Bureau of Environmental Health
8930 Stanford Bivd | Columbia, MD 21045

HOWARD COUNTY 410.313.2640 - Voice/Relay
HEALTH DEPARTMENT 410.313.2648 - Fax

1.866.313.6300 - Toll Free

Maura J. Rossman, M.D., Health Officer

MEMORANDUM
TO: Kent Sheubrooks, Chief
Division of Land Development
FROM: Jeff Williams S/«
Program Supervisor, Well & Septic Program
Bureau of Environmental Health
DATE: June 24, 2018
RE: WP-18-135

The Health Department has reviewed the above referenced petition and has the following
comments:

1. The Health Department has no objection with the assumption that the rear building is
also connected to public water and public sewer.

Website: www.hchealth,org Facebook: www.facebook.com/hocohealth Twitter: @HoCoHealth



Oswald, Hank |

From: Allen, Nancy

Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 10:17 AM

To: Oswald, Hank I
Subject: RE: Public Water and Sewer Inquiry

Good Morning Hank, I

7461 Montevideo Rd connected to public water and sewer 10/18/1979.
10002 Reed Lane is connected to public water only, install date 09/07/2006.

Please let me know if you have further questions.
Thank You,

Nancy Allen

nallen@howardcountymd.gov

From: Oswald, Hank
Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 10:01 AM

To: Allen, Nancy <nallen@howardcountymd.gove
Subject: Public Water and Sewer Inquiry

Hi Nancy:
Can you tell me when the following connected to public water and sewer:
« 7461 Montevideo Road

« 10002 Reed Lane
Thanks,
Hank

Hank Oswald

Licensed Environmental Health Specialist
Howard County Health Department
Bureau of Environmental Health

Well & Septic Program

8930 stanford Boulevard

Columbia, MD 21045

410,313.1786 (Office)

hoswald @howardcountymd. gov

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
This message and the accompanying documents are intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which they

are addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential, or exempt from disclosure under applicable
law. If the reader of this email is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are strictly prohibited from

1
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FAST TRACK PLAN
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HOWARD COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING
Division of Land Development

paTE: __June 11, 2018

Department of Planning and Zoning

1 Research
Resource Conservation (Historic/Ag Pras)
Public Service and Zoning Adminisiration
Address Coordinator

[ H

Agencies

Soil Conservation District

Department of Inspections, Licenses & Permits
Department of Fire and Rescue Services
State Highway Administration

Health Department

Public School System

Recreation and Parks

Office of Transportation

MD Aviation Administration

WSSC  (Non-Residential Oniy)

‘ ‘ ‘_x‘_“_;}_.l.h‘_,‘_h‘_;

DPZ File Mo,

EECEEETTT TTH B

_WP-18-135

Comprehensive & Community Flanning
Development Engineering Division
Other
File

See:

Tax Assessment

Werizon

BGE

Cable TV

Police

MTA

Finance

DPYW, Real Estate Services

OPW, Construction and Inspection
DPW, Bureau of Utilities

RE: 7461 Montevideo Road
ENCLOSED FOR YOUR = _____ Signature Approval \ Review & Comments _ Files
THE ENCLOSED = __ Qriginal Pre-Packaged Plan Set
Plans # of Plans Supplemental Documents
___ Sketch Plan Wetlands Report
- Prel Equiv Sketch Flan SoilsTopo Map/Drain Area Map
_ Preliminary Flan FSDIFCPANVorksheet and Applicatian
- Final Plat/Plat of Easement/RE Plat Declaration of Intent (Forest Cons)
____ Final Constr Plans (RDS) Drainage and/or Computation/Pond Safety Comps
__ Final Development Flan Preliminary Road Profiles
___ Gite Develocpment Plan APFO Roads Test/Mitigation Plan/Traffic Study
- Landscape Plan/Supplemental Plan Moise Study
____ Grading Plan Sight Distance Analysis/Speed Flow Study
___ House Type RevisionWalk-Thru Red-Line Floodplain Study
__ Water and Sewer Plan Stormwater Management CompsiGeo-Tech Report
Applications Industrial Waste Survey (DPW)
_15  Alternative Compliance Application _15 Road Poster Form Letter
_____ Planning Board Application Y Justification Letter
— ASDP/CSDP Application — Perc Plat
_ DED Application/Checklist Scenic Road Exhibits
__ DED Fee Receipt/Deeds/Cost Estimate Deeds
Photagraphs
. Overall Scaled Composite Retaining Wall Comps/Details
__ Water & Sewer Plans FPoster/Cammunity or HDC Meeting Information
_ List of Strest Names Route 1 Details/Summary
WAS: \'I Received Tentatively Approved Recorded
Received and Revised Approved On June 11, 2018
COMMENTS: SG.-E? YVl Due- 17 Working Days: T/6/18

Check, initial and return to the Department of Planning and Zoning if plan is approved with no comments.

