
\1<§~‘D5’

my.~4%

if2lg
dou3\

“T r
7% I 0

Unlted States Department of the Inter1or
B FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

BUREAU OF SPORT FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE
Bi _b_dist 1- Migratory Bird Populations Station W36 S

Laurel, Maryland 20810
July 31, 1972

Mrs. Morrill Donnald
ll5Ol S. Glen Road
Potomac, Maryland 2085h

Dear Margaret:

Under separate cover I am returning your map of Unit 2 of Watts Branch
Park, as well as a Xerox copy of same on which I have marked some
tentative boundaries for the nature area with a dashed red line.

Along the west edge I have drawn this boundary along the height of land
by means of straight lines between points for which elevation had been
determined. I notice there is a faint line on the map (which I have
marked in green) which may be a former property line that runs parallel
to part of my proposed west boundary. Note, however, that this line dips
into the floodplain of Watts Branch and would not make nearly as logical
a boundary as one separating the Watts Branch drainage from that of Piney
Branch. To preserve the ecology of the Watts Branch drainage basin
(including the integrity of the springs that you found along the base of
the hill), it would be most desirable to have the boundary run along the
height of land as I indicated in red.

The north and west boundaries are already established according to our
on-site conversation of last Saturday.

My proposal for an east boundary would run through area 5 along the
2T5—foot contour line. It would be desirable to make a field check of
the small gully just to the west of this proposed boundary and see
whether there are features that would make it desirable to include this
gully in the proposed nature area. Some documentation here, either pro
or con, would certainly be desirable. In any case, I would not run the
boundary down the middle of the depression.
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