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¥I. ENYIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIF

In Reptermber 2002, Fxeeotive Onder (ECO) 13274 was signedd by the Presademt of the Tnited
States requinng Federal agencies to take appropnate actioms to promote  envirommental
stewardship in the Nation's transportation system and better coordinste environmental reviews of
high-pricrity transportation infrastructure projects. The BEOQ also creates a new *Transportstion
Infravtructure Strevmliming Task Foree™ to more clokely coordinate Federal reviews om projects
while simultaneowsly stressing the importance of mmproved environmental stewardship at all
levels of government. The cument Intercounty Connector (ICC) study includes environmental
streamlining and stewardship measures. Environmental streamlining and stewardship are kev
commpoments of both BO 13274 and Sectiom 1309 of the TEA-2, which regquine that
trumsportation and envirommental review processes become more effective and efficient through
interagency partnerships and commumication.

Beyond the ICC avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures, restoration efforts and
enhuncementy are being exuamined for their potenbal to mprove the cultural, community, and
nalural resownce guality wibin e slody area,  These efforls and enbacesments coooprise Uie

Environmental Stewardship (ES) companent of the WC"s Purpose and Need Statement.

A, Comecept/Definition

Tor this project, enhancement amd restoration are defined as improving existing conditions for a
specific resourc2 and may be a component of ES or compensatory mitigation. Compensatory
mitigation is discussed in Chapter [V, Environmenial Conseguences. ES 1s defined for the ICC
as activities undertaken to improve the existing cultural, commumity, and natural resourcas
wilttin the ICC study wea ES is sepwale lom vompensatory moiligation reguirsments and may
include rastoration and/or enhancement of cultoral, communicy, and namral resonrces. Examplas
could inmclude, buot are not limired to: retrofittmg poorly or non-functioming stormwater
management facilities, improving water quality and stream habitat, increasing wetland and forest
avreaps, removaling depraded histne stroctares, aod nproving park Tacilities.

ES feamures are environmental conditions thet were impacted by past devalopment and are a kev
compoment of the TCC Porpose and Need. Candidate BS featores were developed, and candidate
E5 sites are being studicd to address prionty restoration andf/or ecnhaneement noeda for both the
natoral and the human envircnment. (The prioricy rescoration @andfor enhancement needs are
discussed below.} Using the priority needs, an equivalent ES packape of project sites has been
developed for each Comidor to veflect the types of natural or coltural neads unique o the areas
through which cach altemative is planned., Theac EX packages were compiled based on the
resomrce needs and featres identified by the Lead Agencies inchoding Federal Highway
Administration (FHW A}, the Marvland State Hiphway Administration (SHA), and the Maryland
Tramsportation Anthoriry (MATA) as well as the poblic, sand Federal, Seate, snd local agencies.
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B. ES Privrity Needs

The ES process focuses largely on the identification of resource priority nesds. Examples of
resoorce priority needs inclade, but are mot limited to, peneral goals for improving watersheds
and communitics, such as improving community facilitics, improving water qualicy, improving
arream habital, inereasing acreage of wetlands and forests, decreasing stream channgl erosion,
and improving parkland trails, Priority needs were developed for the [CC through coordination
with various local, State, and Federal agencies, along with the Lead Apencies, and the public,
Tables YI-I, VI-2, VI-3, and VI-4 describe the prionity needs identificd from this cooedinsation
for the natural and human environment for both Corridor | and Corridor 2,
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Tabie VI-1
Corridor T Environmenfal Stewardship Natiral Ernvironment Priority Needrs
YWatershed* Priority Needs Rationale
MNafural Environment
» Maintzin coldwacer fishery in Upper Paint
Branch Special Prolechion Aren (SPA)
* Deorcase polluted runofT from point and
MNPl Sources Thermal impacts and chemical
Pai ¢ Maintzin of reduce coreent level of pollutants that attect the trout tishery
mint Branch . . ’ . ]
tmpervions surfaces are the primary congerns expressed by
# Reduce siommwaler peak Mows Lo poe- BEnCIES.
davelopment lavels
= Improve channel stebility snd aquaiic
habilal comditions
¢ Decrease sediment inputs from sieearmbank
erosion
* Reduce alormedler peak fliws Lo pre- Strearns huve sxperienced sigm fcant
Northwest development levels impacts as the area changes from past
Rranch s Remove firh blockapes for anadromous aericalure to urban land 1ses
sh species & '
¢ Tmprove wildlife habitat conditicns
o Comimel invasive plinl speoes
» Increase and protect forested areas,
wetlands and rparian offars
» Regtora residant fizh parsape by removing | The moderate level of development has
Rock Creek blockages coninbuled to Mgh-gualily resources
* Tmprove channcl sizhility and aguatic that favor a wakershed praotection
habn Lal conditions approach.
¢ Improve wildlife habitat conditicns
» Contrel invasive plant species
» Remove toxic inpots into streans
= Restors chonnelized and concrete-lmed Severe water quolity problems lesding
Inndinn Crechk chiannels o ovedall Dabital degradation exisl i
» Reduce siommwiler peak Moims Lo poa- Lhis heavily wbwnized walershed.
development levels
e Tmiprove stormwaler management in alder
neighborhoods Anquatic reeninmees have heen somewhat
Litle Paint s Bestors chanmelized and concrete-lmed degraded by past development practioes
Branch chanmels while non-developed areas need
* Tncroase and protect foresied areas, Protoction,
wetlands and fparian buffers
Upper Patuxent | « No B8 maasores propased for this Carridor 1 does not significantly sffect
River altarmative watershed.

* Rafer o Figuere - 13, Niudy Avea Warershed Boundarias (Volume IT)
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Table VI-2

Corridor 1 Ernvironmental Stewardvhip Human Ervironment Priority Needy

'F'Ianning Arpa¥® |

Priority Needs

Ratonale

Figrinien Envirosmicnl

Improve pedestrian aceess to ransit

Planmng erea made up ol dense
commercial and residential
devel opment. Commumity served by

I..:imhflg Tacalibes ] ) diverse public lrm:.spu:rﬂmiu:m Elyﬁltﬂfl.

+ Create more pedestrianhicyele paths Safety congerns from pablic regarding
connections betwesn communities and
public TransporTation.

