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DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES

Douglas M. Duncan Robert C. Hubbard
ty Executiv ]
County Executive November 5, 2004 Director

Ms. Silvia Silverman
Loiederman Soltesz Associates, Inc.
1380 Picecard Drive, Suite 100

Rockville, MD 20850
Re: Stormwater Management CONCEPT Request

for Woodlake Section 1, Parcel J

Prefiminary Pian #. Pending

SM File # 214023

Tract Size/Zone: 3.9 acres / R-H

Total Concept Area: 3.9 acres

Lots/Block: N/A

Parcel(s); Parcel J

Watershed: Little Paint Branch
Dear Ms. Silverman;

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
consists of on-site channel protection measures via an existing off-site pond, on-site water quality control
via construction of a bio filter, an infiltration trench, a Montgomery County sand Filter, and installation of
Stormfilter units; and onsite recharge via infiltration and storage below the sand filter.

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

1. Prior to permanent vegetative stabilization, all disturbed areas must be topsoiled per the latest
Montgomery County Standards and Specifications for Topsoiling.

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

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

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

5. A signed joint use agreement must be submitted along with the first submission of the detailed
plans for review, aliowing the use of the off-site pond for water quantity control. If a joint use
agreement can not be obtained, a waiver of water quantity control will be granted for that portion
of the site and a waiver contribution fee will be required.

6. Adequate access must be provided to all stormwater facilities, including provision of standard
driveway aprons to allow vehicles to access grassed areas, minimum clear width of 12-feet, and
meeting the maximum slope requirements.
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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 unless a joint use agreement can not be
obtained.

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 fe¢l free to contact Mark Etheridge at
240-777-6338.

Sincerely,
;% ; C, Lewtf—t
i
R. Brush, Mafidger
Water Resources Section
Division of Land Development Services
RRB:dm mce
ce R. Weaver
S. Federiine
SM File # 214023

QN -ON; Acres: 3.9
QL - ON; Acres: 3.9
Recharge is provided



MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760
301-495-4500, www.mncppc.org

M-NCPPC

April 27, 2005

TO: Wynn Witthans, Development Review Division

A

FROM: Stephen D. Federline, Countywide Environmental Planning

SUBJECT: Site Plan # 8-71011A , Woodlake

APPROVAL with the following conditions:

Compliance with the conditions of approval for the final forest
conservation plan. The applicant must satisfy all conditions of

the final forest conservation prior to signature set, recording of plat,
or DPS issuance of sediment and erosion control permit, as appropriate.

1) Prior to record plat, designation of offsite location and submission
of forest planting plan that meet forestation requirements.
Current requirements to cover the entire 32.7 acre Woodlake site
will be 5.96 acres of offsite reforestation. Reforestation in the
Little Paint watershed ig the highest priority.

2) Approval of the following items by M-NCPPC staff prior to signature
set approval:

a) Tree Protection Plan for existing stream valley buffer forest,
and forest replanting in all remaining post-construction
unforested areas of stream buffer.

b) Newly planted area shall be identified with split rail
fencing. This replanting is required as compensation for
buffer encroachment and will not count towards reforestation
requirement noted above.

¢) Record plat to show Forest Conservation (Category 1)
easements over remaining portion of stream valley buffer,
including replanted area. Forest conservation easements must
also be placed over offsite planting areas. Any amendments to
standard easement language must be approved by M-NCPPC staff

- prior to recording plats.



3) Approval of following items prior to DPS issuance of the sediment and
erosion control permit:

a) Relocate SWM outfall to avoid existing priority forest (back to
original position?)

b) SWM access shall not be paved, and should be grassed and
pervious as is feasible given structural requirements, subject

to DPS concurrence.

c) Submittal of financial security to M-NCPPC prior to clearing or
grading.

d) Required site inspections of onsite tree protection and
offsite planting by M-NCPPC monitoring staff (as specified in

"Trees Technical Manual")

e) Maintenance and management agreement to be reviewed and approved
by M-NCPPC staff prior to first inspection of planted area.

