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November 28, 1994

Dr. Robert Edmund
3934 Baltimore Street
Kensington, MD 20895

Re: Removal of White Pine
tree

Dear Dr. Edmund:

I am sending you this 1letter to confirm our conversation of
Wednesday, November 23 regarding the condition of the white pine
tree on your property. After reviewing the appraisal given to you
by Treemasters and the opinion of Steven cary in our office, it
seems clear that the tree in question is beyond salvage and needs
to be removed.

Normally, a Historic Area Work Permit would be needed for the
removal of healthy trees with a caliper measurement greater than
6". This tree, however, represents an immediate safety hazard.
Therefore, it is staff's opinion that the tree should be removed.
No further review will be required by the Commission on this
matter.
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David C. Berg



David BRerg

301 495-1307 FAX

David -
Thanks for your help.

22 Nov 54

Bere’s the Hazard Tree Material

from Treemasters. I°‘ll keep hold of the permit forms

until I hear from you.

Thanks again.

(o

Bob‘Edmund
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24 October, 1994

H. BRUCE PHILLIPS & CD., INC.

. 11819 0Lim<9 Kéln Road

Post ftice ox 532

Mr. Robert Edmund i Fulton, Maryland 20759-0532

3934 Baltimore Street : 301-598-8100
Kensington, MD 20895 '

Dear Mr. Edmund:

On Priday. October 21, 1994, I conducted a Hazard Tree evaluation
on the 32" DBH White Pine (Pinus strobua) in the rear of your
property. This letter will gerve as my report,

This tree was apparently struck by lightning several years ago.
The lightning appeared to have hit the top of the tree and spiraled
down the trunk, leaving a trail of dead cambium which has since
hegun to rot. The root zone appears to be undisturbed and there’
ig 1ittle dieback of the limbs present. The top of the tree looks
like it was broken out; a new leader is forming from one of the
lateral 1limbs. Overall, the tree appears to be in good shape with
the exception of the rather siqnificant trunk rot due to the
lightning strike. ]

A 9" long, 1/8th" diameter drill bit was used to bore holes into
the trunk at heights of &" above grade and 4.5' above grade. The
wood extracted by the drill bit was examined closely for signs of
rot. Rotted wood is a 1light brown color and presents little
residtance to the drill hit as it is pushed into the trunk.. By
drilling these holes, we can gain some understanding of the extent
of rot inte the trunk of the tree,

At 6" above grade a total of 9 holes were bored into the trunk.

. Four of these holes were bored directly into tha face of the rotted
area (39 inches wide). The rot extends at least 9 inches into the
trunk (the length of the bit). The other five sites yielded 9
inches of normal looking wood. I suspect that the rotted area here
resembles a wedge shape. '

Memberg

» Maryland Arborist Association

« Elm Research Instiute

* American Phytopathulogical Society

« Entomological Society of America

« National Arborist Association

« Intarnational Sociaty of Arborieullure

« tandscape Contractors Assaciation
continued
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At 4.,b' above grade 8 holes were drilled. Those into the face of
the rotted area (26 inches wide here) yvielded either rotted or
semi-rottad wood to a depth of 9 inchea. The other sites vielded

good wood to a depth of 9 inches. Again, I strongly suspect that
the rotted area of the trunk here resembles a pie shaped wedge.

Using a formula to determine theoretical strength loss in trees,
we can objectively evaluate whether or not a tree presents a hazard
to surrounding areas. I have concluded that the theorétical
strength loss suffered by this White pine is 40% at the base and
29.65% at 4.5' above grade. The generally accepted cut off point
for considering a tree a ‘“hazard” is 33%. Complicating thia
gituation are three additional factors: 1) The rotted area spiralas
down the trunk. This would seem to be an inherently weaker
pituation than if the rot extends straight down the trumk. 2)
Pines are soft wooded and have 1lessa structural strength than
hardwoods such as Oakas. 3) Thias tree isg very tall and is exposed
to winds, especially in the winter when the surrounding deciduous
treea have shed thedr leaves.

