


Recommended Conditions for Approval: 
 

 
1. Approval of a Final Forest Conservation Plan must be secured, consistent with the approved 

Preliminary Forest Conservation Plan and associated conditions, prior to any clearing, grading or 
demolition on the site.   

 
3. Final Forest Conservation Plan must include detailed and specific tree protection measures for 

on and off-site trees affected by the LOD, particularly for the trees fronting Allan Terrace. 
 

4. The tree save component of the Final Forest Conservation Plan must be appropriately signed by 
an International Society of Arboriculture certified arborist. 

 
5. The sediment and erosion control plan and stormwater management plan must be submitted 

with the revised Final Forest Conservation Plan to ensure consistency with the Limits of 
Disturbances (LODs) and the associated tree/forest preservation measures.  

 
6. Applicant must appropriately record a Category I Conservation Easement over all areas of forest 

and tree stands associated with onsite stream valley buffers and/or 100 year floodplains. 
Recordation must occur prior to any clearing, grading or demolition occurring onsite. The 
easement area shall exclude the concrete channel. 

 
7. Revise the Forest Conservation Worksheet to deduct only the concrete stream channel from the 

net tract area. 
 

8. Extend the LOD for the SWM retrofits (at the northwest side of the school) shown on sheets L-
2.1 to connect with the remainder of the work proposed along the west side of the school.  

 
9. Revise root pruning detail and plan graphics/notes as needed to show no trenching or other 

disturbance beyond the LOD. 
 

10. Revise the invasives control note to apply to existing forest/woodlands within the Stream Valley 
Buffer. A copy of the maintenance and management agreement must be kept on-site and given 
to the Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS) maintenance staff to ensure compliance with 
conditions of the Final Forest Conservation Plan. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 



DISCUSSION 

 

This memorandum provides staff’s review and recommendations on the Preliminary Forest 
Conservation Plan (PFCP) and its associated variance. The Board will also be reviewing the 
mandatory referral for this project.  Unlike the review of the Mandatory Referral, the Board’s 
actions on Forest Conservation Plan, pursuant to Chapter 22A of the County Code, are 
regulatory and binding.  The Planning Board must act on the Forest Conservation Plan before it 
can act on the mandatory referral. 

 

SITE DESCRIPTION 
 

Westbrook Elementary School is located at 5112 Allan Terrace, within the Bethesda-Chevy 
Chase Master Plan (approved and adopted in 1990).  The school structure is situated on a 
plateau which is surrounded by steep slopes toward the east, north and west.  The site is 
bounded by stream channels on three sides, including Little Falls Branch on the north and east, 
and a tributary to Little Falls Branch on the west side. The tributary drains from south to north 
where it intercepts the Little Falls Branch which is contained in a concrete channel (generally 
flowing northwest along the school boundary). The 100 year floodplain occurs along the low 
flat areas towards the east and north sides of the property. An athletic field and forest areas are 
located within the lowland areas overlapping portions of the floodplain.  Allan Terrace is 
located along the southern property boundary.  Residential homes in the R-60 Zone are located 
on the south side of Allan Terrace. 

There are 4.22 acres of high priority forest within 4 distinct forest stands on the site.  All onsite 
forest is considered a high priority for retention due to the presence of specimen trees, quality 
of forest and/or association with steep slopes, floodplains and stream valley buffers.  

Modular classrooms are currently needed to accommodate the student population (the school 
has a total of 405 students enrolled in kindergarten through 5th grades). Furthermore, the 
property includes a separate one story brick structure housing the Westmoreland Children's 
Center which is run by a private, non-profit corporation.  



2011 M-NCPPC GIS image. 

 

BACKGROUND AND PROJECT HISTORY 

According to the Westbrook Elementary school website, the school first opened in 1940 with 
148 students. It was built in 1939 by the Works Progress Administration, one of President 
Roosevelt’s New Deal agencies.  The school was renovated during the 1989-1990 school term. 
The M-NCPPC files show that a forest conservation exemption #42001059E was granted on 
1/19/2001 for the renovation of the athletic field. More recently, the Natural Resources 
Inventory/Forest Stand Delineation (NRI/FSD) #420101790 was prepared to document the 
existing conditions and define the forest boundaries, floodplain, stream valley buffers, and 
other pertinent features. The NRI/FSD was approved on June 25, 2010. Among other elements, 
the plan identifies 3 modular classrooms which were situated in the rear central parking lot. 
The structures have since been relocated to the front of the school near the southern end of 
the property. Otherwise the current site conditions are appropriately shown on the approved 
NRI/FSD. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The 3 story school expansion project includes designs to alleviate parking shortages and 
improve circulation, while incorporating stormwater management and minimizing loss of 
existing trees and forest areas. The project includes additional onsite and offsite parking spaces, 