¢ Provide nataral habitat enhancernents near | Small area made up of moderately dznse

Sl Crove roadwEys _ regidznial, commercial and industrial
Spetor * Creale pagsive recrealional areas developmienl Nesd [or improved
¢ Create pedestrian or shared use paths pedestrian access, Same areas have
bEcncath roadwaya nced for acsthetic improvemeants.
Substantial arneunt of parkland
U Rock ¢ [mprove pedestrianicycle access 1o local | throughoot planming ares, Steonp desite
PP“E ] parics from public for pedestran'bicycle

o Trnprove park Cecilities, wrals, el access iy parks and improving local
parks,

* Tmprove pedesiranicyale aoeess o

comimgnity facilities and along roads
s Aoquire propertzs for addiional Suburban vesidenial commonity with
commnity facilities in area local parks distinet commercial centers. Public
Olney and Tecreation ancas desirs for improved pedestian/bicycle
& Hpild CHney master plan hikeways sonth of | paths. Low-medium densily residential
MDD 10 denvelopment.
= Need for additional commumity facilities in
AT
. :"n‘j d" P‘"’""fw paths A1CNE 1A% | prydominunt land use §s residenticl.
Aspen Hill # Trmprove salely of velicular access fnlo :'r_ﬁ“m? o e Taund i s plamning ares
COmMmanities & developed,
. ) . Planeing sren made up of eslablished
* }?ﬂTﬁ:; pedesirian acess Lo lransil maiu:l-:Trt'la.I 11nighbnﬂ1m::lﬁ, h:-crzﬂ
While (uk shuopping, schools, public services, wd

» Enhance park and recreation tacilities

Trnprove inlersection salely alome roads

recTeation areas, Strong desire for
intersection safety from public,

Eonvironmenial Siewardshi




| KTE RGO
CORHEGTOF

1CC

Table VI-2

Corridor 1 Ernvironmental Stewardvhip Human Ervironment Priority Needy

'F'Ianning Arpa¥® |

Priority Needs

Ratonale

Ilinar Pnvironmeent

Increase nsape of parks nesr Good Hope
Estates
Add sidewslks in Cloverly to connest

Predominant land use 15 residentizl and

parkland. Sidewalks were requested by
many community members; however,

Cloverly neighborhoods and comomimity parks they are opposed by some members
» Provide ridewalks and 1andscaping in hecanse they increasa the degree of
neighborhoods Imperviousness levels in the Special
+ FEnhance Trolley Moscam Protection Arsas.
* FProvide sidevwealks and landscaping
» [mprove park and recreational fecilities Traffic concems by public, Suburban
Fairland e Trnprove roadway salely and coimumunity. Aesthetic improvements
pedestrianfbicyele aceess on Faifland Road | have heen freqnentty reqnestad.
s Brevitalize Burtongvillks
61 - Fairland/ | = E“‘P‘W pedzstrian/bicyele trails to Public requested improvements to
Beltsville and s Incresse otilization of and renovate several community ceniers. Parks are
Vieinity ity centers requediled by moany in communily,
. gﬁ meme pedestrizndhicvele trails to g; i mﬂ“ﬁ‘?”'ﬂ T-aTg-l:laTl:aH
60— = Improve i::l:m'inn-"bhycl: peths in Dp:rii:xm;ﬂﬂd I::Il]' i an gtgve
Northwestern | 0 drsin s bicycle/pedestrian pathe, recreational
Arca TMPrOVE SLOTT Eri 5y Siems facilities, and eahance protection and

CoMnTnuTilies
Provide strestscepe and landscape
Improrenents

preservation of historic and

archeological properties.

* R b Figeers Ned, Comigmity Fecilinies sad Sendoes [oute i)
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Table VI-3
Corridor 2 Environmental Stewardship Nafroal Ervironment Priority Needy
Watershed* | Priority Needs Rationsle
NMNatfural Environmend
¢ Daintin or reduce carrent level of
impervicos surfaces
¢ Maintzin coldwater fishery in Upper Paint | The sugsesied approach provides
Paint B : Branch Special Protection Area (8P A) consistency with 1acal watershed special
o Improve stresmn channel stshility and protection strategizs to redoce mnoft
aquotic hobiiai and irnprove holdlal,
* Reduce stonnwater peak flows o pre-
development levels
» Maintzin/preserve exiyting sireams with
grod bicic mn:ﬁl.irm:? , Prostection of exceplion agualic
N;rthw&st * Increae :Iand protect riparian kafters - mmr“.ﬂ; i TJ.'LEJJI:-lIE i
ranch s Improve instream habigat iribaries {8 recommmended
* Tmprove wildlile habilal condilions '
» Cominl invasive plant speies
* Increase and prodest foresied sreas,
wellands and ripardan bulTers 4
s Besiore fish passage by reroving hlocks pes Fc:rzjfu:ihmed m:;‘;;_qwm;:”
Rinclk Cresk ¢ Improve channel stability snd agquatic i
btk condilions that favor a watershed protection
» Tmprove wildlife habitat conditions approach.
¢ Coniml invasive plant species
¢ Refiove Loade inpuls 10l 50
¢ Bestore channzlized and concrete-lined Severs water quality problems leading
Indian Creclk channmels to overzll habitat degradation exist in
* Beduce slomnwilet peak Dows 1o pee- this heavily vibsirnced walershed,
development lavels
+ Eedoce stomnwater peak flows to pre-
devalopraenl levels Aquatic resources have been somewhal
Litile Paint ¢ Bestore channzlized and concrete-lined degraded by past development practices
RBranch chanmels while non-develoned aress need
s Increase and protect forestied sreas, praleciion,
wetlands and riparian buffers
* Procect source water quality for Rocky
LT g TESETVOT Measures taken to protect the water
Tpper Patuxent | * Decrease suspended sediment and nutrient | quality of the large public water supply
River inpmts and retain existing protection for
¢ Increase and protect dpardsn buffers contrbuting girsams 15 the major need.
* Improve waldlife hobilol condilions

* Hefer to fipure f-13, Study Area Waterihed Bovndaries Volwne 1)
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Table Vi-d
Corridor 2 Environmental Stewardship Human Ervironment Priority Needy
A Priority Needs Rationale
TCA
Human Envirogment
Planming area imade ap of dense
eommercial and residential
developrment. Commiundly sefved by
Vicinity of # Improve pedectrian access o transit facilitizs  diverse public transporation spsigm,
Gaithershorg = Create more pedestian/bicyels paths Safety concemns from public
reparding comrections between
communities and public
ransporialion.
Srnall aren made wp ol modstalely
denge regidential, commersial and
. Provide netural habitat cnhanccments near industrial development. Noed for
H]].E:L[:-m roisdwinys inopuved pedesboan access
T Create passive recreationsl ancas trangit, commergidl areas, and
parkland. Some arens have need lor
aesthetic improvernents.
Suhatantial armount of padkland
Improve padestrianhicyele aczess to Incal througheut planning area. Stremp
B parks desire from public for
Improvve park facilitics, rails, cic, pedestrianbicycl: access w perks
amd irmproving local porks.
Improve pedestrian'hicyele access 1o Suburban residential commumity
corninoialy Tacihilies and alomg roads wilh disiing] cormmercial cemiers,
» Acguire land for park and recreational use Public desire for improved
Olney = [ild Oloey master plan bikeways south of pedestdianticvele paths, Low-
M1 108 medium densityr residential
Meed [or additiomal commumly [ac hles in developrnenl. Hislorie properbes in
ares need of renovation Jocated in close
Rehabilitation of historic sites proximity to Cormtidor 2,
Pradorminant Tand uge is regidential
Majority of the lend in the plenning
Add pedestrian/bicycle paths dlongroads and 4% ""‘_J:"u;l::;:f'_ Pr;‘:;;‘gng oads
Aspen Tl ﬁ%ﬁilﬁ:ﬁfmma into comumanitics that connect 1o patks. Need for
protection and preservation of
historie and archenlagical
properliss,
Tredorminanl land wse i3 residenlial
Tnerease usage of parks near Crood Hope and parkland, Sidewalks were
Lislates requesled by many commuonily
Cluverly Add sidewalks in Cloverly to connect members; however, they are

neighborhonds and community parks
Provide sidewalks and landsonping in
ncighkorhonds

opposed by some memberys hecanse
they incrense impervioushess levels
in the Speeial Mrotection Arca
(SPA}.
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Table Vi-d
Corridor 2 Environmental Stewardship Human Ervironment Priority Needy
e Priority Needs Rationale