DPZ STAFF INITIALS: KTE

Transmittal Form #9

rev - 11/08




Howard County Department of Planning and Zoning
Division of Land Development

ALTERNATIVE COMPLIANCE APPLICATION

[Alternative Compliance from Subdivision and Land Development Regulations]

Date Submitted/Accepted Lﬂ\l L\ \l‘. K DPZ File Number _|)P-1%- |35

Site Description
Subdivision Name/Property ldentification: _ 74-6]  MONTEVIDEO ROAD

Location of property: _ 744Gl  MOFTEVIDEY RoAD
(Street Address and/or Road Name)

COMMERTIAL  (( M-2 ) CoMMER CIAL ([ M=)
{Existing Use) (Proposed Usa)
43 |6 96 45t
(Tax Map No.) (Grid/Block MNo.) (Parcel Na.) (Election District)
M-Z 5.3 Ac.
{Zoning District) {Tetal Site Area)

Provide a brief site history including reference to all previously submitted or currently active plans on file with
the County (subdivision plans, Board of Appeals petitions, aiternative compliance petitions, etc.)

VIR

Alternative Compliance Request

In accordance with Section 16.104 of the Howard County Subdivision and Land Development Regulations, the
Department of Planning and Zoning, in conjunction with the Subdivision Review Committee may grant
alternative compliances or modifications to the minimum requirements stipulated within the
Regulations if it is determined that extraordinary hardships or practical difficulties may result from
strict compliance with the regulations, or if it is determined that the regulations may be served to a
greater extent by an alternative proposal.

In the area below, the petitioner shall enumerate the specific numerical section(s) from the Subdivision and
Land Development Regulations for which an alternative compliance Is being requested and provide a brief
summary of the regulation. Attach a separate sheet if additional information is appropriate.

Section R nce No. Summary of Regulation
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. Justification

All alternative compliance requests must be fully justified by the petitioner. Incomplete or inadequate

justification may result in rejection of the application at the time of submission. Justification must be

specific to the subject property. The justification provided by the petitioner should include all factors which

rationalize or substantiate the request in accordance with the following criteria:

a. Summarize any extraordinary hardships or practical difficulties which may result from strict compliance
with the Reguiations.

b. Verify that the intent of the Regulations will be served to a greater extent through the implementation of the
alternative proposal.

c. Substantiate that approval of the alternative compliance will not be detrimental to the public interests.

d. Confirm that approval of the alternative compliance will not nullify the intent of the Regulations.

PLEASE ATTACH A SEPARATE LETTER OF JUSTIFICATION TO SUPPORT THE ALTERNATIVE
COMPLIANCE REQUESTS.

V. Pre-Submission Meeting Requirements

PPPa,

PPy

PP

DLDI/AC

Community Meeting Requirement - If no previous subdivision plans and/or zoning or conditional
use petitions were processed, a pre-submission community meeting is required for the initial plan
submittal of all new residential development and for new non-residential development located within
200 feet of a residential zoning district or an existing non-residential development which is located
within 200 feet of a residential zoning district and proposed for a floor area expansion of more than
25% in accordance with Sections 16.156(a) and 16.128 of the Subdivision and Land Development
Regulations for alternative compliance of the site development plan requirement. [See DPZ policy
memo dated 3/22/04 for existing lots/parcels]. The property owner/developer must provide 3 weeks
advance notice regarding the community meeting's date, time and location to all adjoining property
owners identified in the records of the State Department of Assessments and Taxation and any
community association that represents the geographic area of the subject property by first class
mail; and sent electronically to any community association registered with the County for projectsin
a certain geographic area, the Howard County Council, and DPZ, which will place the meeting
notice on the DPZ's website. The developer shall send a copy of the minutes and written responses
to the meeting attendees and DPZ, either electronically or by first class mail. A certification that
meeting notices were mailed, contact information for the attendees and a copy of the
minutes and a written response with a dated return mail receipt or dated email attached to all
of the major comments recorded at the meeting must be submitted to DPZ along with the
initial plan application. The meeting minutes, including a written response to all questions,
shall be sent to all meeting attendees within 60 days of the meeting either electronically or by
first class mail [Council Bill 6-2011].

HPC Meeting Requirement - A pre-submission advisory meeting with the Historic Preservation
Commission is required for new development located within a Historic District or if the site contains a
historic structure (50 years or older) in accordance with Section 16.603A of the Howard County Code.
Verify this requirement by checking the Historic Sites Inventory list and maps available at the DPZ
public service desk or checking with the Resource Conservation Division. The property
owner/developer must contact the DPZ, Resource Conservation Division for the HPC scheduling
process and procedures. The property owner/developer must submit a copy of the minutes from
the HPC Advisory Meeting to DPZ along with the initial subdivision or site development plan
application.

MAA Meeting Requirement - For all proposed subdivisions or developments located within the BWI
Airport Noise Zone or the Airport Zoning District (4 mile radius from the center of the airport), the
review and approval by the Maryland Aviation Administration is required prior to signature approval of
final plan road and SWM construction drawings, and/or site development plans, or alternative
compliance approval of SDP. Please contact the MAA at P.O. Box 8766, BWI Airport, Maryland,
21240-07686, or (410) 859-7100. A copy of the MAA approval letter must accompany the submission
of the final road/SWM construction plan original drawings, and/or site development plan original, or
alternative compliance application.