In light of the above information, I would guggest that the tree
elther be removed entirely or topped out to leasen the likelihood
of wind throw during storms. As with any gituation dealing with
potentially hazardous trees, TREEMASTERS cannot predict the future
with certainty and cannot be held liable for any damage that may
occur. Thig tree may stand for vears with no danger to you or the
house; on the other hand, it may topple over tomorrow. There is
just no way of saying. The safe and conservative approach would
be to remove the tree entirely.

If you have any questions about this report please cohtact me at
301-598-8100. '

Cordially yours.

Jeffrey 8. Burr
Entomologist, ISA Certified Arborist
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J].ggk_JL %jlj 5]
Lot [* ]
Development Review Dw:s?)?w}
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Dats
ROUTING AND TRANSMITTAL SLIP 26 October 1954
TO: (Namc ofllcoaymwl,roon';;umbor, i . Initials Date
bullding, Agency/Fost)
1. Mr. Steve Cary
2 SO\IAQC-i&oC
3#
4,
5' .
Action T Flle Note ard Return
Approval . For Clearance .| Per Gonversation L
As Requasted For Correctnon Prepare Reply )
___| Glreutate 1X [ For Your Information SeaMa
Comment invastigate Slgnature
Coogdlnation Justity
REMARKS
Steve -

Here ig the report from the certified arborist from
Treemastera, Unfortunately they continue to feel the
tree is dangerous, I'm stuck because we want to have
the tree, but don’t like the idea of living in the
shadow of a tree they say could £all in a storm. Can
you give some aguidance and council, and if we do want to
take it down (which is seeming more the smart thing to
do) will we have problems with the commission?

Thanks for your help.

DO NOT usa this form as a RECORD of appravals, ¢oncurrences, disposals,
Iearances and gimilar actions

FHdM {Name, org. aymbol, Agency/Post Raom No. .—.éldﬂl .
A
Bob Edmun
Edmund Pigro No, )
/1 202.576-1069/70

OPTIONAL FORM 41 (Ruv. 7-78)
Preseringd by Q8A
FPMRA/{ R) 101-11.208

e
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H. BRUCE PHILLIPS & CO., INC.
11819 Lime Kiln Road

Pogt Qffice Box 532 .

Mr. _Robeft- .Edmund Fulton. Maryland 20769-0532
3934 Baltimore Street : 301-598-8100
Kensington, MD 20895

Dear Mr. Edmund:

On Friday, October 21, 1994, I conducted a Hazard Trée evaluation
on the 32" DBH White Pine (Pinus strobus) in the rear of your
property. This letter will serve as my report.

This tree was apparently struck by lightning several years ago.
The lightning appeared to have hit the top of the tree and spiraled
down the trunk, leaving a trail of dead cambium which has since
begun to rot. The root zone appears to be undisturbed and there
is little dieback of the limbs present. The top of the tree looks
like it was broken out; a new leader is forming from one of the
lateral limbs. Overall, the tree appears to be in good shape with

the exception of the rather aignificant trunk rot due to the
lightning strike. ,

A 9" long, 1/8th“ diameter @rill bit was used to bore holes into
the trunk at heights of 6" above grade and 4.5' above grade. The
wood extracted by the drill bit was examined closely for signs of
rot. Rotted wood 18 a 1light brown color and presents little
resistance to the drill bit as it is pushed into the trunk. By

drilling these holes, we can gain some underetanding of the extent
of rot into the trunk of the tree.