* Provide sidewsalks and landscaping

# [mprove park and recreational faci hties
Fairland « Improve roadway safety and
pedestrian‘hicycle accass on Fairland road

Trallie converns by public,
Suburban commuonity, Acathetic
irprovements ive been freguentdy

« Revitalize Burtomsville requested.
= Meed more pedestian'bicy cle treils to perks
60 — * Eﬁﬁ iﬁmﬁm’bﬂdﬂm n Scatlered residentin aress. Large
Nm:wemrn * Improve slorm drain Syslerns o commimwn dss N _i :'_E of WFH.EPm and gand and
Area gravel opsrations.

» Provide streetscape and landscape
Improvements

B Befer o Figure I A, Conpnunity Facilitios et Services (Teolume )
C. ES Opportunities Prior to the FEIS

ES opportunities gre the candidate restoration or enhancement projects proposed o address ES
needs. These incloda site locations where a need can be addressed. Opportunities may include
cxisting ageney projocts avwaiting fonding or new proposals. Theac opportonitics weorc identificd
through coordination with local, Siate, and Federal agencies in addition 1o the public at the en
formal informational workshops held since spring 2003,

The types of projects considered include. but were not limited to [fCC Ervirormerntal
Stewardship Techunical Memovandum, 1-270 to U8 T (SHA, 2004}

Providing pedestian'bicyele trails

Relmbilitation of histoulc stiuctures

Signige to1dentfy and direet imterest to cultural resources

Providing sidewalks for communities, schools and/or other community Facilides
Riparian butfer enhancement andfor reforcstation

Sbream restoration

Wetland creation, preservarion, sndfor enhancement

Stommwater management iMpIoYements

Special protection araa best managemeant Practices

Fish hlockage removal

= ® % ® # # ¥ # W *

The orginul ES opportunibes inventory  identified mome than 900 notural wmd  bouman
emvironmental priject opportunities. A number of these sites are already complete, onder design,
or under construcrion; however they were included in the inventory for purposes of macking
recent improvements and targeting restoration sreas. Table VI-5 sommanzes the number of sitz2s
ikemtified for each site type. Tlang these siter, sddibemal soreenmp bused on s entenwfmankimgg
gystem was pedformed o naow e move than 900 sites being considered for ES.
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Table VI-5
Summary of Opporiunitiey Inventory
Feature Type Number of Sites

Riparian Buller TnhancemenbRelomeslaltion 33
Stream Bestorztion 181
Werland Creatlon, Preservaton, andfor Enhiancerment 360
Storrrwaler Managernen L {SWM) Improvement L 154
Fish Blockage Removel a1
Special Protection Area Best Mansgement Practices 21
CommunityACultural Environment (approximale’) 130

TOTAL o0

L Ranking Criterla

All suggestions for ES opporfunities wenl through an initial sereening revision which remaved
several of the sites from further consideration hased on their ability 1o meet FS needs established
for each planning area. feasibility, and proximity to the study area. Those retained ES featuras
that were not remoyved in the inidal screening process were then rited bused on the BS rating
criteria developed in coordination with Federal, State, and local agencies to meet the BS goals,
These FS rating eriteriz included:

Envirenmental Benefir - rcfers to how the site wounld bencfit the community or warershed,
provide fngble results, and hink the project with other ES projects,

(hther Resosirces Impacted - refers to whether the enhancements at the sites would have adverse
impacts on the environment as a result of construction. Sites that would require creating o
substantial aroount of imperviouy surfaces in Special Protectdon Arcas (SPAR) were given a low
ranking,

Keverity of Need - refers to how much public benefit or support the project would have, This

criterion is a measure of how immediate the need is for the project and whether the project is
congistent with bocul goals and priorities,

Feayibiliy - refens to the extent of additions] siudics, engneenng, and Right-of-Way (ROW)
acquisition that would need 1o be completad before the project is conatrucied.

Cost - considersd the beneflt to cost ratio. High costs were not prohibidve for any of the
projeciy,

Relevance to the ICC Corridor - considered the proximity of each site to the ICC progect and its
relevance o the existing needs of each cowddor. Those sites not located within the selected
plamming areas or watershed boundaries for the study area were either removed from
consideration or given i low remking,
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Agency Covrdinalivn = Those natural envitonmental siewardship sites receiving o ramking of
five or less were removed from further comsideration.  Agency field tours were held hetween
March 2004 and Mar 2004 10 view those natural environmental stewardship sites that received a
ranking of six or higher, As a result of the ficld revicws and agency comments, ES packages
were developed for both Corrddors 1 and 2. An interagency meefing was conducted on April 20,
2005 1o further refine the packages. Ow-going data collection and agency coordination has
occurred since April 2005 and will continoe at the sites identified in the packages.

After the site screening process was applicd, the remaining sites were then assigned a numerical
ranking from one 10 ten based on their ability (o meet the established criteria,

2 Site Sereening and Field Tonr Resolis

The locations of the ES sites are depicted on Fienre ¥Vi-1 and Fignre VI-2. Descriptions of each
of these mtes are provided in Table VI-6. Additional information om these sites com be found in
Appeadic (¢ a5 well as he JOC Envirormeniod Stewoardship Technicad Memorandws, =270 o
U5 1 isHA, 204) prepared for this project.

a. Community and Cuoltural Sites

Those sites recelving a ranking of five or less were removed from further consideration. Agency
field tours were then held between March and May 2004 to view those sites that received a
ranking of six or higher, Bagad on the fiald tours, 22 human enviromment sites were salected for
further consideration. These included 17 community sites and Dve collum] resoonce siles shown
imthe DEIY. After the DEIS was complet2d, a more comprehensive ranking was applied for the
17 sites by examining the costbenefit. agency opinion. number of resources improved, and
additionzl adverse impacts that may occur for each site, Those sites receiving the highest
ramiking and staying within (he tola envinommental stewardship package costs Tor each conidor
were s2lectad for the priority environmental stewardship packapes for Corridor 1 and Corridor 2.
The community sites incloded pedestrian/icycle trails, sidewalks near schools, and a dop park.
The cultoral resowrce sitas ingloded improvements to several historic structures and crasting
signepe W dentily and direct iterest o vanows culiorl esowces.