improved circulation, and renovation/new construction of sidewalks accommodating ADA 
access. Allan Terrace is proposed to be widened in front of the school to maintain the on street 
parking while resolving the long queues of cars which occur during periods for school pick-up 
and drop-off. Widening of access along the west side of the school is included to create a more 
accessible fire lane. Some of the proposed stormwater management retrofits require minor 
clearing of forest areas. 

The submitted plan shows 0.09 acres of active forest clearing to accommodate the work and 
proposes Category I Forest Conservation Easements over portions of the property. Tree save 
and stress reduction measures will be incorporated along the limits of disturbance (LOD). 
Landscape plantings as mitigation for impacts to trees subject to the forest conservation 
measures are also addressed. The plan proposes additional areas of clearing which are not 
supported by staff and discussed further below. 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL GUIDELINES 

There are perennial streams (within the Little Fall Use I watershed), forested steep slopes and 
Stream Valley Buffer (SVB) and 100 year floodplain occurring on the site. The proposed work is 
generally not within the environmental buffer areas except for relatively minor rehabilitation 
and adjustments to stormwater management features and the stabilization of an existing highly 
eroded channel. The fire lane expansion work also occurs within the stream valley buffer; 
however, the work is located on the far side of an existing access drive and parking area and 
does not intrude closer to the stream. An area of highly erodible soils occurs on the opposite 
side of Little Falls Parkway to the north but is located well outside of the project area and 
school boundary.  The site is not within a Special Protection Area (SPA).   

The existing athletic field is located within the 100 year floodplain and associated stream valley 
buffer (SVB). Based on the Environmental Guidelines the areas within the SVB/floodplain are 
typically placed within protected Category 1 forest conservation easements. In this case, staff is 
not recommending abandonment of the existing field and replanting of forest. The current 
location of the field is the only area in the vicinity where it can be accommodated. Although 
substandard in size, the field is important for the recreational requirements of the school and 
local community. Furthermore, the Bethesda-Chevy Chase master plan (page 151) generally 
recognizes the school facilities such as the ballfields as a public amenity.  
 
The proposed plan shows that some additional areas of existing forest that are outside of the 
SVB will be placed in a Category 1 forest conservation easement. However the plan and 
associated worksheet does call for the removal of other areas (approximate 1.2 aces) of existing 
forest within the floodplain/SVB, even though the areas are not affected by the proposed work 
(see further explanation below). Staff proposes a condition to more appropriately protect the 
existing forest and environmentally sensitive areas which are not directly needed to 
accommodate the school and associated facilities. The changes proposed by staff are detailed 
further below.  



FOREST CONSERVATION  
 

This project is subject to the Montgomery County Forest Conservation Law Chapter 22A, and a 
revised Preliminary Forest Conservation Plan has been submitted for approval under section 
22A-4(d) which applies to “a government entity subject to mandatory referral on a tract of land 
40,000 square feet or larger...”.  The site is 12.13 acres in size and contains 4.22 acres of forest. 
A number of deductions (from the net tract area) for existing storm-drain and sewer right of 
ways are included on the plan but not entirely supported by staff.  Additionally, the project 
proposes to clear approximately 1.26 acres of existing forest, most of which is outside of the 
LOD (0.09 acres cleared inside the LOD).  

Based on environmental guidelines, master plan language and variance provisions staff is 
recommending a condition that additional onsite areas of existing forest (and tree stands) be 
placed in a protective Category I Forest Conservation Easement.  

Page 139 of the Master Plan states the following: 

Large areas of maturely forested land in the Planning area are mainly limited to stream valley 
and steeply sloping land. Preservation of such woodlands is important in retaining the character 
of part of the Planning Area….as well as providing such environmental benefits as: 

1.  Reducing land surface erosion, 

2. Reducing occurrence of flooding events and minimizing the degradation of water quality, 

3. Moderating temperature extremes of the micro-climate, and 

4. Providing a source of food and cover for wildlife. 

 

  

Image from submitted PFCP. The triangular shapes in the center of image are examples of 
existing forest areas (within the floodplain/SVB) that are defined as cleared by the plan. 