At 6" above grade a total of 9 holes were bored into the trunk.
Four of thege holas were bored directly into the face of the rotted
area (39 inches wide). The rot extends at least 9 inches into the
trunk (the length of the bit). The other five sites yielded 9
inches of normal looking wood. I suspect that the rotted area here
resembles a wedge shape, '

Members

- Maryland Arborist Associatlon

» Elm Research Institute

= American Phytopathological Soclety

* Entomwlogical Saciety of America

= National Arbarist Assaciation

= Inlernationat Society of Arboriculture

» Landscape Contractors Association
continued
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At 4.5' above grade 8 holes were drilled. Those into the face of
the rotted area (26 inches wide here) yielded either rotted or
semi-rotted wood to a depth of 9 inches. The other gites yielded
good wood to a depth of 9 inches. Again, I strongly suspect that
the rotted area of the trunk here regsembles a pie shaped wedge.

Using a formula to determine theoretical atrength loss in trees,
we can objectively evaluate whether or not a tree presents a hazard
to surrounding areas. I have concluded that the theorétical
strength loss suffered by this White pine is. 40% at the base and
29.5% at 4.5' above grade. The generally accepteéd cut off point
for considering a tree a "hazard" is 33%. Complicating this
situation are three additional factors: 1) The rotted area spirals
down the trunk, This would aseem to be an inherently weaker
situation than if the rot extends straight down the trunk. 2)
Pines are soft wooded and have less structural strength than
hardwoods such as Oaks. 3) This tree is very tall and is exposed

to winds, especially in the winter when the surrounding deciduous
trees have shed their leaves.

In light of the above information, I would suggest that the tree
either be removed entirely or tobped out to lessen the likelihood
of wind throw during storms. As with any situatiom dealing with
potentially hazardous trees, TREEMASTERS cannot predict the future
with certainty and cannot be held l1liable for any damage that nay
occur. This tree may stand for years with no danger to you or the
house; on the other hand, it may topple over tomorrow. There is
just no way of saying. The safe and conservative approach would
be to remove the tree entirely.

If you have any questions about this report please contact me at
301-598-8100.

Cordially yours,

Dtpoey3 B

Jeffrey 8. Burr _
Entomologiat, ISA Certified Arborist
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N’ Historic Preservation Commission
o 51 Monroe Street
.&; Rockville, Maryland 20850




Monfgomery County Covernment

MEMORANDUM

- T0: Robert Seely, Chief
: Division of Construction Codes Enforcement

Department of Environmental Protection

FROM: Laura E. McGrath, Planning Specialist /-
Division of Community Planning and Development
‘Department of Housing and Community Development

SUBJECT:  Historic Area Work Permit Applicétion

DATE : 247/
The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission, at pheir meeting
of _27/=9/ reviewed the attached application by ol

A 4 for an Historic Area Work Permit. The

o N
application was:

?///A éxéazbééjkj :
Approved ° Denied

Approved with Conditions:

The Building Permit for this project should be issued conditional upon
adherence to the approved Historic Area Work Permit.

Attachments: -
- ' £2¢z§4¢4i nxfzaﬁ;f
1. IHuP bpp.y B zes ot fo ks,
. 4 rﬁD(\,l,- /édb/“/ L, wiu
2. é:’;,{4f7ZZ;oq§

Qk/Qaﬂﬁ¢u4q

2020t

Historic Preservation Commission

- N . I Syt vie o
31 Moaroe Sereer, Rockvitie, Marviand 20336. 2400, 308 2175023
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Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street Suite 1001, Rockville, Maryland 20850
’ 217-3625 '

7/

APPLICATIONFOR v
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT Y,

TAXACCOUNT # _-o = - "l \/ o
NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER . 7eno oo 0 0 ;A’ S TELEPHONE NO.
(Contract/Purchaser) : : : : / - (Include Area Code)
ADDRESS e e L —
o ] T L VA STATE . o ] o ZiP
CONTRACTOR SR T TELEPHONENO. _
- CONTRACTOR/I/iEGISTRATION NUMBER \
PLANSPREPAREDBY = . " . / TELEPHONE NO.