-2. rev .Jung 2016




= =p=Pdi Design Advisory Panel (DAP) - A pre-submission advisory meeting with the Design Advisory Panel

is required for sketch and preliminary equivalent sketch plans that are submitted on or after November
3, 2008 for new development or redevelopment projects on parcels located in the U.S. Route 1
corridor that are zoned 'CE’, ‘CAC’ or 'TOD' or that adjoin the Route 1 right-of-way and that are
subject to the Route 1 Design Manual; on parcels located within the U.S. Route 40 corridor that are
zoned "TNC' or that are subject to the Route 40 Design Manual; on parcels which age-restricted adult
housing is to be constructed pursuant to a conditional use; on redevelopment parcels located in the
New Town Village Centers with boundaries proposed by a property owner or established by the
Zoning Board or County Council; and for revitalization and redevelopment of Downtown Columbia in
accordance with Sections 16.1501 and 16.1504 of the Howard County Code. The property
owner/developer must contact the DPZ, Division of Comprehensive and Community Planning to verify
this requirement and for information concerning the DAP meeting scheduling process and
procedures. The property owner/developer must submit a copy of the DAP project design
recommendations to DPZ along with the initial subdivision plan application.

V. Plan Exhibit

A

DLDVAC

NN

hhwh

NN

Number of Copies Required

The alternative compliance application must be accompanied by copies of a detailed plot plan, subdivision
plat or site development plan (15 sets of the completed alternative compliance application and plan
exhibit if the subject property adjoins a County road; 19 sets for properties adjoining a State road).

In instances where the alternative compliance request concemns an approval extension or if an associated
plan is in active processing, only 2 sets of plans are required along with 15 or 19 copies of the application
form. Plans must be folded to a size no larger than 7-1/2" x 12". The pre-packaging of plans and
supplemental reports by SRC agency will be permitted by DPZ provided that each package
contains a cover letter which itemizes all plans, reports and documents included in the package.

Please be advised that all plan application submissions are ACCEPTED BY

APPOINTMENT ONLY. All plan submission appointments must be scheduled with the Division
of Land Development at {(410) 313-2350.

Plan applications are available on the DPZ website at https://howardcountymd.gov/Departments/Planning-
and-Zoning/Land-Development.

Plan Requirement C li

The detailed alternative compliance exhibit, plot plan, subdivision plan or site development plan must
indicate the following required information relevant to the alternative compliance request to ensure
acceptance of the alternative compliance application for processing.

1. Vicinity map scale 1" = 2,000 indicating and identifying the total boundary of the property, exact site
location, vicinity roads and north arrow.

Bearings and distances of property boundary lines for the entire tract and size of tract area.

North arrow and scale of plan.

Location, extent, boundary lines and area of any proposed lots.

Any existing or proposed building(s), structures, points of access, driveways, topography, natura!
features and other objects and/or uses on the subject and adjacent properties which may be relevant
to the petition; i.e. historic structures, cemeteries or environmentally sensitive areas.

Delineation of building setback lines.

Delineation of all existing public road and/or proposed street systems.

Identification and location of all easements.

Approximate delineation of floodplain, streams, wetland and forested areas, if applicable, and/or

©oNm
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VL.

provide a professional certification that environmental features do not exist on the property.
,,gg}_m Road profile to evaluate sight distance, if the application includes a request for direct access to a
' /‘ maijor collector or more restrictive roadway classification.

11. Any additional information to allow proper evaluation (e.g. for altemative compliance to wetland
buffers an alternative analysis and mitigation proposal are needed,; for alternative compliance to SDP
requirements where there is no subdivision of land, an APFO Roads Test evaluation may be needed,

. for alternative compliance of final plat or SDP, a copy of property deeds to confirm legal creation or

JZ status of property is needed).

12. Photographs, perspective sketches or cross-sections as necessary to adequately portray the

alternative compliance request,

_\j_ 13. The exhibit plans should be highlighted to accurately illustrate the requested alternative compliance(s)
to allow proper evaluation (i.e. proposed grading, tree clearing or other disturbances within
environmentally sensitive areas or buffers).

l 14. Submit 2 sets of photographs for all existing on-site structures.

pr_q 15. ldentify the location of any existing wells and/or private septic systems.

pl 1l 16. Route 1 Manual
Compliance with the Route 1 Manual is required for new development and some alterations or

enlargements located in the CE, TOD and CAC zoning districts and for other zoning districts located
within the Route 1 corridor. All plan submissions, beginning with the initial subdivision or site
development plan, shall show all applicable streetscape, site and building designs responding to the
Route 1 Manual's requirements and recommendations. All plan submissions shall provide a written
summary of how the pro 0s design achieves the objectives of the R Manual. Also, buildi

| i ' i i with the initial subdivision or

17. Route 40 Design Manual
ﬂ Compliance with the Route 40 Design Manual is required for new development and redevelopment
projects located in the Traditional Neighborhood Center (TNC) zoning districts and on parcels located
within the Route 40 Corridor as defined in the Route 40 Design Manual. All plan submissions within
the Route 40 corridor, beginning with the initial subdivision or site development plan, shall show all
applicable streetscape, site and building designs responding to the Route 40 Design Manual's
requlremants and racummendatluns ﬂ[ﬂl_an_sgngjgsmns mthm the Rnum 5& mmda[ ;ngll Ql‘ﬁde

_njj_a_l_ $uhdw:slg_ﬂ nr site mlgnment gigu ;uhmnssmn:

L 18. Property Deeds — Information to confirm the legal creation or status of the property to be improved.
(Copy of deeds from Howard County Land Records Office or record plat name and recording
reference number). A complete chronological deed history is required for all deeded residential
properties. Provide 2 copies of the recorded deeds for the subject property tracing its history
back to 1960.