b, Riparian Buffer Enhancement/Reforestation Sites

Proposed riperian buffer enhancementfreforestation projects congisted mostly of small iwolated
sites that did not offer forest connectivity or ripariim buffer benefits and were therefore
eliminated. Other reasons thar sites were eliminated included the presence of public utilities or
infrastructure, unwilling property owners. and planned development. In addition. several
opportunities previously identified in planning documents as good candidates were found during
field reviews to have already been reforested and were dropped from further comsideration,
Based on the resuls of 4 field evaluation, none of the riparian buffer and retorestation
opporunities were found to be satisfactory.
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. Sitream Resturation Sites

Patential stream restoration sites from the original inventory Tist were field evaluaied. During
thesa investipations, the sites were ranked to determine those most technically soitable and
feasible, Derails on the mnking provided for these sites are inchoded in the #OC Eavironmenial
Stewardship Technical Memorandum, 1-270 fo U5 T (SHA, 2004) prepared for thiz project,
Rased on this ranking, 26 sites were retained for degailed study for Corridor 1 and 13 sites were
retained for detailed stody for Corvidor 2 (Fable VI-6), Figure VI-T and Figure VI-2 identify
these sites for Corridor 1 and Covridor 2, respectively,

d. Wetland Creation/PreservationEnhancement

Based on field reviews, two potential wetland sites are being considered as candidate sites for ES
as listed in Table VI-6 and shown in Figure VI-1 and Figure VI-2, Additional details regarding
thwrses sites can be foumd in the SOC Envivommmental Stevardship Technical Memaorandum, 1-270
fer LIS T {SHA, 2004} prepared for this project.

i Stormwater Managemont Sites

Based on techmical suitabilicy amd fessibility ranking amd whether these sites could be linked oo
downstreamn stream restorabon ES sites, 16 stormwater management retroft sites are currently
heing considered as candidate FS sites for Corfidor 1 or 2 ES listed in Table V-6 and shown in
Figare VI-1 and Figure VI-2.

f. Special Protection Area Best Management Practices

Twenty-ome sites for Special Protection Ares (SPA) Rest WManagement Practices (BMP) ES <ifes
were examined. All of these sites mnked moderate to high under the technical criteria and
moderate 1o high under the teasibility screeming. Primarily, concerns pentain to feasibilicy
aspects such s operatton amnd maintenance, and public aeceptunce to chinges near povate
property. The Tncatim of the SPA BMP wites under comaideration are listed o Table VI-6 and
skown in Figere VI-T and Figure V1-2.

LA Fish Blockage Kemaoval Sites

Fish blockage removul projects are curtemtly being comsidered as part of stream restotstion
srtivities for the sites identified. Nine sites (NB-1, PB-108, NW-4, IC-48, IC-51, IC-57, IC-58,
MNW-113 aud PB-12B) have been idenified in Comidor | and tlwee sites (NB-1, PB-108 and
NW-4) 1n Comridor 2. All other potential fish blockages identitizd for the project are proposed in
the: conceptual mitigation package,
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3 Fuoiure Steps

The next step in the process is to conduct a detailed NEI'A assessment and technical stream and
wetland site assessments, as described in Chaper TV.F.7 Weters of the US including Wetlands.
The NEPA  assessments  desembed i this section will  also be comducted  for  the
Commumity/Cultural ES project. It i donnp this phake of the procesk that sites may be dropped
due to potential resource npacts of technical issues. If a site is diopped from consideration, a
site from the backup list will be brought forward for the same analysis. Please refer to
Tables VI-T and VI-8 for a list of backup ES sites for both Comdor | and 2, repsectively.
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Table VI-6
Environmental Stewardship Package
Watershed/ Potential |Potential ES
Site ID | Site Type | Master Plan County estoration| Impact ES Concept Alternative, Score
Boundary Units' | Units®
Community and Cultural Sites
The ES Concept at Site 16 is to provide a Class I
pedestrian/bicycle trail and paved shoulders along Old
. Gunpowder Road from MD 198 to Greencastle Road. This
16 mC::imClz;‘un.:gl Norll;\:;stem Prince George's ln::;fgge ¢ None ould benefit several of the surrounding residential 1 and 2 22
eighborhoods and furthers the County’s goal of
viding a continuous trail from Bladensburg to Laurel as
art of the Anacostia Trails Heritage Area Plan,
e ES Concept at Site 32 is to provide pedestrian/bicycle
ils along Needwood Road. Bicycles currently utilize the
Communi Upper Rock 9,000 way. This creates a dan s situation. The view
32 and Cultur?l P?Jreek Montgomery linear feet None m th)er roadway is aeslhetifaelrl;u appealing, and this trail land2 23
ould provide its users a safe route to access Rock Creek
ark and Lake Needwood.
¢ Frank was once open to vehicle traffic. Asphalt
oads and parking lots exist around the lake. These roads
Communi Upper Rock 5,500 d parking lots would be removed (approximately 6.87
3B | od Cultarst | Creok Montgomery | i car feet | NO"C  lc) ond reglaoed with approximatelg 550011 of 810 | 1amd2 | 24
oot wide asphalt trail. Turf and tree plantings would be
ed as a buffer.
e ES Concept at Site 2 is to provide improvements to the
oodlawn Barn. The Woodlawn Barn, selected for the
Community o istoric American Building Survey in the 1930s, is located
2 and Cultural Cloverly Montgomery | 1 building None the Montgomery County Heritage Area. It has been 1and 2 23
mmended that the barn be rehabilitated as a visitor
ter to serve as a trailhead for the Rural Legacy Trail and
gateway to historic Sandy Spring.
o _ Montgomery "he ES i?ncouzt at él‘;lilte 14(::*' Cis t:)‘d provide w.z:l);ﬁnn.df;nfnd ancldjmct
mmunity . gnage out the study area to identi
47 and Cultural N/A agic::‘l;el? N/A None terest to historic sites, heritage areas, and scenic/rustic land2 24
.
Environmental Stewardship \ADK




