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March 30, 1995

Steven Kramer
10109 Meadowneck Court
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Mr. Kramer:

This letter is in response to your request, dated March 29th, for permission to retain
the portions of your sideyard fence which extend into the public utility easement.

On December 21, 1994, the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission
approved the construction of a fence on the north side of your property which was not to
exceed 4 feet in height and which was to match an existing sideyard fence. This fence was to
extend only up to the public utility easement. However, it is our understanding that the fence
was built over a portion of the public utility easement.

I have reviewed the minutes of the HPC's discussion on your case and find that their
focus was on the design and height of the fence. The HPC’s interest in having the fence stop
at the public utility easement was only to make the fence consistent with other requirements
in the Montgomery County Code.

As you have obtained a waiver from PEPCO for installation of the fence on part of
the public utility easement and they have no objection to you retaining the fence, I feel that
this is sufficient for the HPC to waive their previous concern about the fence extending over
the easement. Therefore, this letter will serve as historic preservation approval to retain the
fence in the current location.

Please call me if you have additional questions on this matter.
Sincerely,

Gwen L. Marcus
Historic Preservation Coordinator



10109 Meadowneck Ct.
Silver Spring, MD 20910
March 29, 1995

By Fax (301/495-1307) and Mail

Ms. Gwen Marcus

Historic Preservation Commission
8787 Georgia Ave.

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Subject: Installation of Fence at 10109 Meadowneck Ct.
Dear Ms. Marcus:

This letter is to follow-up our telephone conversation of
March 3, 1995 in regard to a fence installed on the north side of
my property at 10109 Meadowneck Ct., Silver Spring. This fence was
installed with the approval of the Historic Preservation Commission
(HPC) and the Montgomery County Department of Environmental
Protection (DEP), Permit No. 9405060205.

On February 28, 1995, I learned that my fence inadvertently
extended into the utility easement on our property. The DEP
informed me that the fence could stay in place with a revocable
permit from the necessary utilities and the agreement of HPC.
During our conversation of March 3, you indicated that. HPC would
approve the fence in the easement if we obtained a revocable permit
from the appropriate utilities.

At the request of Mr. Gordon Campbell of Maryland Parks and
Planning Commission, I contacted Flor Cascio of Potomac Electric
Power Co. (PEPCO). It is our understanding that Ms. Cascio is the
coordinator for all utilities in our area. Ms. Cascio issued a
revocable waiver for my fence in the easement on March 24, 1995,
refer to attached letter.

I request that the HPC also allow my fence to stay as
installed and the issuance of a waiver letter from your office. I
would appreciate a prompt reply since only a limited time extension
was provided by DEP Zoning.

I appreciate your assistance and look forward to hearing from
you. If you have any questions, I can be reached at 202/223-9610
during business hours.
Sincerely, 4
Steven R. Kramer’

Enclosures
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POTOMAC ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY e 1610 GAITHER ROAD, ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20850
(301) 670-8752
(301) 670-8753

Mr. & Mrs. Steven Kramer
10109 Meadowneck Court
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Re: Installation of fence
in PEPCO Easement

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Kramer:

March 24, 1995

In response to your letter of March 23, 1995 we have reviewed your
request to install a fence in the area of the subject PEPCO

easement.

PEPCO has no objection to your proposed fence with

understanding that if there is a need in the future for
construction and/or maintenance of our electric system in
easement that we may remove part or all of the fence within

easement.

Prior to installation of the fence,

It would then be your responsibility to restore
fence to its original condition.

it is your responsibility

the
new
our
the
the

to

contact Miss Utility at 1-800-257-7777 to locate all underground

utilities in the area.

This is a free service and the request is
normally handled within a few days.

If you have any questions regarding this situation, please call
Michael Niakani of this office on (301) 670-8725.