_;Z 19. Please complete the following:

A pre-submission meeting was held with DPZ on "f/ Z 6/ 15 with
[date]

EAT BROpKS FULIA PoorE , if applicable.
[DPZ, Director, DLD Division Chief or other SRC representatives]

Fees

The Alternative Compliance application fee shall be in accordance with the adopted fee schedule. All checks
shall be made payable to the Director of Finance. The petition will not be accepted for processing until the
fee has been paid. Incomplete, incorrect or missing information may result in the rejection of the
application and could cause additional time to be required to revise the application for resubmittal and re-
review. For more information or questions, contact DPZ at (410) 313-2350.

DLDVAC -4} rev June 2016




Vii. Owner's/Petitioner’s Certification

VWE the undersigned fee simple owner(s) hereby make application to the Howard County Department of
Planning and Zoning to provide an allernative compliance request of the minimum requirements of the Howard
County Subdivision and Land Development Regulations. The undersigned hereby cerifies the information
supplied herewith is correct and complete, confirms that the regulations and policies as referred to in the
attached are understood, and authorizes periodic on-sile inspections by the Howard County Subdivision
Review Committee agencies. “If the applicant is the owner's agent, written documentation from owner
granting that authority is required at the time of the submission.

s/ za19 & kil

’ (Date) (Signature dPHi:nn

Mt ¢ Qad{ﬁw&g @ Lo, P Aases ?L&cln Frocly
(Name of Property Owner) (Name of Petition Preparer, Surveyor/Engineering/Architect

or Agent/Developer

2942 5‘]‘0& 1 Dave 6339 HOWARD | AvE

(Address) Address)

fafts Choed VA 22od?. ELKRIPGE Mp. 21075~

(City, State, Zip Code) {Cihl' State, Zip Code)

eamai 1VIS(2 }m(mm o nsfriciond\e O Perh Qqébm' (o

103 5350792 Y027 500 Gt 230 Y. FE- 1562
{Telephone) (Fax) (Telephone) (Fax)
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Howard County Department of Planning and Zoning
Division of Land Development

INITIAL SUBMISSION
ALTERNATIVE COMPLIANCE WORKSHEET
(For DPZ Use Only)
Project Name DPZ File No.
DPZ Plan Reviewer Submission Date
Plan Consultant Representative Time
l.

[Maximum fee uf SEED for Agricultural F'reﬁawatiun paroals}

Application Requirements Indicate Yes, No or N/A

a. Application is complete ... :

b. Required number of plans and applinatmns are pruwded

____Plans (15 sets on County Road or
____ Applications 19 sets on State Road)

c. Suppaamentar Information is provided ...

d. Certification of pre-submission cammumty rneetmg and su.urr'nr'rlaryr -:af Gﬂmmuﬂﬂ‘f
comments with dated responses to all meeting attendees within 60 days is prtmded
and three week notice given to DPZ and County Council, if applicable ...

e. Certification of pre-submission HPC advisory meeting far new projacts in
Historic District or listed in Historic Sites Inventory ...

f. Photographs of existing structures (for Historic Preservation Rawew}

g. MAA Approval Letter (if applicable)...

h. Written summary of Route 1 ManuaI!Route 41'.‘! Daslgn Manual mmpinanc& {rf appln::]

i. DAP project design recommendation for Route 1/Route 40 projects ... - _—

Fee Computation Fee
Number of alternative compliance sections requested .............

Base Fee for first two alternative compliance sections {H&ﬂ}
Fee for each additional alternative compliance section (___ additional alternative mmpi:ancﬂa x $50 each)

TOTAL

Certification
Cash Receipt No. Amaount
SAP Acct 1000000000-3000-3000000000-PWPWOO0O0000000000-432530

Check issued by

__ Alternative Compliance application is accepted for processing.
___ Scheduled SRC meeting date.
___ Alternative Compliance application is rejected.

Reason:

— Resubmission is accepted. Date Staff initials

Comments/Notes

DLD/AC -6~ rev June 2016




FSH Associates

June 4, 2018

Mr. Valdis Lazdins, Director
Howard County Department of
Planning and Zoning

Howard County, Maryland
3430 Courthouse Drive

Ellicott City, Maryland 21042

Re: 7461 Montevideo Road
Lots 3 and 4
Plat Book 5 PAGE 25
Tax Map 43 Grid 16 Parcel 96

Dear Mr. Lazdins:

On behall of our Client, 7461 Montevideo Road LLC, we are submitting herewith an
alternative compliance application from sections 16.115. (¢). (2)and 16.116. (a) of the
subdivision and land development regulations.