INTERCOUNTY
CONNECTOR

ICC

Table VI-6
Environmental Stewardship Package

Watershed/ Potential |Potential ES
Site ID | Site Type | Master Plan County estoration Impact ES Concept Alternative Score®
P | e 2 core
Boundary Units Units
Few sidewalks in area. Sidewalks needed on south side of
Community | Upper Rock 2,000 D 115 from Applewood Lane to crosswalk at Olde Mill
S-1 and Cultural Creek Montgomery linear feet In SPA un to connect to sidewalks already planned by land2 19
SHA/DPWT that connect to school.
Communit Northwestern . ,.| 2,000 linear Create sidewalks on south side of MD 198 between Van
$14 | 2nd Culuural Area |Frince George’s| g oy Nome  5usen Road and 11% Street, 2 18
The historic community landmark, Abraham Hall, would
receive improvements, such as repairing the termite
. damage. This structure was restored with public funds
49 mﬁg Sﬂ‘ﬁ;ﬁzy Prince George’s| 1 building | None [and opened to the public in 1991. With improvements, it 2 15
could potentially provide a location to be rented for small
events. The Maryland Historical Trust holds a
reservation easement on Abraham Hall.
Renovations are proposed to the historic house Falling
Community Green, which is owned by the Olney Boys and Girls Club.
29 and Cultural Olney Montgomery | 1 building None [The Maryland Historical Trust holds a preservation 2 15
easement for this property.
Construct Class I pedestrian/bicycle path along Layhill
. . [Road near Park Vista Drive. There is currently a sharp
50 ;ﬂ‘g‘;}‘;‘g’] Aspen Hill | Montgomery Z’wft’;‘;‘e” None [curve with no sidewalks on this stretch of Layhill Road. 1 21
Also a need to connect Longmead with Layhill Park.
One acre dog exercise area surrounded by secure fence in
Community East Norbeck Park of Northwest Branch Recreational
52 Olney Montgomery 1 acre None [Park. Montgomery County Dog Owner Group (DOG) 1 22
and Cultural b
would maintain.
Stream Restoration Sites
PB-37 is located in the headwaters of the Upper Gum
S 2700 2.700 Springs between Good Hope Road and Fireside Drive. The
PB-37 Restoration Paint Branch | Montgomery line’ar feet lme;aur feet ES concept for PB-37 includes stream restoration efforts 1and 2 22
(bank stabilization, floodplain creation, and habitat
enhancement).
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Site ID | Site Type

Watershed/
Master Plan

Boundary

County

Potential
estoration
Units'

Potential

Impact

ES Concept
Units’

Alternative

Score

Stream

PB-108 Restoration

Paint Branch

Montgomery

2,400
linear feet

PB-108 is located in the Left Fork subwatershed of the
Upper Paint Branch watershed. PB-108 is a tributary to
the Left Fork from south of the Craddock Street and Kings
House Road intersection. The concept for PB-108
includes stream restoration efforts (bank stabilization,
floodplain creation, riparian buffer enhancement, fish
blockage removal, and habitat enhancement).

2,400
linear feet

1 and 2

21

Stream

NB-2C | Restoration

North Branch
Rock Creek

Montgomery

4,900
linear feet

INB-2C is part of Williamsburg Run and is located
pproximately north of Gallagher Way, flowing west to
ashell Road in the Cashell Manor community. The
cept for NB-2C includes stream restoration efforts
ank stabilization, floodplain creation, and riparian buffer
cement).

4,900
linear feet

1and 2

20

Stream

NW-170 Restoration

Northwest Branch|

Montgomery

5,000
linear feet

is site includes the mainstem of Northwest Branch from
e southern boundary of the Northwest Branch Golf
ourse downstream to Bonifant Road. A portion of
atchellors Run that joins Northwest Branch within the
ite would also be included. The concept for NW-170
ncludes the following stream restoration efforts:
oodplain creation to provide energy dissipation of

5,000 sive flood flows, reduce erosive shear stresses, reduce
linear feet ichannel incision, and increase infiltration and groundwater
echarge; bank stabilization to provide energy dissipation
f erosive flood flows, reduce erosive shear stresses, and
educe bank erosion and instream sedimentation;

cing the riparian buffer; installation of woody debris

d other types of instream cover and gravel channel
aterial to enhance the benthic and fish habitats and
mmunities.

1and 2

20

Stream

PB-12B | Restoration

Paint Branch

Montgomery

2,000
linear feet

is portion of PB-12B is located on Hollywood Branch
flows southeasterly from Cannon Drive to Laurie
Drive. This reach has good potential to create floodplain.
The concept for PB-12B includes stream restoration
efforts (bank stabilization, floodplain creation, utility
conflict resolution, and riparian buffer enhancement).

2,000
linear feet

20
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Watershed/ Potential |Potential
Site ID | Site Type | Master Plan County estoration| Impact ES Concept Alternative, Score®
Boundary Units' | Units®

Site NB-1 is located entirely in Norbeck Meadows
Park/North Branch Stream Valley Park in the Norbeck
Estates community in Montgomery County. The reach is
known as the Cherrywood Manor Tributary and flows east
west from approximately 300 feet downstream (west) of]
Stream North Branch Monteome 2,800 2,800 ge Washington Drive to approximately 1,000 feet
Restoration Rock Creek BOMETY | Jinear feet |linear feet pstream of the confluence with North Branch Rock
reek, adjacent to Summertree Court. The concept for
-1 includes stream restoration efforts (bank
tabilization, floodplain creation, riparian buffer
enhancement, and fish passage restoration at existing
debris blockages).

NB-1 1and 2 19

Site PB-85 is a southerly flowing reach of the Paint
Branch mainstem that begins downstream of the
confluence with Little Paint Branch west of Autoville
Stream . . , 1,200 1,200 |Drive. There is the possibility to enhance the riparian
PB-85 Restoration Paint Branch - Prince George’s linear feet | linear feet buffer along the golf course. The concept for PB-85

includes stream restoration efforts (bank stabilization,
floodplain creation, utility conflict resolution, and riparian
buffer enhancement).

1and 2 19

RC-2 includes a headwaters tributary to Mill Creek
flowing north to south between Mill Run Drive, under
Founders Mill Drive, to the end of the west cul-de-sac of
Founders Mill Drive and a portion of the mainstem Mill

Stream Rock Creek Mont 2,400 2,400 (Creek flowing west to east between Shady Grove Road
Restoration 0c ¢ OMBOMELY | Jinear feet | linear feet jand Redland Road. The reaches are mostly within Mill
reek Stream Valley Park. The concept for RC-2 includes
tream restoration efforts (bank stabilization, floodplain
reation, riparian buffer enhancement, and habitat
nhancement).

RC-2 1and2 19
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Environmental Stewardship Package

Watershed/
Site ID | Site Type

Master Plan
Boundary

County

Potential
estoration
Units'

Potential

Impact
Units®

ES Concept

Alternative

Score

North Branch
Rock Creek

Stream

NB-3 Restoration

Montgomery

4,000
linear feet

4,000
linear feet

INB-3 is made up of two reaches, one on the mainstem of
anor Run entirely within Flower Valley Park, and a
ibutary on private property in the Flower Valley

unity. The mainstem Manor Run portion of NB-3
ows east to west from south of Hornbeam Drive to the
uence with North Branch Rock Creek. The tributary
ows southeast to northwest from Jasmine Drive to the
ainstem of Manor Run. The concept for NB-3 includes
tream restoration efforts (bank stabilization, floodplain
creation, riparian buffer enhancement, and habitat
enhancement).

1 and 2

17

Stream

Restoration Northwest Branch|

NW-50 Montgomery

1,000
linear feet

1,000
linear feet

INW-50 is the headwaters of Rolling Stone Tributary south
of the intersection of Stonegate Drive and Watergate Road
in the Stonegate community. The concept includes stream
restoration efforts (bank stabilization, floodplain creation,
riparian buffer enhancement, utility conflict resolution,
fand habitat enhancement).

