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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Douglas M. Duncan Julia O'Malley

County Executive : Chairperson
October 9, 2006

Eugene Rose, Urban Forester
M-NCPPC

Meadowbrook Maintenance Facility -
8000 Meadowbrook Lane

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

Re: Jesup Blair House, Master Plan Site # 36/06, Removal of four oak trees (36”-48” in diameter)

Dear Mr. Rose,

I have received your memo dated September 11, 2006 regarding the above referenced trees, which documents your
assessment that these trees are dead and hazardous

Since it is the Historic Preservation Commission’s (HPC) goal to retain and preserve the trees on this site, which
contribute to the historic setting of the house, we are requiring as a condition of approval for the removal of these
trees a one-for-one replacement tree be replanted.

Therefore, due to the health and hazard of the svubj ect trees, the Historic Preservation Commission authorizes the
removal of the trees with the condition that each tree to be removed is replaced with a tree, of similar species,
measuring 3” in diameter somewhere on the subject property.

This letter serves are your permission to remove the tree without further review by the HPC. If you have any
additional questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 301-563-3400.

Sincerely,

Whechale U s—

Michele Oaks, Senior Planner
Historic Preservation Section, M-NCPPC

\«\"AMfk
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Douglas M. Duncan Julia O’Malley
County Executive Chairperson

Date: October 9, 2006

MEMORANDUM
TO: Robert Hubbard; Director
Department of Permitting Services
FROM: Michele Oaks, Senior Planner@
Historic Preservation Section, M-NCPPC
SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit # 433729, for the removal of two trees (30” dia Tulip Poplar and 36” dia oak)

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) reviewed the attached application for a Historic Area
Work Permit (HAWP) at its public hearing on September 27,2006. This appllcanon was APPROVED with a condition.
The condition of approval was that:

. Two trees from Montgomery County’s native species list (3” caliper deciduous or 6’ high evergreen) will be re-
planted on the property. .

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED AND CONDITIONAL UPON ADHERENCE TO
THE ABOVE APPROVED HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT (HAWP) CONDITION AND MAY REQUIRE
APPROVAL BY DPS OR ANOTHER TOWN GOVERNMENT AGENCY BEFORE WORK CAN COMMENCE.

Applicant: M-NCPPC (Eugene Rose, Agent)
Address: 900 Jesup Blair Drive, Silver Spring (Master Plan Site # 36/06, Jesup Blair House/Park

This HAWP approval is subject to the general condition that, after issuance of the Montgomery County Department of
Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant will contact the Historic Preservation Office if they propose to make any
alterations to the approve plans.

\-AM
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RETURN TO DEPARIME T CF 2

VILLE FIKL 2nafLCC AVILLL LD 20800

Py DPS-#8
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: EU rEw S RC‘
Daytima Phone No.: 3 o‘? (9 ]C‘ . ,'_)7 OZ;Z.

Tax Account No.: .

Name of Progerty Owner: MN h\.. \Db/‘)i Daytime Phone No.:

agns__QUC T E5vP (LAWR DRrv €, SityER $ARwe, M)

_ Street Number Staar Zp Code

¢ M}‘J ¢ PR - ;/-\.—r‘) Crieyl h&.—c Sk §’+ Phone No.:

Contractor Registration No.:

Agent for Owner: Daytime Phone No.:

[OCATION OF BUITDING/PREMISE

House Number: _ 900 T oy : VS_JA ~ Prwie _ Steet

Town/City: < | ’u NearestCross Steet:

Lot Block: Subdivisi

Liber: Fali: Parcel: .

BARTONE: TYPE OF PERNIT ACTION ANDUSE -

1A, CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
O] Constuct  — Extend [, Alter/Renovats Zat O s T Room Addition (" Porch 1} Deck (3 Shed
O Mave [ tnstall (] Wreck/Raze ' Sola ) Fireplace T Woodbumning Stove O Single Famity
) Revision O Repair [ Aevocable L Fence/Wall |complete Section 4) P:Dﬂ\er:

18. Car ion cost est § TR EE fﬂk EM‘)'U ﬂ_/t— '

1C. If this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW coKEinugﬂuﬁ AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal; 01 . wWssC a2 M Septic 03 7 Othen:

2B, Type of water supply: 01 — wssc 02 Z welt 03 O Other:

PARTTHREE: COMPI NLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet : inches
3B, Indicate whether the feace or rataining wail is to be on one of the following locations:
7 Onparty line/property line (] Entirely on land of awner [0 Dn pubiic right of way/easement

F hereby cortify that | heve the authasity 1o make the loregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with plans

appro all agencies fisted and ! hereby acknowledge and accept this to be & condition for the issuance of this permit.
AKX A 012'“ Spﬁ}r// U e
Signgn of awflsr or authorized ageat ) Date

Approvcdy W / @/‘7 N D I’T ZD,\[ £ For ghairpcrpen, Histogis Prese;?rﬁl Commission
5}

o Signature: i’" £ AR Date: ID 5507

v 233729 4_;'" T/ V.