Qur justification for this alternative compliance request is as follows:

On March 7, 2017 our Client purchased the property. The property consists of two (2)
lots {lots 3 & 4), is approximately 3.3 ac. in size and is zoned M-2. At the time when the
property was purchased, it contained an existing business within the existing structure at the
front of the property an access driveway to Montevideo Road that was relocated, due to the
vertical realignment of Montevideo Road in front of the property from its original location and
moved closer to the stream by Howard County. Please see the attached statement from our
Client regarding existing site conditions at the time of property purchase.

Our Client is a contractor and he purchased this property to be used as a local hub for
construction activities in this area, to store construction equipment and have an onsite repair
shop for his own equipment maintenance.

During the establishmemt stages of the business on this site our Client rehabilitate an
existing old structure located in the middle of the property along the eastern boundary line and
turned it into a maintenance shop, He constructed a short (under three 3 feet high) timber
retaining wall, he constructed an approximately 100° X 20° “carport” to provide a roofed
structure to park equipment, he created a gravel storage yard for equipment and materials.
While creating the gravel storage yard our Client replaced old drainage pipes and piped
portions of an existing stream under the gravel area that he created and also inadvertently
encroached onto the neighbor’s property, parcel 586, 7525 Montevideo Road, located to the
east. Our Client also installed a new deck and viny! fence in the rear of the existing structure
that is located at the front of the property.



http:i"',-el.u.:.n.gc
http:property_sl.ts

A citation was issued 1o our Client by Howard County for constructing without permits.
Since the stream and wetlunds were disturbed FSH advised our Client to contact MDE and
schedule a site visil 10 evaluate the extent of environment impact.

On 2/26/2018 we held a site meeting in which FSH Associates, MDE and Howard
County participated in. MDE cited our Client for disturbance of wetlands and stream. On
3/8/2018, with MDE on site, we performed exploratory testing to determine the outline of the
wetlands under the gravel cover. Enclosed herewith is a plan exhibit that outlines the corrective
measures that are required to take place and that were reviewed and approved by MDE. A
supplement e-mail from MDE that spells out the restoration requirements is also enclosed
herewith.

On our enclosed plan exhibit, we are delineating 4 focus areas that had disturbance
occurred or will require disturbance in order to comply with the required restoration activities
of the wetlands and stream that pertain (o this alternative compliance request are:

Due to the vertical realignment of Montevideo Road the existing asphalt entrance was shified 10
the north and constructed by Howard County. The timber retaining wall that was constructed by
our Client intended 10 protect and stabilize the access between the existing car port on the side
of the front building and a non-stable slope facing the stream. A 25-26 feet stable gravel area
allows for safe access 10 the rear of the property. The timber retaining wall keeps this access
from eroding and stable,

The area defined on the exhibit as a wetland restoration area will require removal of the
existing gravel and re-establishing wetland vegetation within the defined limits. In addition the
off-site wetlands restoration area is also defined as a forest conservation retention area under F-
17-034 plat #24068 and SDP-16-064. Therefore trees will be planted offsite to restore the arca
1o a Forest.

AREA J3:

Per MDE's direction, the existing 24™ HDPLE pipe segments on both sides of the “pre-existing™
24" RCP pipe will be removed and a vegetated open channel will be established to replicate the
stream channel,

AREA 4:
Existing gravel within the 50 foot stream bank buffer will be removed and re-vegetated with
seed and mulch.

On behall of our Client we are requesting an alternative compliance from section
16.115. (¢). (2) to permit minimal disturbances in the floodplain for the purposes of removing
an existing 24” HDPE pipe and restoring an open stream channel and stable outfall.

Permitting this ahernative compliance request will allow to restore a piped stream and
revert it to open channel flow as directed by MDE.

An alternative compliance from section 16,116. (a) is requested to:

. Allow keeping an under 3 feet high timber retaining wall and gravel access to the rear
of the property. The width of the gravel access drive between the retaining wall and
comer of the existing carport is approximately 25° wide, Per design manual volume 111
24" is the minimum width of a commercial access drivewny. The physical location of
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the driveway is dictated by the location of the existing entrance that was shified to its

current location due w the vertical realignment of Montevideo Road and constructed by

Howard County. There is no other practical location along the frontage of the propenty

that can accommodate safe access to the property. Therefore the requested relief 1o

allow the encroachment of the timber retaining wall and gravel drive is the minimum

necessary to be able to derive safe access to the rear of the property.

Allow to keep the existing 1007 X 20" “carpon”™ within the wetlands and wetlands

buffer. We are requesting to allow keeping the “carpont” structure in its location.

Since no additional structures or construction are proposed on this site, removal of the

carport and relocating it 1o a location that is relatively Nat and that can accommodate

this structure will result in removal of large trees that could be saved. On behalf of our

Client we are requesting that in lieu of moving the structure or parts of it, our Client

creates more wetlands, to mitigate for the difference.

3. To keep the storage yard usable, on behalf of our Client, we request to allow 1o keep
the existing gravel within the 50° stream and 25° wetland buffers. Having to remove all
gravel from the 507 stream and 25" wetland bufTers arca will result in o non-usable
storage vard. Creating a new usable, relatively Mat storage vard will result in grading
and trees removal that can be avoided.