FMC/rs

cc: M. R. Niakani

Sincerely,

lor M. Cascio
Right~of-Way Representative
Customer Engineering
Montgomery County Region
Telephone: (301) 670-8736
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10109 Meadowneck Ct.
Silver S8pring, MD 20910
March 29, 1995

By Fax (301/495-1307) and Mail

Ms. Gwen Marcus

Historic Preservation Commisegion
8787 Georgia Ave,

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Subject: Installation of Fence at 10109 Meadowneck Ct.
Dear Ms. Marcus:

This letter ie to follow-up our telephone conversation of
March 3, 199% in regard to a fence installed on the north gide of
my property at 10109 Meadowneck Ct., Silver Spring. This fenc¢e was
installed with the approval of the Historic Pregervation Commission
(HPC) and cthe Montgomery County Department of Environmental
Protection (DEP), Permit No. 9405060205,

On February 28, 1995, I learned that my fence inadvertently
extended into the utility easement on our property. The DEP
informed me that the fence could stay in place with a revocable
permit from the necessary utilities and the agreement of HPC,
During our conversation of March 3, you indicated that HPC would
approve the fence in the easement if we obtained a revocable permit
from the appropriate utilities.

At the requeat of Mr. Gordon Campbell of Maryland Parks and
Planning Commission, I contacted Flor Cascio of Potomac Electric
Power Co. (PEPCO). It is our understanding that Ms. Cascio is the
coordinatoxr for all utilities in our area. Ms. (ascio issued a
revocable waiver for my fence in the easement on March 24, 1995,
refer to attached letter, '

I reguest that the HPC alse allow my fence tc stay as
installed and the iBsuance of a waiver letter from your ocffice. I
would appreciate a prompt reply since only a limited time extension
was provided by DEP Zoning. :

I appreciate your assistance and look forward to hearing from
you. If you have any questions, I can be reached at 202/223-9610
during businesg hours.
s Sincerely,
Steven R. Kramer

Enclosures
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POTOMAC ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY e 16810 GAITHER ROAD, ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND zmso
(301} 670-8752
(301) 8708753

March 24, 199%

Mr. & Mrs. Steven Kramer
10109 Meadowneck Court

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Re: Installation of fence
in PEPCO Easement

Dear Mr. & Mrse. Kramer:

In response to your letter of March 23, 1995 we have reviewed your
request to install a fence in the area of the subject PEPCO
easement. PEPCO has no objection to your proposed fence with the
understanding that if there is a need in the future for new
construction and/or maintenance of our electric system in our
easement that we may remove part or all of the fence within the
easement. It would then be your responsibility to restore the
fence to its original condition.

Prior to installation of the fencae, it is your responsibility tao
contact Miss Utility at 1-800-257-7777 to locate all underground
utilities in the area. This is a free service and the request is
normally handled within a few days.

If you have any questions regarding this situation, please call
Michael Niakani of this office on (301) 670-8725.

Sincerely,

?\J/Z;f ///7 \__,,/;; __,;'.1 o

lor M. Cascio
Right-of-Way Representative
Customer Engineering
Montgomery County Region
Telephone: (301) 670-8736

FMC/rs

cc: M. R. Niakani
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MARYLAND NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
L—T——"]’ . 8787 Georgia Avenue e Silver Spring. Maryland 20910-3760
[——"_-I
" DATE: ;2&45411&&1,22,@94
MEMORANDUM
- TO: Robert Hubbard, Chief

Division of Development Services and Regulation
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP)

‘'FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator

Design, Zoning, and Preservation Division
M-NCPPC

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Pernmit

The Montgomery Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed the
attached application for a Historic Area Work Permit. The appli-
cation was:

Approved Denied

ﬁ Approved with Conditions:

mmw, sidigyed Jrats wla@fw |

2. My Jomes m%mmmm% Lt

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDITIONAL
UPON ADHERANCE TO THE APPROVED HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT (HAWP).

