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Date: 4/24/2025 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Rabbiah Sabbakhan 
  Department of Permitting Services 
FROM:  Laura DiPasquale 
  Historic Preservation Section 
  Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission 
SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit #1111439– Fence installation 
 
 
The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached application for a 
Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP). This application was approved at the April 23, 2025 HPC meeting.  
 
The HPC staff has reviewed and stamped the attached submission materials.  
 
THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDITIONAL UPON ADHERENCE 
TO THE ABOVE APPROVED HAWP CONDITIONS AND MAY REQUIRE APPROVAL BY DPS OR 
ANOTHER LOCAL OFFICE BEFORE WORK CAN BEGIN. 
 
Applicant: Colleen Cordes 
Address: 500 New York Avenue, Takoma Park 
 
This HAWP approval is subject to the general condition that the applicant will obtain all other applicable 
Montgomery County or local government agency permits. After the issuance of these permits, the applicant must 
contact this Historic Preservation Office if any changes to the approved plan are made. Once work is complete, the 
applicant will contact Laura DiPasquale at 301-495-2167 or laura.dipasquale@montgomeryplanning.org to 
schedule a follow-up site visit.  
 
 

mailto:laura.dipasquale@montgomeryplanning.org


Description of Property: Please describe the building and surrounding environment. Include information on significant structures, 
landscape features, or other significant features of the property:

Description of Work Proposed: Please give an overview of the work to be undertaken:
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Work Item 1:

Description of Current Condition: Proposed Work:

Work Item 2:

Description of Current Condition: Proposed Work:

Work Item 3:

Description of Current Condition: Proposed Work:
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TREE SURVEY – (Trees of 6 inches diameter or larger) 

 

 

 

Please see the document named “FenceSitePlan&TreeSurvey,” See the legend there at the bottom 

of that document showing the symbol for the locations of the four trees described below. (A 

circle within a circle.) 

 

Also, see that the lines marked X-X-X-X-X show where the fencing for which we are seeking 

permit would be located. 

 

There are four trees in the survey: 

 

Tree One: Box Elder – Diameter of about two feet. Location is about 5 feet from the site of the 

current 3-foot fence (where the replacement 6-foot fence is proposed). In Gelfeld-Dahlslien 

neighbor’s yard. They support this fence replacement plan to reduce neighborhood deer problem. 

 

Tree Two. Wild Cherry – Circumference of about 26 inches, location is about 6 feet from the SE 

side fence. 

 

Tree Three: Vestigial Sweet Gum (variety with very narrow canopy) – Circumference of about 

30 inches, location is about 4 feet from fence down the SE side of property, and about 5 feet 

away from the short length of fence with gate across from that side fence to post by house. 

 

Tree Four: Box Elder – on the other side of the house – too far in neighbor’s property for me to 

measure but looks about a foot in diameter. It is more than 30 feet from the short length of fence 

on the NW side of the yard, which connects from a post by the back of the chimney block across 

the yard to the long fence on that side. 
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Devon Murtha
Text Box
Proposed fence (general appearance)
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	FenceSitePlan&TreeSurvey
	Survey_1109131
	TreeSurveyDescribed
	House, Front View
	NWSideCurrent
	SESideCurrent
	StreetView
	WhatFenceWillLookLike
	MunicipalityLetter

	Text1: Seeking Fence Permit Only: Fencing for deer protection, as Lyme disease is serious threat in our deer-overrun yard. Hoping to get fence built before vegetation is so advanced this spring that it will be too late to protect from ticks this year, and existing plantings will also be at further risk of destruction from intense deer browsing. 

The house -- circa 1948 -- is a 2-story brick Colonial with an addition on the SE side and the back that is finished with clapboard siding made of a wood composite. Addition was permitted in 2003. The lot is shaped like a long, narrow slice of pie, with the point at the back. There has been a 6-foot cedar fence already down the NW side of the property, from the back point of lot out beyond the front line of house to steep hill just above the right of way -- a length of about 177 feet. There is a 3-foot high mostly wood-slat fence (with a little of back portion very old chain link fence) on the other (SE) side of the property that extends from the point at the back down about 101 feet, near the property line.


	Text2: Fencing for deer protection: We seek to build a fence -- 119 feet long -- down the other side (SE side) and then build two short lengths from each side fence to a post next to the house, to close off the backyard and part of the side yards. The short connecting fence from SE side fence to house will be about 16 feet. The short fence from NW side fence to house will be about 14 feet. The fencing we propose here won't be very visible from the street. It will be 6-feet tall Cedar fence (pickets and crossbars and top board all of cedar, only posts mounted in ground will be pressurized wood). Pickets are about 3.5 inches wide and about 3/4 of an inch thick. Spacing between them will be about 2.5 inches. It would replace the shorter fence that is on that side of the backyard now, and slightly extend fencing on that side to a point in line with the back of our new kitchen. (The new side fence will extend down the entire line of the existing side fence (about 101 feet) and then continue on about another 18 feet from the back point -- still quite far back on the property, as you can see from the Proposed Fence Site Plan.) 
	Work Item 1: 
	undefined: 
	Description of Current Condition: No horizontal fencing across the width of the property currently on either side of the house. Three-foot high fence made of wooden slats down the SE side (near property line with Gelfeld-Dahlsliens, next door, at 7422 Baltimore Avenue. The Gelfeld-Dahlslien family has agreed it's fine for us to remove that fence and replace it with a six-feet high cedar fence, as they too are trying to keep deer out of their backyard and the fencing we propose will help them do that.

On the NW side, down the property line from the point at back down about 177 feet, near property line, there is 6-foot cedar fencing.
	Proposed Work: See description above, in terms of where old fencing would be removed and replaced with new 6-foot cedar fencing, and where new 6-foot cedar fencing would be added on both sides of the house, from post by house to fencing down sides -- thereby closing off the back yard. These two short lengths would each include a gate that would be 5-feet wide on the SE side of the house and 4-feet wide on the NW side of the house.

Material Specifications: Fencing would be 6-feet tall, made of cedar pickets that are about 3.5 inches wide and about 3/4 of an inch thick, with openings (open air) between the individual pickets that would be about 2.5 inches wide. There would be three cedar boards nailed across each line of about 8 feet of pickets, with a capping of horizontally placed cedar boards atop the entire length of the fence. The posts between the pickets would be made of pressurized pine wood that would be sunk in the ground.
	Work Item 2: 
	undefined_2: 
	Description of Current Condition_2: 
	Proposed Work_2: 
	Work Item 3: 
	undefined_3: 
	Description of Current Condition_3: 
	Proposed Work_3: 