The submitted plan shows several areas of high priority forest within the 100 year 
floodplain/SVB as being cleared (see image above for examples). The forest areas in question 
are not within the LOD associated with the school project, however the same forest areas are 
not proposed to be included within the protective easement. By definition, the forest areas 
outside of the proposed conservation easements are considered to be cleared. The clearing 
figures are reflected in the submitted forest conservation worksheet which identifies 1.26 acres 
of high priority forest clearing. If the plan were approved as submitted, the forest areas covered 
by the plan which are outside of the easement footprint could be cleared in the future with no 
further input from M-NCPPPC.  Some of the forest areas shown as cleared also contain trees 
which are ≥  30” and would therefore be subject to variance (since they part of the forest 
proposed as cleared).  M-NCPPC does not have any indication that MCPS intends on actually 
performing the clearing outside of the LOD. Therefore the condition to show additional areas of 
conservation easement is necessary to consider the application as complete, since the variance 
request does not mention the clearing beyond the LOD and the variance request must be 
consistent with the plan. 

M-NCPPC staff does not believe MCPS is opposed to the recommend change, rather the change 
has not yet been accommodated due to the compressed review period associated with the 
Mandatory Referral process. 

Providing the additional Conservation Easement areas (per the recommended condition) will 
make the plan consistent with the requested variance and meet environmental guidelines and 
master plan recommendations. The recommended change includes deducting only the areas of 
concrete stream channel from the net tract area. The Forest Conservation Plan and associated 
worksheet shall be adjusted accordingly. 

It should be noted that there are a number of encroaching structures such as sheds and 
dilapidated fences that are not associated with the school but that lie within the proposed 
areas of Category I easement. The applicant will need to address the removal or relocation of 
such structures as part of the pre-construction measures for the project. Existing natural 
surface trails within the proposed easement area are allowed to remain.   

Control of invasive species within the existing forest SVB (not otherwise affected by the work) 
will be performed as forest enhancement. 

 

TREE SAVE 

There are approximately 66 trees measuring ≥  30” DBH identified within the study area for the 
project. Numerous trees not subject to the forest conservation variance, such as those within 
the 24” < 30” size class and smaller also occur within the study area. Some of these smaller 
trees are also affected by the work. The current plans include provisions for tree preservation 
measures. A condition is recommended that the plan preparer, who is an International Society 
of Arboriculture (ISA) certified arborist appropriately sign the plans.  

Details of protection for minor trees will be addressed at time of Final Forest Conservation Plan 
(FFCP).  The plan will specify supplemental measures for individual trees in the grove fronting 



Allan Terrace and other trees affected by the proposed work (including those subject to the 
variance). 

 

FOREST CONSERVATION VARIANCE 
 

Section 22A-12(b) (3) of Montgomery County Forest Conservation Law provides criteria that 
identify certain individual trees as high priority for retention and protection.   Any impact to 
these trees, including removal of the subject tree or disturbance within the tree’s critical root 
zone (CRZ), requires a variance.  An applicant for a variance must provide certain written 
information in support of the required findings in accordance with Section 22A-21 of the 
County Forest Conservation Law.  The law requires no impact to trees that measure 30 inches 
DBH or greater; are part of a historic site or designated with a historic structure; are designated 
as national, state, or county champion trees; are at least 75 percent of the diameter of the 
current State champion tree of that species; or to trees, shrubs, or plants that are designated as 
Federal or State rare, threatened, or endangered species.  The applicant submitted a variance 
request on November 8, 2011 for the impacts to, and removal of trees as a result of the 
proposed layout (see Attachment B for variance request).  The applicant proposes to remove 14 
trees that are ≥ 30” DBH, and to impact, but not remove, 11 other subject trees.  In total, 25 
trees are that are considered high priority for retention under Section 22A-12(b) (3) of the 
County Forest Conservation Law are proposed to be affected. Note: The request does not 
include subject trees in forest areas outside the LOD which are deemed to be cleared since they 
are not currently shown as protected by a conservation easement.  This will not be an issue as 
long as the applicant agrees to place these areas under easement as conditioned by staff. 

