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

Home originally built in 1920s with partial second story added in the 1980s. Lot is very small and
triangular with no real back yard, i.e. no real yard that is not visible to the street. Front of lot is a garden
hillside so the proposed kitchen garden would be situated up from the street, not at eye level. Fencing
is required because of the proliferation of deer in the neighborhood. No existing trees or bushes will be
changed. Current side yard contains two vegetable beds with covers. Neighbors on the back side have
existing privacy fences that block their view of our yard and would not be changed - would serve as
one side of the enclosure.

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

Kitchen garden enclosure to enable growing vegetables. Fencing would be cedar post with wire mesh so
that plants would be visible from the street to continue park like view that we are already building with
hillside garden. Height of fence would be 6.5' so as to keep garden from deer. One side of fence would
be the existing privacy fencing on neighbors' lots. One side would be the existing house with gates
added on back and front sides. Long side along the street side would be ~39' with cedar posts
approximately every 8' with wire mesh and connecting cedar boards along side. Final side would
continue the cedar post/wire with a gate/arbor to allow access.
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Work Item 1:

escription of Current Condition: IProposed Work:

Neighbors' fencing on one side, house on Enclosure with a cedar post fence to allow kitchen
second side. Yard is triangular, not currently | garden
enclosed. Slope to the front of the yard

Work Item 2:

escription of Current Condition: IProposed Work:
Work Item 3:

escription of Current Condition: IProposed Work:
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HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

CHECKLIST OF

APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS

Required

Attachments

1. Written 2. Site Plan 3. Plans/ 4. Material 5. Photographs 6. Tree Survey 7. Property
Proposed Description Elevations Specifications Owner
Work Addresses
New * * * * * * *
Construction
Additions/ * * * * * * *
Alterations
Demolition * * * * *

*

Deck/Porch * * * * * *
Fence/Wall * * * * * * *
Driveway/ * * * * * *
Parking Area
Grading/Exc * * * * * *
avation/Land
scaing
Tree Removal * * * * * *
Siding/ Roof * * * * * *
Changes
Window/ * * * * * *
Door Changes
Masonry * * * * * *
Repair/
Repoint
Signs * * * * * *
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[EXTERNAL EMAIL] Exercise caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding.

Thank you Devaon - that gate and fence in your photo seems fine. Material specs: APPROVED
Montgomery County

Historic Preservation Commission

+ Black coated welded wire mesh, 1 inch opening maximum

+« Posts 8 feet on center % .

+ Bfeet height
+ 3 Gates 48 inches wide, 6' high like in your photo

OnTue, Apr7, 2026 at 11:55 AM Murtha, Devon <Devon.Murtha@montgomeryplanning.org> wrote:

Hello, Jen,
It was so nice meeting you on-site yesterday.

To summarize our conversation, | am just waiting on more specific details related to the proposed fencing and gates. In particular, please specify the exact sizes of everything to include heights, distance between posts, and proposed material between fencing (type of
mesh - metal, plastic, etc). Please also send that information for the gate, including height and design. You might consider something that matches the overall appearance of the fencing, or a wood gate that is shorter than the proposed fencing.
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	Work Item 1: 
	undefined: 
	Description of Current Condition: Neighbors' fencing on one side, house on second side. Yard is triangular, not currently enclosed. Slope to the front of the yard
	Proposed Work: Enclosure with a cedar post fence to allow kitchen garden
	Work Item 2: 
	undefined_2: 
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	undefined_3: 
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	Proposed Work_3: 
	Text1: Home originally built in 1920s with partial second story added in the 1980s. Lot is very small and triangular with no real back yard, i.e. no real yard that is not visible to the street. Front of lot is a garden hillside so the proposed kitchen garden would be situated up from the street, not at eye level. Fencing is required because of the proliferation of deer in the neighborhood. No existing trees or bushes will be changed. Current side yard contains two vegetable beds with covers. Neighbors on the back side have existing privacy fences that block their view of our yard and would not be changed - would serve as one side of the enclosure.
	Text2: Kitchen garden enclosure to enable growing vegetables. Fencing would be cedar post with wire mesh so that plants would be visible from the street to continue park like view that we are already building with hillside garden. Height of fence would be 6.5' so as to keep garden from deer. One side of fence would be the existing privacy fencing on neighbors' lots. One side would be the existing house with gates added on back and front sides. Long side along the street side would be ~39' with cedar posts approximately every 8' with wire mesh and connecting cedar boards along side. Final side would continue the cedar post/wire with a gate/arbor to allow access.


