Honorable Council Members

First, | would like to make a clarification, our application was for a sewage
connection for Outlot A, not a transfer from lot 2 to Outlot A

One of the reasons we purchased the property was the fact that the county map
clearly stated that Outlot A was buildable if a sewage connection was available.

The lot is not currently fenced and is subject to vandalism, we have 4 letters from
our immediate neighbors in support of our application (please refer to attachment
#1).

If we were to pursue the transfer route, our case would fall under section 11.G.3.b.
Single Connections for Only One Property, which states that a single water and/or
sewer connection only is allowed for an individual property or for a structure that
satisfies:

e An exchange of land between a qualifying property and an adjacent property,
qualifying or not, provided the overall number of qualifying lots—and therefore the
allowed number of service connections—remains the same. Under this provision, at
least one property must have qualified for a single hookup.

This language is archaic and vague. It does not specify how much land should be
exchanged; would a few square feet do? In addition, what purpose would that
serve other than putting the owner through lengthy administrative procedures and
prohibitive expenses. What would happen if years from now, the septic system on
the main property fails and couldn’t be repaired, would we be allowed to connect
to the sewage main then? Or would we be expected to abandon our home and live
somewhere else.



On March 2, 2021, this respectable council decided to defer action on our
application for a sewer category change to S-1 pending consideration of the
“abutting mains” policy under the 2021 update of the Water and Sewer Plan. The
committee also encouraged us to prepare a concept plan for submission to and
evaluation by the Development Review Committee (DRC) as recommended by the
Planning Board. The concept plan was intended to address issues related to
establishing Outlot A as a building lot. The findings of the DRC was to be transmitted
to the Council for further consideration of the request.

Per your recommendation, we hired the engineering firm CAS to develop such a
plan. However, the engineer in charge of our project was advised by the DCR
coordinator that the DCR would not consider reviewing the concept plan until the
council approved a sewer connection.

The preliminary conclusion reached by CAS Engineering is: “This Outlot was created
based upon the future potential to either connect to public sewer or obtain an
acceptable septic area. The Outlot meets current zoning in terms of area, frontage,
lot width at the futon BRL, etc. Even considering the FCE, there is room for a house
and driveway. Assuming a sewer connection is approved. | do not see why the Oulot
could not be developed with a new home”, (please refer to the map in attachments
#2 and 3).

As the map clearly shows, our plan is to develop less than half of the lot, the other
half will remain untouched.

Clarifications:

1. The lot is not buildable
The Montgomery County map and CAS preliminary concept plan and
conclusion show that outlot A is buildable.

2. Outlot A is within the Piney Branch Water Shed
this is incorrect, Outlot A is not within the Piney Branch water shed.



3. Potential problems with WSSRC connection
In response to an inquiry from the DRC about sewer connection to Outlot A,
WSSRC stated that there would be no problem connecting to the abutting
sewer main on Piney Meetinghouse Rd (please refer to attachment #4)

4. Setting a precedent
We could not find a similar situation to ours within more than 10 miles radius
of the property, Outlot A situation is unique. In addition, the property is in
an R2 zoning area.

Our hope is to build a home for our two daughters who were born and raised in
Potomac and have a very strong connection to the county.



Afta hmentyz |

Wande and Charles Leintu

To whom it may concern,

This letter is in support of our neighbors Sami and Siham Ainane who are seeking a sewer
category change for their parcel of land named Outlot A.

We live right across the street and have voiced our concern to Mr. and Mrs. Ainane regarding
the subject lot being vacant and used as a refuge by some unsavory people who access the lot
very easily from Piney Meetinghouse rd. The lot became a nuisance and a garbage collection
rat-infested site. In fact, Mr. and Mr. Ainane were out of town for several months and when
they came back, they found a shelter and a fire pit in a corner of the lot. They also found
alcohol bottles, all kind of trash and human feces. This is an unhealthy situation that is making
our neighborhood very unsafe.