 

Table 1:  Trees ≥ 30” DBH to be removed or potentially removed   

       

Tree # Species 

D.B.H 

(INCHES) 

Tree 

Condition Comments 

 PERCENT 

CRITICAL 

ROOT ZONE 

IMPACTS Status 

14 BLACK CHERRY 32 GOOD     REMOVE 

42 AMERICAN ELM 30 GOOD     REMOVE 

43 RED OAK 47 POOR STORM DAMAGE IN 2011   REMOVE 

44 AMERICAN ELM 36 GOOD     REMOVE* 

128 BLACK OAK 40 GOOD     REMOVE* 

129 YELLOW POPLAR 35 GOOD     REMOVE 

130 YELLOW POPLAR 37",35" FAIR WOODPECKER HOLES   REMOVE 

132 RED MAPLE 32 GOOD     REMOVE 

136 POST OAK 30 GOOD     REMOVE 



138 AMERICAN ELM 32 FAIR LEANING   REMOVE 

142 YELLOW POPLAR 31 GOOD     REMOVE 

147 BLACK WALNUT 39 FAIR BROKEN SCAFFOLDS   REMOVE 

148 BLACK WALNUT 33 FAIR     REMOVE 

149 YELLOW POPLAR 33 FAIR LEANING   REMOVE 

* MARKED FOR REMOVAL WITH POTENTIAL FOR PRESERVATION WITH MONITORING DURING CONSTRUCTION. 

** MARKED FOR PRESERVATION WITH POTENTIAL TO REMOVE IF CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS CONTRIBUTE TO THE TREE'S 

DECLINE. 

 

 

 

 

Table 2: Trees ≥ 30” DBH to be impacted but retained  

       

Tree # Species 

D.B.H 

(INCHES) 

Tree 

Condition Comments 

 PERCENT 

CRITICAL 

ROOT ZONE 

IMPACTS Status 

              

              

12 SYCAMORE 36 FAIR SELF-CORRECTED LEAN 2 SAVE 

13 SYCAMORE 32 FAIR HOLE @ BASE 17 SAVE 

17 NORWAY SPRUCE 30 FAIR WOODPECKER HOLES 65 SAVE** 

20 SYCAMORE 34 GOOD   7 SAVE 

23 BLACK CHERRY 32 GOOD   3 SAVE 

40 YELLOW POPLAR 32 GOOD   2 SAVE 

90 RED OAK 32 GOOD 

 

<1 SAVE 

91 YELLOW POPLAR 33 GOOD   6 SAVE 

112 AMERICAN ELM 30 GOOD   5 SAVE 

153 PIN OAK 30 GOOD OFFSITE 12 SAVE 

155 RED OAK 32 GOOD OFFSITE <1 SAVE 

* MARKED FOR REMOVAL WITH POTENTIAL FOR PRESERVATION WITH MONITORING DURING CONSTRUCTION. 

** MARKED FOR PRESERVATION WITH POTENTIAL TO REMOVE IF CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS CONTRIBUTE TO THE TREE'S 

DECLINE. 

 



The applicant has offered the following justification of the variance request: 

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

hardship; 

Applicants’ Response: “As part of the program, the task was to provide the community with an 

updated elementary school facility that can accommodate a growing number of students as well as a 

modernized, safe and healthy environment for young students to learn.  Efforts have been made to impact 

as little of the trees on site as possible because a specimen tree is a highly valuable resource.  

This site is small for an elementary school at less than 13 acres total.  Site area is further taken up by steep 

slopes, stream buffer, floodplain and several right-of-ways for utilities.  Impacts to the trees is in large part 

due to the proposed three story building footprint replacing the one story along with a bus loop to 

alleviate traffic off of the public streets. 

Some of the trees were impacted, but onsite landscape planting will provide more square feet of canopy 

coverage than removed as part of construction.  This work will require disturbance of the root zones of 

some trees described above but will not require their removal.  However, it will require the removal of 

trees as listed in the status column above.  It should be noted that the majority of trees that need to be 

removed stand alone and are not part of the existing forest on site. Few trees in the forest will be 

removed.  This results in the impact of a total of twenty-five (25) specimen trees.  If we are not allowed to 

remove these trees, there would not be adequate room for the development program.    

If we are not allowed to impact the trees, the school will not be able to be updated due to the close 

proximity of specimen trees to the school building.  As such, this would cause an unwarranted hardship to 

the community that it serves. ”    

Staff notes that given the substantial constraints on the site the impacts are necessary to 
provide any significant level of upgrade to the school facilities, and therefore agrees that there 
is an unwarranted hardship.   