A’pplica.nt.: :)//XQ)E? %@M M/W
Address: }Oloq MQWWM SIM&;QW)‘&}*W Z-Oqu

*%*THE APPLICANT MUST ARRANGE FOR A FIELD INSPECTION BY CALLING
DEP/FIELD SERVICES (217-6240) FIVE DAYS PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF
WORK AND WITHIN TWO WEEKS FOLLOWING COMPLETION OF WORK.
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MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION-
—J——-—JJ 8787 Georgia Avenue e Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-37650
"‘ DATE: M}).@U 2L, (994
MEMORANDUM
TO: Historic Area Work Permit Applicants
FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator

Design, Zoning, and Preservation Division

M-NCPPC

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application - Approval of
Application/ Release of Other Required Permits

Enclosed is a copy of your Historic Area Work Permit application,
approved by the Historic Preservation Commission at its recent
meeting, and a transmittal memorandum stating conditions (if any)
of approval.

You may now apply for a county building permit from the Depart-
ment of Environmental Protection (DEP), at 250 Hungerford Drive,
Second Floor, in Rockville. Please note that although your work
has been approved by the Historic Preservation Commission, it
must also be approved by DEP before work can begin.

When you file for your building permit at DEP, you must take with
you the enclosed forms, as well as the Historic Area Work Permit

that will be mailed to you directly from DEP. These forms are
proof that the Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed your

project. For further information about filing procedures or
materials for your county building permit review, please call DEP
at 217-6370.

If your project changes in any way from the approved plans,
either before you apply for your building permit or even after
the work has begun, please contact the Historic Preservation
Commission staff at 495-4570.

Please also note that you must arrange for a field inspection for
conformance with your approved HAWP plans. Please inform
DEP/Field Services at 217-6240 of your anticipated work schedule.

Thank you very much for your patience and good luck with your
project!



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 10109 Meadowneck Court Meeting Date: 12/21/94
Resource: Capitol View Park Historic HAWP: Fence
District

Case Number: 31/7-94J _ Tax Credit: No

Public Notice: 12/07/94 ' Report Date: 12/14/94

Applicant:Steven & Jill Kramer Staff: Patricia Parker

PROPOSAL: INSTALL SIDE FENCE . RECOMMEND: Approval w/
conditions

The applicants propose to install a 6’ high solid board
privacy fence inside the north property line of a non-contribut-
ing two-story neo-Victorian frame structure in the Capitol View
Park Historic District.

As proposed, the fence would be visible from the street-
scape. No tree loss is involved within this proposal.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The HPC will subsequently review, as part of the current
agenda, a subdivision proposal located adjacent to this property.
The applicant expects certain disruption as part of the ordinary
construction process due to the subdivision of this adjacent
property. The applicant has already experienced some disruption
from the recently approved HAWP proposal for Lot 43, also on
Meadowneck Court. The applicant feels that together these situa-
tions have increased the need for privacy fencing and for protec-
tion of the landscape.

As proposed, six foot high solid board fencing, 48’ in
length, would be constructed 10’ back from the street and termi-
nating with a slope down to the existing 4’ high picket sideyard
and rear yard fencing. Staff understands that due to recent and
expected construction the applicant feels that it is necessary to
screen their property from disruption.

However, staff strongly feels that this fence should be
treated like other fences in the Capitol View Park Historic
District and in other historic areas. Because the Capitol View
Park Historic District should maintain a degree of openness and
was created with efforts to maintain a scenic and almost rural
feeling within a close-in Washington suburb, the HPC has consis-
tently required that tall privacy fences be confined to side and
rear yards only - not in front yards.



Therefore, staff recommends that the HPC approve this HAWP
application with the condition that the proposed 6’ high fencing
terminate at the face of the front wall of the house (that is,
the wall which is behind the front porch - not the wall where the
garage is located).

Staff understands the applicants’ concern and requirements
but staff feels that the proposed fence should terminate at the
front wall of the house so as to be consistent with other ap-
proved fences. Aproving a 6’ high privacy fence in a front yard
is a dangerous precedent.