We are also supporting Mr. and Mr. Ainane because they were approached many times by
developers who made them offers on their two lots, the 8.65 acres lot 1 on which their
residence stands and the 2.51 Outlot A. These developers’ intentions are obviously to
combine both lots and build several homes.

If Mr. and Mrs. Ainane’s request is granted our immediate neighborhood will be beautified
because the problems the lot is causing will disappear and our neighborhood will end up with
one extra home instead of several more homes

We do support Mr. and Mrs. Ainane and we hope you will grant their request.

Cordially yours,




Naddim and Christine Haddad,
February 2, 2020

Dear Sir/ Madam,

Mr. and Mrs. Ainane’s Oulot is immediately behind our
property. The vacant lot has been a nuisance to us for a long

time. It is rat infested, unclean and it makes us feel unsafe.
We have no objection to Mr. and Mr. Ainane’s sewer category
change request and we hope it will be granted.

Respectiully,

A Y ,,,()(/»ﬁg o

= mfj“l/{’/t/z/j/(;‘/
Naddim and L:hr'lstme Haddad




Potomac, February 2, 2020

Binta and Gilbert Terrier

Reference: Mr. and Ms. Ainane Property at 12000 Piney Meetinghouse Road (Potomac)

Dear Sir/ Madam,

Our property backs part of Mr. and Mrs. Ainane’s property, and we have no issue with their
having a sewer category change to their lot. We do not feel comfortable with having an
unclean lot next to our property, and it does make us feel a little less safe.

We trust the County will come up with an amicable solution acceptable to all parties.

Sincerely,

Binta and Gilbert Terrier
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TREE SCHEDULE

TREE ROOT
TREE # | SPECIES COMMON NAME SIZE (DBH) CONDITION CONDITION COMMENTS
602 Quercus Alba White Oak 28" Good Good
FOREST CONSERVAT'ON WORKSHEET 603 Quercus Alba White Oak 267 Good Good

01-132B |07 /2004

Project: 12006 Piney Meetinghouse Road County: MONTGOMERY Date: 07/06/04 Quercus Alba White Oak Goaod Good
Quercus Rubra Red Qak " Good Good 5
» =
524 A Total tract area {Lot 1, Outlot "A", and Outlot "B") , § §
0.00  B. Area within 100 year floodplain 622 Liriodendron Tulipfera Tuliptree 26" Good Good ‘ ; ‘ g 3
0.00  C. Area to remain in agricultural production, preservation parcel, or public dedication 625 Quercus Alba White Oak 24 Good Good , ,
5.24 D. Net tract area 626 Liriodendron Tulipfera Tu!}ptree 26: Good Go.od __ SPECIMEN C ONFS%%%SAT“ ON
B27 Quercus Alba White Oak 24 Good Fair Debris Pile TREE ,
Il. LAND USE CATEGORY: * 629 Quercus Alba White Oak 26" Good Fair Debris Pile AREA
Input the number “1" under the appropriate Land Use / Zoning category. Limited to one entry only. 630 Quercus Alba White Oak 247 Good Good
DO NOT REMOVE DO NOT DISTURB
ARA MPD MDR HDR IDA CIA
0 0 1 0 0 0 MACHINERY, DUMPING MACHINERY, DUMPING
1.05  E. Afforestation Threshold 20% 20% 20% 15% 15% 15% 634 | Quercus Alba White Ok 04" Good Good OR STORAGE OF Min. 15" OR STORAGE OF Min. 15"
1.31  F. Conservation Threshold 50% 25% 25%  20%  20%  15% 635 | Quercus Alba White Oar g Forr Cood P ?{%ﬁl%?’?’ié[) P ﬁ%ﬁ%‘?‘?}é{)
fil. EXISTING FOREST COVER | |
4.99  G. Existing forest cover (excluding floodplain) TORS ARE ot TORS ARE T
394 H. Area of forest above afforestation threshold ¥ |_647 | ouercus Aibo White Ok Good Good Grading on CRZ TG ANES IMPOSED BY TG ANES IMPOSED BY
3.68 I. Area of forest above conservation threshold — - - : THE MARYLAND FOREST THE MARYLAND FOREST
648 Liriodendron Tulipfera Tuliptree Good Good Grading on CRZ CONSERVATION ACT OF 1901 CONSERVATION ACT OF 1991
IV. BREAK EVEN POINT: - - p
2.05  J. Forest retention above threshold with no mitigation 650 1 Fogus Crondifolio Americon Beech 22 Good Cood ! \ |
. . . o 651 Quercus Rubrag Red Oak 24 Good Good
2.94 K. Clearing permitted without mitigation - -~
652 Quercus Velutina Black Qak 23 Good Good