 

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

Applicants’Response:  “If the County were required to keep all improvements outside the root zones 

of the specimen trees, the building would fail to be updated due to the close proximity of specimen 

trees.” 

Note: During review of the plans staff identified a number of areas where it was believed 
impacts could be reduced or avoided. In one instance, a handicap ramp had been proposed in 
an area where removals and impacts of subject trees would occur. Ultimately the ramp and 
access path were relocated to a more central area thereby protecting additional subject trees 
and the associated forest area. In another instance staff suggested limiting the Allan Terrace 
widening to minimize impact to nearby subject trees (and other trees in the vicinity not subject 



to a variance). However, the proposed redesign could not be accommodated in a manner that 
would also satisfy the concerns of other regulatory agencies.  

Based on the review of the application, consideration of the site constraints and the further 
refinement of the plans which has occurred, staff agrees that enforcing the rules would deprive 
the landowner of rights enjoyed by others in similar areas. 

 

(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; 

Applicants’Response:  “The trees to be removed have been limited to the central area of the site and 

away from natural drainage systems.  The steep slope onsite will remain forested and placed in 

easements. In addition, this property will be developed in accordance with the latest Maryland 

Department of the Environment criteria for stormwater management.  This includes Environmental Site 

Design to provide for protecting the natural resources to the Maximum Extent Practicable. This includes 

limiting the impervious areas and providing on-site stormwater management systems. A Stormwater 

Management Concept is currently under review by the Montgomery County Department of Permitting 

Services to ensure that this criterion is enforced.  Therefore, the proposed activity will not degrade the 

water quality of the downstream areas and will not result in measurable degradation in water quality.” 

 

Additionally, staff notes that the stabilization of severely eroded drainage channel adjacent to 
the stream tributary is included in the project. Stabilizing the area of active erosion will help 
improve water quality. 

Staff has reviewed the application and based on the limited scope of work within areas of 
forested stream valley buffer or steep slopes, agrees that State water quality standards will not 
be violated or that a measurable degradation in water quality will not occur. Furthermore the 
DPS review and ultimate approval of the sediment and erosion control and storm water 
management plans will help ensure that appropriate standards are met. 

 

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

Applicants’ Response:  “The Afforestation planned for the site is meant provide a greater 

environmental and educational quality to the school after its modernization.” 

 
Section 22A-21 of the County Forest Conservation Law sets forth the findings that must be 
made by the Planning Board or Planning Director, as appropriate, in order for a variance to be 
granted.    Staff has made the following determinations in the review of the variance request 
and the proposed forest conservation plan: 
 



Variance Findings - Staff has made the following determination based on the required findings 
that granting of the requested variance:   

 

1. Will not confer on the applicant a special privilege that would be denied to other 
applicants. 
 

The school property is relatively constrained and the proposed addition and associated 
modifications are designed to be minimally intrusive to environmentally sensitive areas. 
 
Furthermore, the maintenance and upgrading of regional facilities such as the school is 
the responsibility of public agencies in executing their duties to the community. 
Therefore, the variance request would be granted to any applicant in a similar situation.  
 

2. Is not based on conditions or circumstances which are the result of the actions by the 
applicant. 
 
The requested variance is based on a balance of the proposed work and the need to 
provide appropriate public facilities. Alternate designs were incorporated to work within 
the existing constraints and mitigation is provided for the resources disturbed. 

3. Is not based on a condition relating to land or building use, either permitted or non-
conforming, on a neighboring property. 
 
The requested variance is a result of the current application on the subject property and 
is not related to land or building use on a neighboring property.   
 

4. Will not violate State water quality standards or cause measurable degradation in water 
quality. 
 
A Stormwater Management concept plan was approved by the Department of 
Permitting Services (DPS) for the proposed project on August 4, 2011 (Attachment D).  
The concept plan proposes to meet required stormwater management goals via 
installation of porous pavement, micro bioretention facilities and a green roof. The final 
SWM Plans will be approved for this project by the Montgomery County Department of 
Permitting Services.  The approved SWM Plan will ensure that water quality standards 
will be met in accordance with State and County criteria. Therefore, the project will not 
violate State water quality standards or cause measurable degradation in water quality.   