]

Since the pre-existing stream crossing was in place and the equipment repair shop is
already existing and established. On behalf of our Client we are requesting to allow the
existing crossing and small portion of the repair shop be within the newly restored stream
buffer, Per MDE the pre-existing crossing is allowed to stay, This crossing allows our Client
reasonable access 1o the rest of his property and to the equipment repair shop that is an integral
part of his business for maintenance of equipment. Not allowing the pre-existing crossing to
remain, will deprive our Client access to usable land. Without this access/crossing, more than
3/4 of the property will not be usable.

Allowing 1o keep the repair shop and concrete pad at their current location, and since
our Client does not intend 1o construct additional structures on site. no additional construction
activities that will trigger grading and tree removal will be required therefore minimizing on
site environmental impacts,

Removal of gravel within the stream bank buffer in the rear of the property (area 4) is
proposed to comply with the regulation and 1o reduce impervious areas.

At the site development plan stage, for stormwater management benefit we may find

some additional gravel areas in the rear of the property that may be removed and replaced with
vegetation.

Should you have any questions or need additional information, please let me know,

Sincerely,
FSH Associates, LLC

S hadia § Gac Y,

Zacharia Y. Fisch P.E.

£ il
File. 4059
SOWORE Docoments FSH Assocumtesidob |etters\Lardins'Lasdins-Palenca-Montevideo Road docx
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Palencia

Construction LLC
2842 Stuart Drive, Falls Church, VA 22042
703-538-0992
vis@palenciaconstructionllc.com

Re: 7461 Montevideo Road site conditions at the time of the property purchase

At the time this property was purchased the property had a building located in the front, a smaller
building structure towards the rear of the property and a shed. Both buildings received upgrades
such as new windows, doors, paint and new finishes, the building located at the front of the
property had a deck and a fence installed, the building located at the rear had a concrete pad
added to the building, and exterior upgrades. The shed was demoed. We also added an open
carport to the property, this new addition is located behind the front building. There was an old
stream crossing pipe that ran across the property, these pipes were rusted and falling apart so
we had them replaced with new black corrugated pipes. The back of the front building had a big
area of around 150 feet graveled and there was a pathway of about 12 feet wide leading to the
rear building, the rear building had approximately 50 feet of gravel, the rest of the gravel we
added to accommodate access to other areas of the property.

Should you have any additional question please do not hesitate in contacting us.




Zach Fisch

From: Zach Fisch

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 1:45 PM

To: Buschman, Eric; ksheubrooks@howardcountymd.gov; Boone, Julia; Edmondson, Chad
e Ivis Tapanes; Walter Palencia

Subject: 7461 Montevideo road.

Minutes of meeting:

Meeting date: 4/26/2018

Meeting Time : 11:00

Attendees : 1.Kent Sheubrooks , chief , Division of land Development ( DLD )
2.Chad Edmondson , chief , Development Engineering Division ( DED )
3.Eric Buschman , DLD,
4.Julia Boone , DPZ , Zoning administration,
S.lvis Tapanes , Palencia construction.
6.Walter Palencia , Palencia construction
7.2ach Fisch , FSH Associates.

On behalf of our client, Palencia construction, FSH presented a wetland and stream restoration plan that was reviewed
and approved by MDE with specific planting and stream restoration requiremants to be depicted on a site development
plan { SDP ),

The SDP will be prepared and submitted for review through the Howard county SDP review process. In the meeting we
concluded that prior to submitting a complete SDP, an Alternative compliance application should be submitted , The
Alternative compliance application will seek relief from the regulation to allow some environmental impacts assoclated
with existing structures and gravel surfaces that were constructed without approved plans/permits,

Kent suggested that a meeting with the planning director be held prior to submitting the Alternative compliance
application .

In addition, after the Alternative compliance and subsequently , the site development plans are prepared , FSH will file a
JPA with the state to permit the stream and wetland restoration and any impacts for which relief is requested. Also, FSH will
assess if in addition to wetland restoration on the adjacent property to the east, any trees need to be planted so the

offsite disturbed area can continue to qualify as a forest retention area.

Should you have any questions or have any comments to this summary please let me know.
Sincerely

Zacharia Y. Fisch P.E , Principal
FSH ASSOCIATES LLC

6339 Howard Lane

Elkridge MD 21075

Tel. (410)567-5200 EXT 230
Fax.(410)796-1562

E-mail z fischi@fsheri.com

“This email message is inlended only for the eddressee and may contain confidential and/or privileged mafenial. Any interception, review, retransmission,
dissemination, or other use of, or faking _::fm,r action upon this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited by lew and
may subyject them to crminal or civl kability. If you received this communication in error, please contact us immediately af (410) 567-5200 and delete the
communication from any compuler or network system. Althaugh this e-mail (including attactiments) is befleved to be free of any virus of other defect thal
gt na_glathvofy affect any computer system into which it is received and opanad, it is the fasponsibility af the recipient to ensure that it is wirns fres, and no
responsibilly (s eccepted by the sender for any loss or damage arising in any way in the event that such & virus or defect exists
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Zach Fisch

From: Sean McKewen -MDE- <sean.mckewen@maryland.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 10:25 AM

To: Zach Fisch

Cc; Punam Tyagi -MDE-; Steve Huber; ivis@ palenciaconstructionllc.com; James Craig -MDE-;

Debra Correia -MDE-; Paula Stonesifer -MDE-; Kirk, Bryan; Buschman, Eric; Boone, Julia;
Allen, Sean P.; Raolls, Steve

Subject: Re: 7461 Montevideo Road (Howard County)- Inspection report 3/3/18
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Good morning and thank you for an opportunity to review the plan. We've a few comments relative to nontidal
wetlands.