Staff does not have a problem with a change of height in the
last two sections of the existing fence to meet the 4’ height of
the existing sideyard and rear yard fencing. However, it should
be noted that the fence will be located close to an existing
poplar tree. As such, staff would recommend that fence posts be
set to avoid dlsturbance to existing trees and their root sys-
tems.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

‘With the following conditions, staff recommends that the
Commission find the proposal consistent with the purposes of
Chapter 24A-8(b)2:

The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the
historical, archeological, architectural or cultural fea-
tures of the historic site, or the historic district in
which an historic resource is located and would not be
detrimental thereto or to the achievement of the purposes of
this chapter;

énd with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standard for Rehabili-
tation #2:

The historic character of a property shall be retained and
preserved. The removal of historic materials or alteration
of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be
avoided.

Conditions:

1. The fence should terminate even with the ffont face of the
house, which is behind the front porch.

2. Fence posts should be set to avoid disturbance to existing
trees.

and with the following general condition:
The applicant shall notify the Department of Environmental

Protection (DEP) five days prior to commencing work and within
two weeks after completion.
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RETURN TO: Department of Environmental Proteclioy
Division of Development Services and Regulation

250 Hungerford Drive, Rockville, Maryland:2085]
(301) 217-6370 ansra

Historic Preservation Commission

(301) 495-4570
APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

CONTACT PERSON ___: 74"0’& %m@f
DAYTIME TELEPHONE NO. (292 ) 2237 6/ O

TAX ACCOUNT 8 _2 806 6/4 |

NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER . 27 /] ¥= STeuer AZtner bAYTIME TELEPHONE No._ (22 ) 223756 /0

ADDRESS wl05 Mes e nock (F, f/wv/ });o,\, AL 205/0
cmy

= sTATe 2P CODE
CONTRACTOR /éLA{///%a fonge T Comitic Bés  TELEPHONENO. 39/ ) P2¢ —é 0o

CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER 206 )

AGENT FOR OWNER DAYTIME TELEPHONE NO, __{ )

LOCATION OF_BU|LD|NG/PREMISE .

HOUSE NUMBER ___/0/0 5 STREET Mo Ao (T

TOWN/CITY S lorr S NEAREST CRoss sTREET ___A.¢c (75
LoT s X BLock <43 / suazwsmu I 2/34; %) e

uBer 2323 fouo _S7/0 __ panceL L O#E 1325066 /¥

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A.  CIRCLE ALL APPLICABLE: CIRCLE ALL APPLICABLE: A/C Slab Room Addition

Constru Extend AItér/Renovate Repair Move Porch Deck Fireplace Shed Solar Woodburning Stove

Wreck/Raze Install Revocable Revision @W&II (complete Section 4) Single Family Other
1B. CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE $ Lso

1C.  IFTHIS IS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 01 ASSC 02 ( )SEPTIC 03 ( )OTHER
2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY 01 (‘)@SC 02 ( )WELL 03 ( )OTHER

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL
SA HEIGHT (0 teet (0 inches
38. INDICATE WHETHER THE FENCE OR RETAINING WALL IS TO BE CONSTRUCTE® ON ONE OF THE FOLLOWING LOCATIONS:

On party line/property line —_______ Entirely on land of owner _____ On public right of way/easement —________

I 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 CONDITI R THE C THIS PERMIT.
%fﬁ 1/23/5S
ignature of owner or & agen / /  Dde

APPROVED For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission .
DISAPPROVED Signature, Date @




THE FOLLOWII.I'EMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND *EGUIRED DOCUMENTS -
MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description of existing structure(s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and
B _signiﬁcanoe:

/%/&/JC L4 Z‘Jﬁ//q fﬁ’u{]i/(’ lo g AL %ﬁ//.—im J7;a/é-
Hul’ﬁ Lok  cond P Kl £ L):r:\//ﬁ-"f WAZDL L 7 /ﬁf 2 Krer
bl b il et M0 topecfml Lo 7RR Aigeicd  GodZen A

b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resource(s), the environmental setting, and,
where applicable, the historic district:

/.-/f:. // &; priami e (o K ﬁ /4 /”/\/r 7% ot (- 4. /} A it
/4;/\(‘0 '/5—‘,‘/»’ C-r//// L K oy Lolm Lo P E Syl
(/74 A‘,,“o 44«5/ Iz 7%(/' é /O,(/f/ﬁ..,; Y d Gl //fm, "é\/( 2 ///

(r?,_j"/,.\,/a, P _)'7%/(/’ 0/4c/¢é\/1/.-, 7‘&? (Ok,.//ﬁ;n )éﬁf(a / ‘J(//7p[f
2. SITE PLAN W///I(f/)/f" f4:./7//l"f Gfé S e é-z/ Va4 /(-w/nnf')t /# Co/)"‘\ oy,

c e ¢ Aclr—rc Lo el 7 En ot eI AT S T
Site and envnronmema setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat. Your site plan must include:

a. the scale, north arrow, and date;
b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and

c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical
equipment, and landscaping.

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You must submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format no larger than 11" X 17". Plans on
8 1/2" X 11" paper are preferred.

a. Schematic _construction plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of
walls, window and door openings, and other fixed features of both the exnstlng resource(s) and the
proposed work.

b. Elevations (facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing
construction and, when appropriate, context. All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must
be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed eievation drawing of each
facade affected by the proposed work Is required.

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General description of materials and manufactured items proposed for incorporation in the work of the
project. This information may be included on your design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the
affected portions. All labels shouid be piaced on the front of photographs.

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-of-way and of the
adjoining properties. All labels should be placed on the front of photographs.

6. TREE SURVEY

If you are proposing construction adjacent to or within the dripline of any tree 6" or larger in diameter (at
approximately 4 feet above the ground), you must file an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location,
and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING 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. You can obtain this information from the Department of
Assessments and Taxation. 51 Monroe Street Rockville. 1279-1355).
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Property shown hereon is not in a flood plain per existing records unless otherwise noted.

SCALE: 1" ol HOUSE LOCATION
RECORDED IN: (‘?O LOT 38 BLOCK 1
itﬁ-aoo'e CAPITOL VIEW PARK

: V71774 MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MD

NOTE: This drawing 18 nol Inlended
to eatablish property lines nor are

(©)

the oxlsiance of corner markors
guaranteed. All Informallon shown
hereon taken [rom the land records
of the counly |n which the propeny
is locatod. Do not attempt to erect
fences from Information contalned
on this drawling.

{ nereby cortify tha! to tho best of my knowledge and
belief, the position of all the exisling Improvements on
the above describad proporty ha boon established by
acopled feld pracllce&

Date:__danuary 3, 1994

i
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EQQUANANAY 1 aUN Qllu\rrvr\n@
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Item 7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNERS

Amy Eisenstadt
10107 Meadowneck Ct.
Silver Spring, MD 20910

L.E. SaYlor
10118 Capital Vview Ave.
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Kevin Prince
3113 Lee St.
Silver Spring, MD 20910

i
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NOV 29 1994'
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ROCKVILLE FERCE & CONSTR®CTION INC.
14520 SOUTHLAWN LANE, ROCKVILLE, MD 20850 (301) 77,0\_-6900

ALL STYLES OF FENCE ) DECKS -
RETAINING WALLS PLAYGROUNDS

Owners Name A4 ~ #2. 75 /<;</4/’7C/{ Job Address 0/’CC775Nf/(u~ A _£E 33 & H

- | PO RITAT PLcns mi AL JCF
Address’ /a/ﬁ 6/<?Odh//</6a/i el /Oc/fcpoﬁ 7l R )2 7 pj 5 r);c?%n[ 7,:_/%/ o

K/f’/w/ A WAL NACL®) DATE // 7 ?4 ~ Lccmagé:v)

city © state -J  zip code '
; ) OFFER GOOD FOR %/ 2 S
Phone H (/7 (" '/7 7 y W 202 KBA-YYOD EXT 2 £ 7 " oA

e propose, subject to acceptance to sell and perform-the following work: Koy c L

e /‘*@(7“ c/[" & A ; Eﬂfiﬂ-/‘/’) ' Sopr0
SAZL 5ol ) Berch) Fancy % 7o £©

Eogeiislay | e

s I (e Va2 !