1 and 2

17

Stream

PB-109 Restoration

Paint Branch | Montgomery

2,500
linear feet

2,500
linear feet

-109 is a headwaters tributary to the Good Hope
ributary in the Upper Paint Branch watershed. The reach
ows north to south from downstream of Windmill Lane

d Peachwood Drive to Good Hope Road. The concept
for PB-109 includes stream restoration efforts (bank
istabilization, floodplain creation, riparian buffer
enhancement, and habitat enhancement).

1 and 2

17

Stream

Nw-4 Restoration

Northwest Branch| Montgomery

3,800
linear feet

3,800
linear feet

INW-4 is the channelized portion of lower Rolling Stone
Tributary located mostly within Northwest Branch Park.
The reach flows north to south from west of Cricket Lane
the confluence with Northwest Branch. The concept for
-4 includes stream restoration efforts (bank
tabilization, floodplain creation, riparian buffer
cement, fish blockage removal, and habitat
nhancement).

1 and 2

16
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Environmental Stewardship Package
Watershed/ Potential |Potential ES
Site ID | Site Type | Master Plan County estoration| Impact ES Concept Alternative, Score®
Boundary Units' | Units®
INW-51 is the headwaters of Rolling Stone Tributary south
of the intersection of Stonegate Drive and Watergate Road
Stream 300 300 fin the Stonegate community. The concept includes stream
NW-51 Restoration Northwest Branchj Montgomery linear feet | linear feet frestoration e%:forts (bank stabilization, floodplain creation, 1 16
riparian buffer enhancement, utility conflict resolution,
jand habitat enhancement).
Stream . . , 500 500 [IC-50 and IC-51 are located on the mainstem of Indian
1C-50 Restoration Indian Creek  [Prince George’s linear feet | linear feet [Creek. IC-50 is a natural section of stream between ! 15
ificial sections downstream of East Maple Avenue. IC-
1 is the upstream portion of a concrete lined channel in
Stream 300 300 e vicinity of the Odell Road crossing. The concept for
IC-51 | peioration Indian Creek [Prince George’s linear feet | linear feet C-50 and IC-51 includes stream restoration efforts 1 15
concrete removal, bank stabilization, floodplain creation,
sh blockage removal, riparian buffer enhancement, and
abitat enhancement).
C-57 is located on the Indian Creek mainstem at Old
altimore Pike crossing, east of Maryland Avenue East,
Stream _ _ 600 600 est of §0merset Avenue in the Indi.an Creek Village
IC-57 Restoration Indian Creek [Prince George’s linear feet | linear feet [FOMMUMLY. The concept for IC-57 includes stream 1 15
restoration efforts (concrete removal, bank stabilization,
floodplain creation, riparian buffer enhancement, fish
blockage removal, and habitat enhancement).
IC-58 is located on the Indian Creek mainstem north of
Old Baltimore Pike, east of Frederick Avenue, and west of
Stream . . , 1,100 1,100 Somerset Avenue. The concept for IC-58 includes stream
IC-58 Restoration Indian Creek [Prince George’s linear feet | linear feet frestoration efforts (concrete r?;noval, bank stabilization, 1 15
floodplain creation, fish blockage removal, utility conflict
resolution, and riparian buffer enhancement).
IC-43 is located along Indian Creek south and east of a
Stream 1.000 1.000 box culvert under I-95 between the interchanges for MD
IC-43 Restoration Indian Creek [Prince George’s line’ar feet ]ine’ar feet 212 and MD 198. The concept for IC-43 includes stream | 1 and 2 14
restoration efforts (bank stabilization and floodplain
creation).
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Environmental Stewardship Package
Watershed/ Potential |Potential ES
Site ID | Site Type | Master Plan County estoration| Impact ES Concept Alternative, Score®
Boundary Units' | Units®
IC-48 is located upstream (west) of US 1 and north of
Stream 1.300 1.300 Highview Avenue in the Beltsville Heights community.
IC-48 Restoration Indian Creek [Prince George’s line’ar feet ]ine’ar feet The concept for IC-48 includes stream restoration efforts 1 14
(concrete removal, bank stabilization, floodplain creation,
fish blockage removal, and habitat enhancement).
IC-49 is located on the Indian Creek mainstem east of US
Stream . . , 500 500 (I and north of Sycamore Road. The concept for IC-49
IC-49 Restoration Indian Creek [Prince George’s linear feet | linear feet [includes stream restoration efforts (bank stabilization, 1 14
floodplain creation, and riparian buffer enhancement).
IC-56 is a tributary to the Indian Creek mainstem east of
01d Baltimore Pike, north of Talbot Avenue, and south of
Stream . . , 400 400 aryland Avenue East. The concept for IC-56 includes
1C-56 Restoration Indian Creek  Prince George’s linear feet | linear feet [stream restoration efforts (concrete removal, bank 1 14
tabilization, floodplain creation, and riparian buffer
nhancement).
-49 is the headwaters of Rolling Stone Tributary south
f the intersection of Stonegate Drive and Watergate Road
Stream 1,700 1,700 the Stonegate community. The concept includes stream
Nw-49 Restoration Northwest Branch Montgomery linear feet | linear feet frestoration efforts (bank stabilization, floodplain creation, 1 14
iparian buffer enhancement, utility conflict resolution,
d habitat enhancement).
INW-52 is a tributary to the Rolling Stone Tributary west
Stream 1.400 1.400 of Notley Road, north of Cricket Lane, and south of Nova
NW-52 Restoration Tiorthwest Branch| Montgomery lméar feet | Tin e’ar feet Court in the North Sherwood Forest community. The 1 14
concept for NW-52 includes stream restoration efforts
(bank stabilization and riparian buffer enhancement)
PR-61 is located in the Oursler Road Tributary
ubwatershed, a tributary to the Rocky Gorge Reservoir.
e reach flows south to north from the end of Qursler
Stream . 600 600 oad to the Patuxent River/Rocky Gorge Reservoir in the
PR-61 Restoration Patuxent River | Montgomery linear feet | linear feet Patuxent River Watershed Conslgvatioﬁ Park. The l'and2 14
oncept for PR-61 includes stream restoration efforts
ank stabilization, floodplain creation, riparian buffer
nhancement, and habitat enhancement).
Environmental Stewardship VI-19
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NW-102

Stream

Restoration

Northwest Branch|

Montgomery

1,500
linear feet

1,500
linear feet

INW-102 is located on Bel Pre Creek at the confluence

ith Northwest Branch, north of intersection of Randolph
oad and Kemp Mill Road. The concept for NW-102
cludes stream restoration efforts (bank stabilization,
oodplain creation, and riparian buffer enhancement).

13

NW-113

Stream

Restoration

Northwest Branch|

Montgomery

2,800
linear feet

2,800
linear feet

-113 is located upstream of NW-112 on Bel Pre Creek
ithin Northwest Branch Park, north of Osterport Drive.
The concept for NW-113 includes stream restoration
efforts (bank stabilization, floodplain creation, fish

blockage removal, and riparian buffer enhancement).