/s

C , {Include Area Code)
REGISTRATION NUMBER -

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE o Ja‘,k
House Number Ve Street T R o ey
Town/City B L R S " Election District

Nearest Cross Street
{ R

Lot ,?.;;;;;,*B\iock

Subdivision: _& e e at o

Liber. Folio " Parcel

1A.  TYPE OF PERMIT ACTIDN: (circle one) Circle One: A/C Slab (Eoom, Addition
Construct "Extgnd/Ad.d‘ Alter/Renovate _ Repair . Porch  Deck  Fireplace. Shed  Solar Woodburning Stove
Wreck/Raze Move Install Revocable Revision ° C Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) Other _ "

1B.  CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ SRR TS

1C. IF THIS IS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT #
10. INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY - ' :
1E. IS THIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE?

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY
01 (/) WSSC 02 ( ) Septic 01 (-) WSSC 02 ( ) wel
03 { ) Dther 03 () Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

4A, HEIGHT feet inches

4B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

1. On party line/Property line
2. Entirely on land of owner
3. On public right of way/easement i {Revocable Letter Required).

| hereby certify that | have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with
plans approved by all agencies listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

Signature of owner or authorized ag’éht (agent must have signature -nntérized on back) Date
*********************************************************************************************
APPRDVED i For Chalrperso ¢ Preservation mm?i?i‘r?’ )

DISAPPROVED Signature /%% %/jjate
APPLICATION/PERMIT NO: FILING FEE:$

DATE FILED: PERMIT FEE: § _

DATE ISSUED: BALANCE $

OWNERSHIP CODE: RECEIPTNO:_____ FEEWAIVED:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS



LA |

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE REQUIRED DQUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS
APPLICATION, . i .

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WORK : {including composition, color and texture of materials to be used:)

(If more space is needed, attach additional sheets on plain or lined paper to this application)

ATTACH TO THIS APPLICATION (2) COPIES OF: SUCH SITE PLANS (lot dimensions, building location with dimensions,

drives, walks, fences, patios, etc. proposed or existing) and/or ARCHITECTURAL DRAWINGS (floor plans, elevations, etc.),
PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE AREA AFFECTED, as are necessary to fully describe the proposed work.

MAIL OR DELIVER THE APPLICATION AND ALL REQUIRED DOCUMENTS TO THE:
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION '
51 MONROE STREET, SUITE 1001 A
ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20850



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

PREPARED BY: Laura McGrath DATE: March 6, 1991
CASE NUMBER: 31/6-91B TYPE OF REVIEW: HAWP
SITE/DISTRICT NAME: Kensington PROPERTY ADDRESS: 3934 Baltimore Street

TAX CREDIT ELIGIBLE: No
DISCUSSION:

An application has been made to expand a rear addition on this primary
resource in the Kensington Historic District. Alterations to the front door
and one front window are also proposed.

A one-story addition now exists on the rear of the house. The applicant is
proposing to remodel the existing first level addition and construct a second
story to the addition. The second story will be slightly larger in length and
will overhang the first floor by about 3 feet. Decorative columns and a deck
will be located on the exterior of the first floor. A fireplace hearth and
flu will extend from the first floor through the second to a new hipped roof
at the rear. The entire addition will be sided to match the existing house.

The applicant is also proposing to move the location of the front door of the
house to the far right side of the front elevation. The existing right window
will be moved into the approximate location of the front door. According to
the applicant, the interior of the house is layed out in a way that suggests
the proposed door and window locations may have been the original design. For
example, the stairs from the first to second floor are located at the right
side of the living room and the ceiling beams change at the middle of the
living room, indicating that a wall may have originally existed at the center
of this room. However, it should be noted that this house appears to be a
four-square design which traditionally consisted of 4 rooms on the first level
with one of these rooms being the hall. A central entry door was typical of
this design.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

As a rear addition already exists, staff finds that an expansion of this
addition would be acceptable. In an effort to maintain interior ceiling
heights, however, the proposed rear roof of the house will be raised slightly
and could prove overwhelming in scale to the rest of the house, especially
from the sides. (Since the house is located on a curve, the side views are
more visible from the street.) Staff would recommend that the record be left
open for the applicant to revise the rear roof plan to include one that is
Tower and that, while compatible with the existing house, appears somewhat



separate so that it helps to differentiate the addition from the existing
house (in keeping with the Secretary of the Interior’s Guidelines for
Rehabilitation). Staff would also recommend a simpler treatment for the rear
chimney.