Varies

V. PROPOSED FOREST CLEARING:

REVISION

2.94 L. Total area of forest to be cleared (Cannot exceed existing forested acreage.) - 1
2.05 M. Total area of forest to be retained Acer Rubrum Red Maple 24 Goad Good v 4
Quercus Rubra Red Oak 26" Good Good
Vi, PLANTING REQU‘REMENTS' Quercus Alba White Oak 24" Good Good i |
’ , ; o for ¢ i ; Quercus Alba White Oak 26”7 Good Good m
0.74  N. Reforestation for clearing above conservation threshold . .
0.00  P. Reforestation for clearing below conservation threshoid Quercus Alba White Oak 27 Good Good
0.74 Q. Credit for retention above conservation threshold (Not incl. specimen/landscape credits.) Quercus Alba White Oak 24 Good Good Notes:
0.00  R. Total reforestation required Acer Rubrum Red Maple 24 Fair Good R
0.00 8. Afforestation to meet afforestation minimum _Acer Rubrum _Red Maple 123 ~ Fair Good Twin @ & Bottorm of signs to be higher than top of itree protection ferice.

i
0.00 T. Afforestation for clearing below afforestation threshold 2, 5‘%%{" be placed appr?ximategy Sc’lapart, Cond&ieons on site affecting
0.00  U. Total afforestation required Visiotiity may wcf‘”m‘"t’ placing signs closer or farther apart.
0.00 V. Total reforestation and afforestation required 668 Quercus Alba White Oak 28" Tri @ 5’ Fair Good 2- gﬁmchgznltd o;e signs to trees 25_ pr;hsbtted.
669 Acer Rubrum Red Maple 227, 24" Poor Fair - 2igns snou properly maintained.
* {from table 3.2.1, page 40, Forest Conservation Technical Manual) 870 Quercus Alba White Oak Tw 207, 24" Good Good 5. A?’o‘d injury to roots when plac'xr}g posts for the 5"3?5* ’
671 Liriodendron Tulipfera Tuliptree Tw 22", 24" Good Good 6. csﬂ‘igncir;hgﬁsbe posted to be visible to all construction personnel from
674 Quercus Rubra Red Aok 28" Good Good ’
K} 675 | Quercus Rubra Red Oak 24" Good Good
* 876 Quercus Rubra Red Oak 04" GCood Good Sovrce: Adopled from Forest Conservation Monwal, 1991
581 Liriodendron Tulipfera Tuliptree Tw 28”7, 28" Good Good
683 Quercus Aibg White Oak 24" Fair Good
DETAIL 31 — TREE PROTECTION o o CREAEATS ——— -
686 Quercus Rubro Red Oak 247 Poor Fair Heart Rot ConStrUCt'on SlgnS igure
687 Quercus Rubrg Red Oak 24" Good Good D4
; 688 Quercus Alba White Oak 25" Good Poor Next to Paving
TEMPORARY MEASURES NOTE: ALL PROTECTIVE FENCING 689 | Quercus Alba White Oak 24 Fair Poor Next to Paving
SHRUBS SNOW FENCE ‘?‘SSL%REQ‘%?;%SSEOND Xl 690 Quercus Alba Wnite Oak 24" Good Poor Next to Paving
' ' 592 Quercus Alba White Oak 25" Good Poor Next to Paving

.