' ? = -? £ €0e
e S
e B X BE ech To K 2 f | o oS
20T Rpp RO Txs Dy ﬂn;k ;‘ L_/_ﬁ,___’?__g_;

Y>> o, / v ' ) \'“(47\_\
et P — 1 % HOUSE
£
//’:0’7/ L _>€c;/ac,u5 J‘/D@ ‘ L {\)JKJ
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This contract is subject to terms, covenants, and conditions on the reverse side hereof, and is not binding to
Rockville Fence & Construction Inc. until accepted by the main office.

Main office acceptance Date.

PLEASE ALLOW US THE OPPORTUNITY TO BEAT ANY OTHER LEGITIMATE BID

MEMBER INTERNATIONAL FENCE INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION -




»

1 | |
Decempbiec 20,89y

Mo Per Fapee
H=pric Perescirvanod OyUISsIo)

B3] Ceoreir fve |
- Siwek 2Ppire, UMD 20M10 =310

KE.  KEGUPST T2 IUSTRAL  6-0' Hia tt FEIUCE,
loT 38 - CMITPL View Pl
ML STOAT K iaMEK - OWNERS

BeAK Ms PAKIcEK

) e o ovERs or LOTS 26 + HD <Teonqt\// objecr lo Hle
_NSTAURIOY o & HENCE O Ay king on +He, front yARD
NORT & PRoPERTM LING OF He ARNE REFPRELCED
. broper, Me n&maupnor) oF s Rne  Would
CRELTE SECD Pl [PROBUEMS | Y (S0 AL_ BARIIERS | 18 INCONSTEMT
W TH THE SACHACEL. o THe NeiitegioyD  AND
VESHTIVELr AFEEC e WAGKETARILITY) OF fie fwo

_ Ve HeMes siMeE  FOR OUR_ProPeeTI®S 6N OF.
WHIGH 16 Ve - CONSMuIc.0on,

o MicEp  sh put oF He ASFECTEO AREA WITH
e PRROWS DRAN T diAgRAMATICA Ly ISR S0
P fe £ VerHoue  tHaavels _doun  Meadswoweer 6
. _,_,JY"UJNLD% e prware, bRVVENAY e WOOUD ol RE




.‘ PM@Q

LeslE o see Mle o homes be&{m\so Hle fence

As one  traiele op tHe PRVNTE _PRIVANGY on  eoot

o2 B AQTOMORILE. AN MTRUDER uLd Hine

behw® e fonce MO yump M) bnsesgecmng

Dovedwonn?. Addihovoua, e, mamUamy ) gF s,

Lo @ ocpoareld A V@Ua\d SaeRAEA, oo Ve

AMERL0SSI0N. OO e oroponner  ohnod  Mle

Conscl, qre Vot A PawT oF T  Yechnoghcrd

e PRwatE  drwewsy  terdo Yo segopare

ook \o1d Ceow, YWe \\ao«qhb@@hooé AL L, NSO TR

o= & =Nl o' +ile. CNTRANICE, to e dmiveuoen,

WOLUD EORTROL 22 Qoo TE due, 0T . We, &y wot

Wk Yo Leel 2eoqoteo: Weo hesirsw. Lo

e, A paet oF e Neighbwhood. Tths

A OGRATIA) 54\ B LN oy decreuse, e P@Q@%‘_‘/\J

Jalwoe oD Mq\a,\oe\-%w\m OF OUg- tud veuw)d

HeWeD,

An CoOnclLo>6N w2 peabesT Wt o YWerpucad

SOMMIES |ONY éen\f e  topluchnion.