Based on existing information, staff recommends denial of the proposed changes
to the front elevation based on criterion 24A-8(a). Although the interior may
suggest otherwise, this is a primary resource and alteration of the front
elevation without original drawings would clearly violate the Secretary of the
Interior’s Guidelines for Rehabilitation (ie. avoid alteration of front and
character-defining alterations). Additionally, along with knowledge about the
design of the house, the design of the front porch, with its central steps,
could indicate that the central door is original.

ATTACHMENTS:
HAWP Application and Attachments
Existing Elevations

1.
2.
3. Proposed Elevations
4. Photos

2548E
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Hlstorlc Preservaﬂon Commussmn

ot atlisarom 1o ++51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001, Rogkville, Maryland 20850

-gw,
=nt ’  217-3625) '
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EGEL TE
APPLICATlUN FOR FEB 25199
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

- STORIC PRESERVATION
TAX ACCOUNT.#_. 561-07- 2\6?,

cOMM\SSlON MONTG CTY

NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER _ngwm_ TELEPHONE N0 B0l = B3 ~ 12:8Cp
(Contrdct/Purchaser)” =2 == =~ o _ - . A{Include Area Code) - -
pooReSs  2loE COEON, p\ma BN MD. zoBiss
s . l - - : H — -
CONTRACTOR TELEPHONE NO 'ZOI - ‘Z.‘ki oA

ot e CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER 571 Y d4¢
PLANS PREPARED BY EESNA& WI\EOFF TELEPHONE NO. 2.07.- 2/22.- 171

(Include Area Code)

o Y -

REGISTRATION NUMBER ___

LOCATION OF BUILD'NG/PHEM'SE
House Number | ~ ’"‘a—)qzq"‘"m‘Str'eat' - BALT\MOEE . STREET

{rAisaiion SN

Town/City _| DY Eranrion District

Nearest Cross Street COMNELTICVUT DN ENOE ;
R SF i i_;:;*e" priibitus cnoieuorva 1.1 (3a g

Lot: 4. Block . AR PALII 242884, suhdwmmn '1 KEN‘:IM{JTDT\-\ Q—M—p MON\ MD
{} YT P EAPT RN v “:) o - i

Liber Folio .how tsﬁu\zmq 8Hj LHioTe: AR t

1A.  TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION: (curde one) Circle One: A/C Slab
Constr}:ct Alterlﬁenovate,., , _Repalr . kPnrch Oeck  Fireplace ~Shed  Solar  Woodburning Stove
Wreck/Raze Move fnstall ~ ‘Revocable ' Revision -~ " Fence/WaIl(complate'SectuoP 4!{ Other "_‘ L

’ . . . A ‘.;‘r‘s TR '.', , \ SR I
18.  CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ AB,000. 22 SRS CO P lhe’
iC. IF THISIS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEEPERMIT # ____ N&e © -
~10. INOIClATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY PEFEO
1E. IS T‘HIIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? NO

PART TWO: C!OMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/AQDITIONS

_2A. TYPEOF SEWAGE DISPOSAL : 28. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY
01 [ wssC 02 () Septic 01 (X wssc 02 () well
03 () Other - 03 () Other
i
PART TH BEE% COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL
4A. HEIGHT feet inches
48. {ndicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following lacations:

1. On party line/Property line
2. Entirely on land of owner
3. 0n public right of way/easement (Revocable Letter Required).