1. The area indicated in red as the wetland restoration area is acceptable. The limits look correct to us.

2. We will need to see a planting plan listing the species and number of trees/shrubs. The plan must also
include an appropriate shade tolerant wet mix of emergent vegetation both for stabilization and vegetative
diversity.

3. The plan suggests that the landowner wishes to apply for an authorization to leave a portion of the wetland
fill by seeking an after-the-fact authorization. Before considering that proposal, we would first want to hear
from the County with regard to whether they will allow the open-sided shed to remain. If the County
indicates that it can be approved, then an application would have to be submitted. Be advised that there are
alternatives which would have avoided all wetland impact had an application been submitted prior to
construction. Explaining why none of those alternatives (specifically size, location and/or orientation) are
feasible will be a tall hurdle to clear.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss the matter further, please let us know.
Sean
Sean McKewen
Western Section Chief
Nontidal Wetlands Division
Maryland Dept. of the Environment
301.689.1493
240.362.2140-cell
On Fri, Apr 6, 2018 at 2:39 PM, Zach Fisch <z.fischi@fsheri.com> wrote:
Punam,

Attached please find 3 pdf of the environmental restoration plan for the 7461 Montevideo road property.

Hard copies will be sent out to you by mail on Monday.
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Zach Fisch

e e e ———

From: Punam Tyagi -MDE- <punam.tyagi@maryland.gov>

Sent: Thursday, April 19, 2018 10:35 AM

To: Sean Mckewen -MDE-

Cc: Zach Fisch; Steve Huber; ivis@palenciaconstructionlic.com; James Craig -MDE-; Debra
Correla -MDE-; Paula Stonesifer; Kirk, Bryan; Buschman, Eric; Boone, Julia; Allen, Sean P,
Rolls, Steve

Subject: Re: 7461 Montevideo Road (Howard County)- Inspection report 3/3/18

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Zach, in addition to Sean's comments compliance have few comments in regards to the restoration plan.

1. E& S controls and the details should be included in the restoration plan.

2. More details about the HDPE pipe that will be removed, i.e. length of the pipe and impacts of the disturbed area
should be included in the drawings. Please explain how you plan to restore the impacted area.

3. During the process how you will manage the water in the stream, please explain if you plan to install water
diversion/dewatering method. If ves, please provide details.

4. What equipment will be used to remove the fill and to remove the pipe from the 100 year floodplain and
nontidal wetlands and waterway.

5. As mentioned by Sean we would like to have planting plan and site stabilization plan.

6. Sequence of construction for all the items should be included in the restoration plan.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks

Punam Tyagi -ECS [V

WSA/Compliance Program, Western Division
91 Eastern Blvd.

Hagerstown MD 21740

office: (301) 665-2893

Fax: (301) 665-2848

On Tue, Apr 10, 2018, 10:25 AM Sean McKewen -MDE- <sean.mckewen{@marvland.gov> wrote:

Good moming and thank you for an opportunity to review the plan. We've a few comments relative to nontidal
wetlands.

1. The area indicated in red as the wetland restoration area is acceptable. The limits look correct to us.

2. We will need to see a planting plan listing the species and number of trees/shrubs. The plan must also

include an appropriate shade tolerant wet mix of emergent vegetation both for stabilization and vegetative
diversity.


mailto:MOE-<sean.mckeW(n@maryland.go"o-wrote

3. The plan suggests that the landowner wishes to apply for an authorization to leave a portion of the
wetland fill by seeking an after-the-fact authorization. Before considering that proposal, we would first
want to hear from the County with regard to whether they will allow the open-sided shed to remain. If the
County indicates that it can be approved, then an application would have to be submitted, Be advised that
there are alternatives which would have avoided all wetland impact had an application been submitted prior
to construction. Explaining why none of those alternatives (specifically size, location and/or orientation) are
feasible will be a tall hurdle to clear.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss the matter further, please let us know.
Sean
Sean McKewen
Western Section Chief
MNontidal Wetlands Division
Maryland Dept. of the Environment
301.689.1493
240.362.2140-cell
On Fri, Apr 6, 2018 at 2:39 PM, Zach Fisch <z.fisch(@fsheri.com> wrote:
Punam,
Attached please find a pdf of the environmental restoration plan for the 7461 Montevideo road property.

Hard coples will be sent out to you by mail on Monday.

Should you have any questions please let me or Steve Huber know,

Thank you.

Zacharia Y, Fisch P.E , Principal
FSH ASSOCIATES LLC

6339 Howard Lane

Elkndge MD 21075

Tel, (410)567-5200 EXT.230

Fax.(410)796-1562

E-mail z fisch@fsheri.com
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GENERAL NOTES

1) A BOUNDARY SURVEY WAS NOT PERFORMED.