NRI/FSD #4-04390 was approved on September 13, 2004.

cc: engineer/applicant



THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CARITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
Office of the Chairman, Montgomery County Planning Board

April 28, 2005

MEMORANDUM
TO: Wynn Witthans, Planner
Development Review Division /
i /)
VIA: Shahriar Etemadi, Supervisor ;
Transportation Planning ‘/J Z
FROM: Cherian Eapen, Planner/Coordinator C 6
Transportation Planning Vv
301-495-4525
SUBJECT:  Site Plan Amendment 8-71011-A

Woodlake (Section One, Parcel J; Silver Spring Country Club)
Castle Boulevard
Fairland/White Oak Policy Area

This memorandum presents Transportation Planning staff’s traffic operations and safety
review of the subject Site Plan Amendment for Woodlake, which secks to amend the Site Plan to
obtain approval for an additional 59 single-family attached (townhouse) units on RH-zoned
property. Though this Site Plan Amendment, as a previously recorded residential development, is
not subject to the Adequate Public Facilities test, Planning Board approval of the additional
development is subject to compliance with the Montgomery County Zoning Ordinance Section
59-D-3.4(b), which includes a required finding of traffic safety.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Transportation Planning staff recommends the following conditions as part of the
transportation-related requirements to approve this Site Plan Amendment:

1. Limit future additional development on the site (on Parcel J) to 59 townhouse units.

2. Provide a bus turnaround/lay-over area and a paved passenger landing/waiting area,

under a public-use easement, to the east side of the Castle Boulevard right-of-way at it
northern terminus. ‘

—-Montgomery County Planning Board, 8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Marylond 20910

Phone: (301) 495-4605, Fax: (301) 495-1320, E-mail: mcp-chairman@mncppc-mc.org, Www.mncppc-me.org



DISCUSSION

Site Location, Access, Circulation and Transportation Facilities

The site is located within the Greéncastle/Briggs Chaney community of Fairland in the
northeast quadrant of the US 29/Briggs Chaney Road intersection, and will have access to Castle
Boulevard (and to Briggs Chaney Road via Castle Boulevard). The proposed residential units can
also be accessed via streets interior to the development. Metrobus routes Z8 and Z11 currently
service Castle Boulevard.

Master Plan Roadwavys and Pedestrian/Bikeway Facilities

The 1997 Approved and Adopted Fairland Master Plan describes the nearby master-
planned roadways, pedestrian and bikeway facilities as follows:

1. Castle Boulevard/Automobile Boulevard, as a four-lane Industrial Road (I-7) to the north
and south of Briggs Chaney Road, with a minimum 80-foot right-of-way. It is noted that
Automobile Boulevard and Castle Boulevard are currently built to master plan
recommendations with sidewalks on both sides.

2. Briggs Chaney Road, to the south of the site, as a four-lane divided, east-west Arterial
(A-86) between Columbia Pike (US 29) to the west and Dogwood Drive to the east, with
a minimum 120-foot right-of-way, and sidewalks. A Class I bikeway (PB-43) is
recommended in the master plan for Briggs Chaney Road from Old Columbia Pike to
Prince George’s County Line along the south side of the roadway.

Nearby Transportation Improvement Projects

The Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA) Consolidated Transportation
Program, and the Montgomery County Department of Public Works and Transportation (DPWT)
Capital Improvement Program includes the following nearby projects:

1. Briggs Chaney Road: This DPWT project involves reconstruction of Briggs Chaney
Road from Automobile Boulevard/Castle Boulevard to a point east of Aston Manor Drive
as a four-lane divided roadway, plus transition to the existing two-lane roadway at
Dogwood Drive. This project includes an improved and continuous sidewalk along the
north side and a Class I bikeway to the south side of Briggs Chaney Road within the
project limits. The project is anticipated to start construction mid 2005.

2. US 29/Briggs Chaney Road Interchange: This interchange is currently under construction
by SHA and is approximately 29% complete as of March 2005. The estimated
completion date for the project is November 2007.




Local Area Transportation Review

Local Area Transportation Review was not required for the subject Site Plan Amendment
since it is a previously recorded residential development. It is noted that the proposed 59-
townhouse addition would generate 28 and 49 total peak-hour trips during the typical weekday
morning (6:30 — 9:30 a.m.) and evening (4:00 — 7:00 p.m.) peak periods, respectively.

Policy Area Transportation Review/Staging Ceiling Conditions

As a previously recorded residential development, Policy Area Transportation Review is
not required for the subject Site Plan Amendment.

CE:SE:kcw

cC: Ed Axler
Piera Weiss
Cathy Conlon
Mary Goodman
Sarah Navid
Greg Leck
Anne C. Martin

mmo to Witthans re Woodlake 8-71011A.doc



	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