 

COUNTY ARBORIST’S RECOMMENDATIONS  

In accordance with Montgomery County Code Section 22A-21(c), the Planning Department is 
required to refer a copy of the variance request to the County Arborist in the Montgomery 



County Department of Environmental Protection for a recommendation prior to acting on the 
request. The request was forwarded to the County Arborist on November 9, 2011.  The County 
Arborist issued a response to the variance request on November 14, 2011 and recommended 
the variance be approved with the condition that mitigation is provided (Attachment A). 
Additionally the County Arborist provided general recommendations including reduction of the 
amount of permanent impacts to critical root zones (CRZ’s) by implementing temporary 
protective matting. 

MITIGATION for TREES SUBJECT to the VARIANCE PROVISIONS  

There are 14 trees proposed for removal as a result of the proposed project.  Two of the trees 
may be retained but permission for removal has been requested because the exact locations of 
roots and full extent of effects will not be known until construction.  There will also be some 
disturbance within the CRZ of another 11 subject trees but they are excellent candidates for 
safe retention. (Note: Tree #17 will be monitored after construction and removed if decline is 
observed).  

Mitigation should be at a rate that approximates the form and function of the trees removed.   
Therefore, staff is recommending that replacement occur at a ratio of approximately 1” DBH for 
every 4” DBH removed, using trees that are a minimum of 3” DBH.  This means that for the 552 
diameter inches of trees removed, the applicant will provide mitigation of 138” of caliper 
replacements. Therefore the 56 native canopy 2.5”caliper trees provided on the landscape 
plans will satisfy the mitigation requirements by providing a total of 140” of caliper.  Initially 
these trees will not be as large as the trees lost, however they will provide some immediate 
benefits and will ultimately fill the areas where large trees will have been removed.  

The trees subject to this variance (to be impacted but retained) are excellent candidates for 
safe retention and will receive adequate tree protection measures.  No mitigation is 
recommended for trees impacted but retained.     

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION ON VARIANCE 

As a result of the above findings, staff recommends the Board approve the applicant’s request 
for a variance from Forest Conservation Law to remove 14 subject trees and impact 11 subject 
trees associated with the site. The variance approval is assumed into the Planning Board’s 
approval of the Forest Conservation Plan. 

 

NOTIFICATION AND OUTREACH 

Adjoining and confronting property owners and other parties of interest will be notified of the 
upcoming public hearing on the proposed project. As of the date of this report, planning staff 
has one written inquiry.  The letter expresses concerns for existing trees which would be 
affected by the widening of Allan Terrace (see attachment E). 



CONCLUSION  

Staff is recommending approval of Preliminary Forest Conservation Plan with conditions listed 
at the front of this report. The variance approval is assumed into the Planning Board’s approval 
of the Preliminary Forest Conservation Plan. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 
Attachment A: Variance response letter from Laura Miller (County Arborist). 

Attachment B: Variance request letter  

Attachment C: Preliminary Forest Conservation Plan (PFCP)  

Attachment D: Stormwater Management Concept approval letter 

Attachment E:  E-Mail from Allan Terrace Resident 

 

 



Attachment A: Variance response letter from Laura Miller (County Arborist). 

 



 

 

 



Attachment B: Variance request letter  

 



 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 



 



 

 

 



Attachment C:  Preliminary Forest Conservation Plan (PFCP)  

 



 



 



Attachment D: Stormwater Management Concept approval letter 

 



 



Attachment E:  E-Mail from Allan Terrace Resident 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Maureen Greiger [mailto:mgreiger@msn.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2011 5:40 PM 

To: Joseph_Derosa@mcpsmd.org 

Cc: Rifkin, Margaret 

Subject: Westbrook ES Meeting 

 

Mr. Derosa, 

Unfortunately I will be unable to attend tonight's meeting, as I am presently laid up due to a health 

condition. 

I have spoken with Ms. Rifkin about possible tree compromise/ removal as a result of widening our 

street, and she is aware that removing any of the very healthy trees across from our home would not be 

a very popular option. 

We would be interested in hearing about any alternative means of reducing the relatively small increase 

in "congestion" that we as residents directly impacted have observed thus far. 

I have no doubt that our neighbors, and particularly those on our street, are of the same mind, and 

would find the loss of any of those trees quite disturbing, as most are very ecology-minded. 

Please keep us apprised of the evolution/resolution of these issues! 

 

Thank you, 

 

The Greigers 

5117 Allan Terrace 

 

mailto:Joseph_Derosa@mcpsmd.org