2) BEARING AND DISTANCE OBTAINED FROM LIBER 14389 FOLIO 429/430
3) TAX MAP 43 PARCEL 9.

4) PLAT No.J-4148B-04, CAPITAL PROJECT No. J-4148B

5) FIELD WORK COMPLETED ON 12/28/17 AND MARCH 2016.

SITE INVESTIGATION NARRATIVE

Thia plan serves to oddress the restoration efforts required to re-establish wetlands and
waterways that were impacted as a result of development operations on the site and off
the site. Fill material, including sand gravel and soil had been placed and a 24 in. HDPE
pipe had been installed within o strearm channel to expand an existing gravel parking and
equipment storage yard in September— October of 2017. Grading and filling of a nantidal
wetland hod also occcurred on the adjocent property (7525 Montevideo Road, Parcel 586
Crossroads Rock LLC). The limit of disturbance including grading and excavation on FParcel
586 was survey located and the wetlands limit as shown on the approved site plon
{SDP-16-064) assumed to be the jurisdictional lirmits,

: On March B, 2018, members of the Marylond Department of Environment Complionce
7 /' TEST PIT PROFILES \ Program led the effort to investigate the extent of fill placed over nontidal wetlands.
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= No ioter Tabls Obaeived, Mo hydric sl componen |, 930 Sq, Ft. of palustrine wetland was disturbed on the 7461 Montevideo Rood LLC
m kil dTF’;T F:‘f' operty.
= ~32 |Fill material - coarse sand and gravel 2-3 in. aggregates
w [T 32+ |10 yr. 371 SL :: hggiz; with abundant rocts E:gatamti:nr ﬁFFor‘ts Fﬂi; rurwt;gm |.ueth:r|-f1 cu;sas wg] r:alvelre;numli:nlf ond offsite diﬁpﬂ:ﬂd of ONN ER/ DEVELOP_ER
Water Table obsery in. all recent Fill material plac over wetlands, and the replanting o in. caliper trees v
TP-& containerized shrubs, In oddition, the 24 in. HDPE will be removed and the channel TA'E'_;J(E:E?}IE"'E;E?‘:‘ Rﬂaér é—LC
5-14 |Fill material — coarse sand and gravel 2-3 in, oggregates (recent ) restored to a stable profile and cross section, seeded and protected with a suitable ECIL T T?:;E. #a:ﬂ‘ ;d
= 7 S ane
14-30 | Asphalt millings and 1/2" aggregate (pre—existing surface) All proposed restoration efforts will be proposed under o Howard County approved site 2842 Stuart Drive
24-26 |10 yr. 3/1 (50%) 10 yr. 4/1 (50%) SIL 1 development plan and offsite restoration efforts undertaken with the approval of the current Falls Church, VA 22042
lWater Table observed 24 in. landowner Tel: 703-538-0992
150 150 150 150 ; 150
—* & # 1
Parcel qelFrrce.i 586 i i Parcel '-‘%lF'arc.e,l %_stm P J Parcel 96 | Parcel 586 %
— iatin (Grou P i PG i oL B e =
gl Rk G, P £l b 55 ENVIROMENTAL RESTORATION PLAN
f— I "'.\‘ // e i ._'_é Lo e, I - . :{1
- v 2" — - i E =] P = T ol S —7 ] e
ﬂ - . 7461 MONTEVIDEO
ll' & \\ .r! |4& IA& +_" i_ T 1'_- 1'| ,// 1_4"2' 1_ === &' | r— IE
e i 14772 \% 764X\ J 1R i — I
— e (1 I o =1 ] F)
-l t I " ’
i 2% ; |4,5|qq_"u"_i L —_ — 146 oY i S =t P T TAX MAP ‘43 G‘R| D le PARCEI— qé?
4 For - LE " & iy
P T o, Grade A e L SR el o (0 e HOWARD COUNTY, MARYLAND
roposed Grade 146 4 =
GRAPHIC SCALE 146 146.11 146 . l Lab - i ==
i il Lot DESIGN BY: SLH
15 30 &0 120 . — L — | s
e — ' ' g ' 5 ssociates |7 "
& = I i 3 FSH A t
L 8' @ a §l m 3 = a8 b -3 - Ia CHECKED BY: _ZYF
e N 3 =] ot * A © Engineers Planners Surveyors
( IN FEET ) + +' s i 144 144 ) o) 1 144 i !
144 O o 1 144 144 e S l 339 Howard Lane, Elkridge, MD 21075 SCALE: PLAN: I” = 30
1 inch = 30 ft. " " i M Tel:410-567-5200 Fax: 410-796-1562 DATE: 4-6-18
SECTION "A-A" SECTION 'B-B SECTION C-C_ E-mail:info@fsher com - |
Hor. Scale: =20’ Hor. Scale: 1"=20' Hor. Scale: 1"=20' | W.0. No.: 40549
" | B

M4059 Palencieidng\ 4050 _Palancia_Enviro-Restore-Hlan_SASE.dwa, Envirc-Restore-Flan, A/6/2018 1:35:37 FM, chepburr, DWG To POF.e3, ARCH full bleed O {30.00 w 2000 Inches), 1:1