12

Wetland Creation Sites

RC-36

Wetland
Creation

Rock Creek

Montgomery

3 acres

<1 acre

C-36 is located north of I-370 across from Crabbs

ranch Way near Washington Grove. RC-36 is an inactive
arcel adjacent to a forested wetland situated in the
eadwaters of Mill Creek. The concept for this site is to
reate forested wetlands by tying into the existing
roundwater available in the adjacent forested wetland

d possibly redirecting surface water from the existing

tream.

1 and 2

16

LP-17

Wetland
Creation

Little Paint
Branch

Prince George’s

2 acres

<1 acre

P-17 is located at the southwest corner of MD 198
Sandy Spring Road) and Old Gunpowder Road within the
eadwaters of the Little Paint Branch. The concept for LP-
17 includes creating forested wetlands and restoring the
hannelized stream that flows along the western property
oundary. Of the total 6.5 acres, wetlands could be
stablished on 3.5 acres of the site based on hydrologic
d hydric soils indicators. 1.5 acres of this site will be
sed for mitigation for the I-95/Contee Road project and

1 and 2

erefore, 2 acres will remain for this project.

14
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Special Protection Area Best Management Practice Sites
-113 is located within the Colesville Farms Estates
velopment. The project concept is to address
Upper Paint 63 tormwater management on a micro-scale by constructin,
PB-113 | SPABMP Branch Montgomery acres None ultiple areas to fetain stormwater runoff based upon the:g land2 20
tribution of runoff from each parcel rather than the
d-of-pipe or cumulative runoff total,
-114 and PB-115 are located within the Peachwood
evelopment. Projects within the development consist of
onstructing existing grassy swales to provide
PB-114 Upper Paint 443 ioretention areas. The concept also includes the
and SPA BMP Igranch Montgomery acr.es None (construction of a bioretention area within Peachwood 1 and 2 19
PB-115 ark, at the end of Eastway Drive. The construction of a
ler bioretention area in Peachwood Park would be
easible with the implementation of micro-scale projects
treat the runoff upstream of the park.
PB-116 and PB-117 are located within the Fairland
Estates development. Stormwater runoff from Creekside
PB-116 Ubver Paint 1003 Drive and Cedar Creek Lane is not controlled. The
and SPA BMP Fl’granch Montgomery acre;s None [concept is to construct micro-scale projects such as land 2 20
PB-117 bioretention areas along grassy swales and a possible
bioretention area between Fairridge Drive and
Bridgewater Drive.
PB-118 is located within the Countryside development.
The concept is to construct a bioretention area between
Upper Paint 514 Ness Lane and the existing outfall and extending the
PB-118 | SPA BMP Branch Montgomery acres None  t catment area into the park to accommodate the roughly land2 20