TREES SHOWN HEREON ARE GREATER THAN OR EQUAL TO 24" DBH.

TREES DENOTED WITH "x " ARE LOCATED OFF-SITE. DETAIL — ROOT PRUNING

€J

MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

FINAL FOREST CONSERVATION PLAN

DARNESTOWN (6TH) ELECTION DISTRICT

2006 PINEY MEETINGHOUSE ROAD
PINEY GLEN FARMS

LOT 1, OUTLOT "A", AND OUTLOT '"B" BLOCK D

FENCING
NOTE: ALL PROTECTIVE FENCING
SHALL EXTEND BEYOND DETAIL — TEMPORARY BLAZE ORANGE PLASTIC MESH
THE TREE DRIPLINE
TEMPORARY AND
PERMANENT B . FILL AREAS
MEASURES SIGN 1
R B NV ANCHOR POSTS SHOULD BE / FENCE WITHIN I' OF TRENCH LINE
e T MINIMUM 2" STEEL 'u’ CHANNEL
| . OR 2"X2" TIMBER, 6 IN LENGTH e TREE PROTECTION FENCE
ORIGINAL - oo ™0 W e e o == USE 2"X4” LUMBER /
GRADE A A RercresTATN FOR CROSS BRACING - TRENCH WITHIN 2' OF LIMIT
A 8 FEET | o | OF FOREST CONSERVATION
FINAL GRADE '
HIGHLY VISABLE —| : _ | LIMITS OF FOREST
%2 FLAGGING % | R © CONSERVATION AREA
0 S 1 A A A S W N
A PROPER PROCEDURE 0 8 0 A S A A A A A 8 |
. INRE 1 TN DD RV O A T NV U I T N G OGO O e = L 2" MINIMUM DEPTH
0 0 = '
A1 5 8 A A 0 A 1 s o Y
IMPROPER PROCEDURE 0 0 0 0 0 1 ROOT PRUNING TRENCH
0 4 0 1 i i e e ™ 6" MAXIFURT WIDTH
N e e i
1 W 0 O A 1 1 A A 1 A 0 O e CRITICAL ROOT ZONE ———
O T 0 1 0 0

N AR

¢
A’/ﬁ

TR A S NN
%

AV

. Retention Areas to be established as part of the forest conservation plon review process.
. Boundaries of Retention Areas to be staked, flagged ond/or fenced prior to trenching.

. Exact location of trench should be identified.

. Trench should be immedidtely backfilled with soil removed or orgenic soil.

. Roots should be cleanly cut using vibratory knife or other acceptable egpipment.

WAVAYAVAN

—
TN~

A DIVISION OF CAS ENTERPRISES, INC.

geville Blvd., Suite 101, Mount Airy, Maryland 21771

CIVIL «+ SURVEYING « LAND PLANNING

ENGINEERING

v ]
M / RETAINING WALL
EXCESSIVE CUT v !

