 100% 39
67 White Pine 30 6362 Good 4 tee waterline, grading 6362 100% 30
73 White Pine 41 11882 Good 4 tee grading 11882 100% 41
76 Tulip Poplar 37 9677 Fair 5 tee grading, sprinkler 9677 100% 37
77 Tulip Poplar 37 9677 Fair/Poor 5 tee grading, sprinkler 9677 100% 37
79 Tulip Poplar 41 11882 Fair 5 tee grading, sprinkler 11882 100% 41
82 White Pine 45 14314 Good 4 tee waterline, grading 6321 44% 45
83 White Pine 33 7698 Good 4 tee grading 2007 26% 33
90 Black Cherry 32 7238 Fair 4 tee grading 7238 100% 32

292 Red Oak 37 9677 Good 14th fairway grading, waterline, sprinkler 9677 100% 37
353 Silver Maple 42 12469 Good 6th green grading 9161 73% 42
367 Sycamore 50 17671 Good between 3 & 6 grading, sprinkler, SD 8418 48% 50
370 Red Maple 36 9161 Fair between 3 & 6 grading, sprinkler, SD 2405 26% 36
395 Sycamore 40 11310 Fair between 3 & 6 fairways grading, sprinkler 11310 100% 40
405 Silver Maple 43 13070 Fair/Good behind tee 18 water line  6015 46% 43
924 Silver Maple 48 16286 Fair 4 tee waterline, grading 16286 100% 48
925 Silver Maple 37 9677 Good 4 tee waterline, grading 9677 100% 37
965 Red Maple 36 9161 Good 6th green grading 9161 100% 36

Total: 803

VARIANCE TREE REMOVALS

803/4 = 200.75" to be met via 51 trees at 4" dbh



DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES

            Marc Elrich                                                  Mitra Pedoeem

        County Executive                                                                                Director

                                                     

2425 Reedie Drive, 7th Floor, Wheaton, Maryland 20902 | 240-777-0311
www.montgomerycountymd.gov/permittingservices

December 7, 2022
Mr. Ken Jones
Macris, Hendricks & Glascock, PA
9220 Wightman Road
Suite 120
Montgomery Village, MD 20886
      Re: COMBINED STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

CONCEPT/SITE DEVELOPMENT

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN for 
       Chevy Chase Club
       Address: 6100 Connecticut Avenue
       MNCPPC #:  None required
       SM File #:  288655
       Tract Size/Zone:  189.2 Ac./R-60
       Total Concept Area:  75.2 Ac. 
       Parcel(s):  A, B

Watershed and Class:  Little Falls Branch/I 
Type of Development: Golf Course Renovation

Dear Mr. Jones:

 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 an existing wet pond, due to no change in
Runoff Curve Number or ultimate use, with the proposed renovations.

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

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

2. A Floodplain District Permit will be required for this development. 

3. Drainage area to tarp and wattle sediment control measure, as presented by the engineer, is to
be limited to between 10 and 15 acres. 

4. Sediment Control inspector may require perimeter controls if tarp and wattle are not working. The
tarp and wattle is to be installed in one area first, on a trial basis.

5. All stabilization is to be with sod. Sod must be onsite before land disturbing activity begins. 

6. Ongoing stabilization is to be provided before any new area is disturbed. 

http://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/permittingservices
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7. Storm drain outfalls must be designed with non-erosive velocities. 

8. Access to each phase must be clearly shown on the sediment control plan. 

 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 Sherryl Mitchell at
240-777-5206 or sherryl.mitchell@montgomerycountymd.gov.

       Sincerely,

       Mark C. Etheridge, Manager
       Water Resources Section
       Division of Land Development Services

MCE: scm 

   
cc: SM File # 288655

ESD: Required/Provided N/A 
PE: Target/Achieved:  N/A 
STRUCTURAL: N/A cf
WAIVED: N/A ac.
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