%\V\OQ%?J\M

ooomu, o; \.OT Dl COWeR OF LOT” U3

M@ o DEvELoPMent BN

f/;w//g// 4:7% "‘{ "’”‘@U»b SHCHAEAO

L,U(J\cU\ %A«\ LOK-




K )







A

DecempbER. h0, 119y

Ms P FPapeenc

Hepric Ppescprvanon VSN

BT Ceoroir fve

Silver SPeive, MDD AP0 =31s6

KE:  REQURST T IVSTRLL 6-0' thett FRIJCE,

loT 28 - CapIL View PACE

AU+ 20T KravEK- CWNERS

| BEAC Ms Pacied

ME owvres  oF Lot e tHD sTONGLy cbjecr (o the

InsTAURNIOD of A HEbCE ot Ay kinD on tHe fRont yARE
_No&TH o

ERTM LiNe OF Hhe aADE REEPRENCED
_ propeervs M INSTMLAMON  OF s Rnwe  woulo

_ CREATE SELURITL) PROBUEMS | YISUAL BARRICKS, 15 INCONSKTENT

LW TH Te SACHACTRE. o Te NeigibbaHocO. AND

Ve HOMRS  sATEID. Fork 0K ProferTles  ane OF
CWHIGH 16 Lo CONSTRUC RN, _

MNidctizp 1sh PN oF He ARFECTEOD  AREA  WITH
AeouS PrawN  to disqearaTicrlyy B RAE 00K
T, fs £ Verlcle teavels  down  Mesdbwwece oF
'\'O\Ukmé Tde PRWAME BRIVENAY] AN LD VoT RE




® B
P;.c\@’;l

LeslE 4o see Hle bt homes \be&{owo Hle &ncg',

As oo deaveig  op tHe pRVATE pRWVAMGy on koot

22 BY  ROTOMORILE AN INTRUDER  ULD e

behw® Me {once M@ UMD M) Unsesee sy

Dovednirz.  Addihovaua, e, namUianu) e 1o,

Lo © cpeates AN @U&\d \wm\% ap We

\up&z@ﬁ%\oﬂ Ot Yo, m,o@smm@b \@Q\m'\\sd W,

Coote,  are Vot A Capr oF The  Lehnaghodd

THe DRWaTE c&xz\\)e,wavx ‘s ‘o SeQaRATE

oot \oTd Lo, e \\sothcxzhooé MO e, INLtHUA TN

WOLLD FORTWeL  S2 0o TE due, (0TS UJ% dowcﬁr

wek to Leel seomoren. Wo e ivs. de

be, M pae T ofF e Dehbuwhood . Tths

SeOARATIA) By B £0NCL sy SRCRGUSE, e PRXEiin

~ ]
Uslbe oD Marer fkiliny OF oy TUX wew

__Heweo

A\ concuosion we gpeguesT bt e Nerpid
_comissioy deny e hppUchmon.

‘:‘?3 ‘e \2~e\«,\
_owwas OF ot ;ga QWeR oF 10T 43
gevaﬂM SW Lo Alelre bevELoPMERT DL
S o e B P NS TSI A -
j /w// 2l %ﬁ(o\fgur | |

) L_,UL/\Cu\ gm uola



¢ O]

_ ST e s - ) SRR GS T DT e ——— e —m

’ J.ﬂnudﬂ, ~i2

- -

v ‘ . T O zvoonNy MO LG e
’ < = .omlo

STV OO
~n TS K l IJ
A= = L —_ _

- T e O 4

]

TR R U ey

]

_:. ‘l
o \
Ry
i

IO
R
"~

R Py
' ;
"y >3
w T

D

e

A

- ~

HAS

~

R
I
W
1
]
~
. +

3.

i
N
~
AN