FAX (301) 607-8045

v — ANCHOR POSTS MUST BE USE 8" WIRE U’ Source: Adapted from Steve Clark ¢ Associates/ACRT, inc.
AND FiLL WiLL ¥ INSTALLED TO A DEPTH QF TO SECURE FENCE and Forest Conservation Monwal, 1991, NO SCALE
KILL THIS TREE v NO LESS THAN 1/3 OF THE BOTTOM
TOTAL HEIGHT OF POST : :
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE PAGE MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT NOTES: Y
SOl CONSERVATION SERVICE 6~23~3 WATER MANAGEMENT ADMINISTRATION . 8
1. Forest protection device only. ;l
2. Forest Area will be set as part of the review process. ~ I / pom 8
3. Boundaries of retention Area should be stoked and flagged prior to installing device. 1 2006 P'N EY M EET! N GH OU S "__"_ ROAD —
é. gooé: d{;mogg should be ayoiged. . 99 4 99 50
. Protective signage is required. ; : \ =N
M t 56 UTI LtTY 6. Device should be maintained throughout construction. : APPL}CANT LOT 1 9 OU TLOT A ) A V D i‘fv
7. Temp. fence receives the temporary signage. - : 99 9 e g g)z_g
. — . = | EEE : T POTOMAC HERITAGE HOMES OU TLOT B . BLCK ) =2
FOR LOCATION OF UTILITIES, CALL "™MISS UTILITY" AT 1-800-257-7777, OR LOG ON || « . : ATTN: MR. DANIEL A. DEMERIA f ‘ ) ~ mz
TO WWW.MISSUTILITY NET/ITICS 48 HOURS IN ADVANCE OF ANY WORK IN THIS U | ' S . . , P.O. BOX 59228 . - A o0
v&cmwr. THi EXCAVATOR Mr\t;ﬁ’r NOTIFY ALL PUBLIC UTILITY COMPANIES WITH e S S : . POTOMAC, MARYLAND 20854 PlN EY GLEN F ARM S 2
UNDER GROUND FACILITIES IN THE AREA OF PROPOSED EXCAVATION AND HAVE I e : -
THOSE FACILITIES LOCATED BY THE UTILITY COMPANIES PRIOR TO COMMENCING | TREE PROTECTION FENCING #1 : NO SCALE | | e T giﬁ 2:_,32?3 ?ﬁNE F'l N AL FOR EST CON SER VA ’” ON PLAN
EXCAVATION. THE EXCAVATOR 1S RESPONSIBLE FOR COMPLIANCE WITH ' e S - - , \ |
REQUIREMENTS OF CHAPTER 36A OF THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY CODE. I T ' e L : # 1 04001

01132B_FCP.DWG



Attach Ment 3

Ainane request: WSCCR 20-TRV-09A
CAS engineering preliminary conclusion regarding the buildability of Outlot A:

This Outlot was created based upon the future potential to either connect to
public sewer or obtain an acceptable septic area. The Outlot meets current zoning
in terms of area, frontage, lot width at the futon BRL, etc. Even considering the
FCE, there is room for a house and driveway. Assuming a sewer connection is
approved, | do not see why the Qulot could not be developed with a new home.

Jeffrey A. Robertson
Branch Manager

CAS ENGINEERING

Experience You Can Build On.

10 South Bentz Street
Frederick, MD 21701
301-607-8025 office
301-639-3737 mobile
jeff@casengineering.com
http://casengineering.com
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WASHINGTON SUBURBAN SANITARY COMMISSION

DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL REVIEW
FOR A
SERVICE AREA CATEGORY CHANGE REQUEST

APPLICATION NO.: 20-TRV-09A DATE: JANUARY 31, 2020
APPLICANT: SAMI AND SIHAM AINANE
LOCATION: PARCEL N144 PINEY MEETINGHOUSE RD., POTOMAC

COUNTY: MONTGOMERY 200’ SHEET NO.: 215NW11]
PRESENT ZONING: RE-2 PROPOSED ZONING: NA
CATEGORY CHANGES: EXISTING REQUESTED
WATER: W-1 WATER: NO CHANGE
SEWER: S-6 SEWER: S-3

SIZE OF PARCEL: 2.51 ACRES
DWELLING UNITS: 1 SF RESIDENTIAL OTHER: NA

WATER INFORMATION (Not Requested At This Time)

SEWER INFORMATION

1.

2.

Basin: Watts Branch

A 10-inch sewer on Piney Meetinghouse Rd abuts the property (contract no. 1990-
8410A). On-site sewage grinder pumping system may be required in order to pump
wastewater to the sewer main.

Flow from the proposed development: 280 GPD

Program-sized sewer mains are not required to serve the property.

Interceptor capacity is adequate.

Treatment capacity is adequate.

Statements of adequacy/inadequacy are made exclusively for this application at this time. Further analysis of
adequacy will be part of the review at the time of application for water/sewer service.

Reviewed by: Jon Thorsell, 301-206-7972

Page 1 of 1
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