1 hereby certify that | have thé authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with
plans approved| by all agencies listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

o~-——b§' : TERLUARY 72,190 |
Sigrkature of owner or. authorWEgent must have signature notarized on back) | Ddte
Ii&““i;ﬂﬂﬂi.‘IQ‘.v.vQ’lf."’;ﬂﬂ;"/fﬁl‘..l’GG&"QC'QQCGQCQGQQQ&QGQQCQCGQGO*&&&**'**DQGC*C.“QQQCG&*'&*ﬁl
[} 1
APPROVED S — For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission }
DISAPPROVED ———  Signature Oate
APPLICATION/PERMIT NO: 102 0 055 FILING FEE:$
DATE FILED : PERMIT FEE: $
DATE ISSUED: : . BALANCE $
OWNERSHIP CODE: - RECEIPTNO: _______ FEEWAIVED:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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5. Design Eeaturs Schematic construction plan® drawn to scale at 1/8"

=1'-0", or 1/4" = 1’-0", 1nd1cat1ng location, size and general type of

- walls, window and door openings, roof profiles, and other fixed features
. of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.

6. Facades: Elevation drawings, drawn to scale at 1/8" = 1’0", or 1/4" =
1’0", clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing
- e —ee— — — cgnstruct ion- and;- when-appropriate;- context—AM materials—and--fixtures-—-——
: proposed for exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An
existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each facade affected by the
proposed work is required.

7. Materials Specifications: General description of materials and
manufactured items proposed for incorporation in the work of the project.

8. Photos of Resources: Clearly labeled color photographic prints of
each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected
portions. All Tabels should be placed on the front of photographs.

9.  Photos of Context: Clearly labeled color photographic prints of the
resource as viewed from the public right-of-way and from adjoining
properties, and of the adjoining and facing properties.

- Color renderings and models are encouraged, but not generally required.

» “Applicant shall submit 2 copies of all materials in a format no larger
than 8 1/2" x 14"; black and white photocopies of color photos are acceptable
with the submission of one original photo. .

10.  Addresses of Adjacent Property Owners. For all projects, provide an

” accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners (not tenants),

including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list should include the

owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as

well as the owner(s) of lot(s) or parcel(s) which lie directly across

the street/highway from the parcel in question. If you need assistance

obtaining this information, call the Department of Assessments and
Taxation, at 279-1355.

1. Name MALE P, PrEEsse, 4 NANeY S Heumpnt CLOT \ ﬂ;{,_\\)
Address 242) PSP =T.
City/Zip keNSNooN MO, 20894

2. Name NN D 6@&@:@%3«1 (Loﬂg #xu)
” Address 2940 Bpy Mot =T,
City/Zip _FEAEINGTON. MO, 029§




3. Name  __ Jewes, W. orins, 204 '@_a{*a\)@y\\f)
Address Nowrv\w&\?‘ 1O fxecutivg PE EXX240

City/Zip _CUFOM CAtic , NY. 12065

4. Name : @&&/‘( M EDWRDS (lﬁ?\d—\ L. \o)
Address ‘%ﬂm AP TIMOUL, ST
City/Zip __pentsimeod 0 2089

5. " Name CORLUES g, Kz ( ot 4“97(,..(0?)%‘
Address _ 244\ @AUNmons, <T. -
City/Zip _cerlsamton WO 1063k

6. Name Migbpal. D M«u@s /Lomp WH)

 Address __294Q AU mors, ST - e

._City/..Zip s NG L md . Zegqé |

2

7. Name | 6@% o (et 11, &cocu)
~ Address _ 2944 & nmats, ST -
4 City/Zie _ \hnsinon M) 20898

8. Nane dSovn( W (osming (ot 22 B, .\)
- Add"ress =. 77‘?'&4 %Mﬂmﬂ/ﬁ <0

| City/Zip ___kensineToN D 28895
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