106,000 ft> of volume to treat the first flush.
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PB-119 is located in the Fairland Farms development.
Only the uncontrolled drainage area would be treated
) Upper Paint 19.6 der this concept. The uncontrolled portion would be
PB-119 | SPA BMP Branch Montgomery acres None ated with existing grassy swales. There may also be an Land2 20
portunity to utilize an existing planted area within the
ulp Court cul-de-sac as a bioretention area.
PB-120 -120 and PB-121 are located within the Fairland Acres
Upper Paint 144 evelopment. The best opportunity for BMP treatment
P];fl IdZI SPA BMP Branch Montgomery acres None ay be an under-street/bioretention storage combination land2 20
the end of Fairland Acres Road and Apple Tree Lane.
PB-122 PB-122 and PB-123 are located within the Peach Orchard
Upper Paint 64.7 Heights development. The concepts for PB-122 and PB-
P];fl 1dz3 SPA BMP Branch Montgomery acres None 123 consist of reconstructing existing grassy swales to land2 19
rovide bioretention areas.
PB-124 PB-124 and PB-125 are located within the Gum Springs
and SPA BMP U%Jer Pa}almt Montgomery 57.6 None Farm de\;elopmmt. The concepts for PB-1i14 and PB-1.25 land 2 20
PB-125 ranc acres consist of reconstructing existing grassy swales to provide
bioretention areas.
PB-126 and PB-127 are located within the Sequoia
PB-126 Uvner Paint 16.6 development. The concepts for PB-126 and PB-127
and SPA BMP F].granch Montgomery acr.es None [onsist of reconstructing existing grassy swales to provide | 1and 2 20
PB-127 bioretention areas. There may be an opportunity to
construct a bioretention area just north of Harold Road.
PB-128 PB-128 and PB-129 are located within the Maydale
and SPA BMP Ul:g:oer Paint Montgomery 21.6 None deve_lopment. The concepts fc?r PB-128 and PB-129 _ 1and2 20
PB-129 ranch acres consist of reconstructing existing grassy swales to provide
bioretention areas.
PB-130 is located within the Good Hope Estates
) Upper Paint 74 development. The project concept would be to construct
PB-130 | SPA BMP Branch Montgomery acres None inline bioretention area below the existing outlet land2 19
tructure.
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Environmental Stewardship Package
Watershed/ Potential |Potential ES
Site ID | Site Type | Master Plan County estoration| Impact ES Concept Alternative, Score
Boundary Units' | Units®
PB-131 Upper Pain 12 bt gi4s dovolcpmert. The soucepts for PE 131 and B
pper Paint eights development. The concepts for PB-131 and PB-
P];fl ld 3 SPA BMP Branch Montgomery acres None 132 consist of reconstructing existing grassy swales to Land2 19
vide bioretention areas.
PB-133 is located within the Perrywood Estates
Upper Paint 80.1 development. The concept for PB-133 consists of
PB-133 | SPA BMP Branch Montgomery acres None reconstructing existing grassy swales to provide land2 20
bioretention areas.
Stormwater Management Retrofit Sites
urrently, agricultural runoff from the USDA-BARC East
Stormwater 330 arm, located at Powder Mill Road (MD 212) and
IC-84 | Management | Indian Creek (Prince George’s acres None nston Road (MD 201), flows toward Indian Creek. 1and2 23
Retrofit everal small BMPs are proposed such as biofiltration
s and SWM wetlands to improve water quality.
An existing dry pond exists on the Cherrywood tributary
Stormwater o North Branch Rock Creek th.at would be retrofitted to
NB-16 | Management | North Branch | Montgomery 192 <1 vide 1-year extended detentlon: 'I:he 'pond al.so has 1and 2 23
Retrofit acres acre veral. wetland areas currently existing; potential _
expansion of these wetlands for additional water quality
benefits is proposed.
Stormwater Existing dry pond at the north end of Hines Road and
NB-6 | Management | North Branch | Montgomery 234 <1 pouth ?f.MaCDuff Avenue. RFcommendations: (?onve;t 1and 2 18
Retrofit acres acre [the existing dry pond to provide extended detention with
micropool.
Stormwater 274 <1 Dry pond east of Cashell Road. Recommendations:
NB-7 | Management | North Branch | Montgomery Convert the existing dry pond to extended detention with 1and 2 18
acres acre .
Retrofit micropool.
Dry on-line pond on Bel Pre Creek in poor condition east
Stormwater 768 of Aquarius Avenue. Recommendations: Replace
NW-29 | Management [Northwest Branch] Montgomery None |embankment (new pond), create a large wet pond with 1 and 2 18
Retrofit acres extended detention and wetland. A good opportunity for a
regional pond.
Environmental Stewardship VI-23
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County-owned regional quantitative stormwater
Stormwater 1.200 management facility located south of Virginia Manor
IC-27 | Management | Indian Creek (Prince George's a:;res None [Road and east of Trolley Lane. Recommendations: 1 and 2 17
Retrofit Retrofit facility to provide 24-hour extended detention of
the 1-year storm frequency.
Stormwater 56 Existing wet pond on M-NCPPC property west of Custis
NB-11 | Management | North Branch | Montgomery None |[Drive and north of Pennforest Way. Recommendations: 1and2 17
acres L .
Retrofit [Landscape existing wet pond and repair rip-rap apron.
Wet Pond in Longmead Community, east of Travert Way
Stormwater land west of aniage Square Driv.e, 'with wetland ﬁ-inge. '
NW-32 | Management Northwest Branch] Montgomery 16 0.5 Recommendauogs: Lower the existing water surface in this 1and 2 17
Retrofit acres acres E::tpond to prowFle ﬂo'w attenuation for freq.uent ston.n.s.
e flow attenuation will help to reduce erosive velocities
the receiving stream.
xisting conditions: Dry pond in golf course within Naples
Stormwater " 05 or (!ommu. nit)';,la west ot: ;:y;tone Drive a:1d Cutstone
. ay intersection, that provides 2-year control.
NW-35 Mg:ggfl;tem Northwest Branch| Montgomery acres acres commendations: Provide opportunity for wetland 1and 2 17
stablishment and possibly extended detention to limit
wnstream velocities.
xisting conditions: Dry pond located north of Old
Stormwater altimore Roafi that provides 2-year control. N
NW-47 | Management [Northwest Branch Montgomery 28 0.25 com.mendauons. Reoonﬁgure outfall from existing pond 1 and 2 17
Retrofit acres acres y adding a reverse slope pipe to reduoe clogging and
erature concerns, and add a micropool and wetland, to
the extent possible.
Existing pond north of Treadway Road in Reddy Branch
Stormwater 493 Park. Recommendations: Retrofit existing facility to
PR-257 | Management | Patuxent River | Montgomery acres None freduce peak discharges of the very frequent events (6- 1 and 2 17
Retrofit month). Link with downstream stream restoration (PR-
253).
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Watershed/ Potential |Potential ES
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Stormwater ’6 os Dry pond l?c;ted east of;‘:opg Gr;en ]znf;ve that Pr?vidgjy 2-
X year control. Recommendations: Reconfigure existing
NW-39 Mageaﬁzztent Northwest Branchj Montgomery acres acres pond to include wetlands and extended detention to the l'and 2 16
extent possible to reduce downstream velocities.
Stormwater 79 Dry pond on M-NCPPC property at end of Buena Vista
RC-74 | Management | Rock Creek Montgomery acres None [Drive in Crabbs Branch Park. Recommendations: Convert| 1 and 2 16
Retrofit dry pond to extended detention marsh.
Wet pond located north of London Bridge Drive, south of
Stormwater Shamrock Ridge Road and west of Wimbledon [?rive that
NW-40 | Management Northwest Branch] Montgomery 35 ! currently provides ?—Xear oonuol..Recommendauons: 1 15
Retrofit acres acre  [Reconfigure the existing pond to include weﬂapds and
extended detention by expanding the pond horizontally,
fand include tree plantings along the edges.
A facility located upstream from Epsilon Drive is
Stormwater designed asa dry pond to provide 2-year qqantity control
RC-26 | Management | Rock Creek Montgomery 538 <1 (dramflgn_a area is 614 acres). Recommendations: Retrofit 1 15
Retrofit acres acre [the existing pond to attenuate small storm flows as well as
improve water quality control capabilities to the extent
ossible.
A small tributary carrying drainage from Old Cambridge
Stormwater R?ad at _tl_le east end of Coverefl Wagon Way that ex.hi.bits
NW-133 | Management [Northwest Branch] Montgomery 30 None fair fmbﬂlty dow.nstream location, I?Ut uPsuemn exhibits 1 and 2 15
Retrofit acres erosnon!degra(.iatlon. Reconnnendal{ons. Attenuate flows
o extent possible through construction of a BMP/ dry
Lwale adjacent to cul-de-sac.
xisting regional lake at Hallowell, east of Wintergarden
Stormwater 775 ay. Recommendations: Modify baseflow release from
PR-258 | Management | Patuxent River | Montgomery acres None e existing regional lake at Hallowell. Valve needs 2 15
Retrofit asonal monitoring and adjustment. Linked to
ownstream stream restoration.
Environmental Stewardship VI-25
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Stormate 2 plvground. Recommendaons: Rtrofitcry pond 0
. playgroun ecommen ons: Retro pon
PR-259 Mageaﬁzztent Patuxent River | Montgomery acres None pro{ﬂg(rie extended detention and reduce downstream 2 15
Cros10m.
Notes:

! Potential Restoration Units depend on the Site Type. For wetland creation sites, potential restoration units are in acres; for stream restoration sites, the potential
restoration units are in linear feet; for stormwater management retrofits and Special Protection Area Best Management Practices, the potential restoration units refer
to the drainage area treated in acres.

2 Potential Impact Units are the amount of impacts that could be incurred during construction of the project, in the same units as the Potential Restoration Units. Values
may decrease as design proceeds.

® The ES Score is based on the Environmental Stewardship Rating Criteria, scored overall from 1 to 25

* Stormwater retrofit in this location will be designed to maximize treatment within the area available, but may not provide treatment by 2000 Maryland Stormwater
Design Manual standards for entire upstream watershed.
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Table VI-7
Backup ES Sites for Corridor 1
Stream Restoration :’:Wr?:t;?i:z SWM/Retrofit Fish Passage = Community and Cultural
PB-93 LP-36 PB-112 RC-73, 75,76 & 77 RC-130A LP-25 52A
NW-9 NW-112 RC-59 PR-258 RC-81 & 82 LP-25A
LP-27 PR-253 RC-40 NW-38, 63 & 71 LP-26
RC-1&129  PB79 &89 NW-82, 114 & 130 NB-10
NW-102 PR-259 1C-24
Table VI-8
Backup ES Sites for Corridor 2
Stream Restoration :’:Wr?:t;?i:z SWM/Retrofit Fish Passage
PB-93 1C-50 PB-112 RC-73 1C-24 LP-25
PB-79 & 89 IC-51 RC-59 RC-26 NW-63 LP-25A
LP-27 IC-57 &58 RC-40 NW-38 RC-76
RC-1 1C-56 NW-82 LP-26
LP-36 1C-48 & 49 NW-40 NW-114
NW-112 NW-49 RC-130A NW-130
PR-253 NW-51 & 52 RC-75 NW-71
RC-129  NW-102 & 113 RC-77 RC-81
NW-9 NB-10 RC-82
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