Ecit 6/21/99 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE
REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUSY ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

DI | OF PROVECT

a Description of existing structure(s} and enviranmental setting, including their histarical fantures and significance:

b.

Twnivinualy DESICNATED MAIER Dudw o 7E -JE547 ALAR ALR
SEE  ATMcEeN  MEMO

Genaral description of projsct and its effect on the historic resourcels), the environmantal setting, and, whare applicabls, the historic district:

4 MHINCIYEN  MEMY

2. SIVEPLAN

3.

5.

8,

Site and environmental setting, drawwn 10 scale. You may usa your plat. Your site ptan must include:

b.

the scale, narth srrow, and date;
dimensians of all existing and praposed structures; and

site featuras such as welkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, tresh dumpsters, mechanicat equi and lands

PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You rmust submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a form arger "x 17" “x 11" paperare

b

Schematic construction plens, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of walls, window and daor epenings, and ather
fixed features of bath the existing resourcels) and the proposed wark,

Elevations tfacades). with marked di ians, clearly indicati posed work in relation to existing jon and, when epprap

, context.
All matenials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted an the elevations drawings. An existing and & praposed alavation drawmg of each
facade affected by the propased wark is required.

’

ATERJAL 10N

Genersl deseription of materials and manufactured items proposed fer incorporation in the work af the project. This information may be included on your
design drawings.

PHOTOGRAPHS

a

Cleaily labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the aiectad portions. Al labals should be pleced an the
font of photographs.

. Claarly label photographic prints cf the resource as viewsd from the puhlic right-l-way and of ths adjoining ptopertias. All labeis shauld be piated an

the front of photographs.

TREE SURVEY

f yau are proposing construction adjacent to or within the dripline of any tres 6 o larger in diameter (at approximately 4 feat above the ground),

mus: file an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at leastthat dimension,

ADDRE F ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PR OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurata fist of adjacent and confronting property ownars (not tanants), including nsmes, addressas, and 2ip codas. This list
should include the owners of alt lots or pareels which adjoin the parcel in question, as welf as the owneris) of lot{s} or parcells) which lie directly across

the street/highwey from the parcel in questian. You can obtain this information from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,
Rackville, {301/279-13585).

) PLEASE PRINT iV BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS Will BE PHOTOCOPIED DIAECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
Meadowbrook Maintenance Facility
8000 Meadowbrook Lane

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

MEMORANDUM

| TO: ‘ Michelle Oaks, Senior Planner
FROM: " Eugene Rose, Urban Forester “Z"‘/)/‘(}!&V
DATE: September 11, 2006 |
SUBJECT: Jesup Blair Park ~ I-fistoric Area Work Permit

Enclosed is the Historic Area Work Permit request to removal two live, hazard trees from Jesup
Blair Park.

Tree number one is a 30 inch diameter tulip poplar with several buttress roots exhibiting severe
signs of root rot and a moderate lean. Itis a hazard to users of the park trails, and could
damage a newly installed light pole and recently planted landscape trees if it falls.

Tree number two is a 36 inch diameter red oak with 75% of the limbs dead, and only two
remaining live limbs on the tree. This tree is a hazard to park patrons who use the trails in the
park. it cannot be safely pruned.



MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
Meadowbrook Maintenance Facility
8000 Meadowbrook Lane

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

MEMORANDUM

TO: Michelle Oaks, Senior Planner

FROM: Eugene Rose, Urban Forester Z/qu
DATE: September 11, 2006

SUBJECT: Jesup Blair Park Trees

As we discussed after our on-site meeting, this memo is to inform you of our intent to remove
four dead, hazard trees from Jesup Blair Park. Their locations are identified on the enclosed
map.

All four oak trees are approximately 36 to 48 inches in diameter. Tree number one was struck
by lightning, while trees two, three and four most likely died as a result of the construction that
occurred on site.



Jesup - Blair Local Park
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-May 19, 2005

J. Rodney Little, Director, State Historic Preservation Office
Maryland Historical Trust

Office of Preservation Services

100 Community Place

Crownsville, MD 21032

" Dear Mr. Little,

We are writing 1 you on behalf of the Coalition to Preserve Jesup Blair

Park, whose members include historic and environmental preservation
groups as well as individuals. Sadly, the purpose of our letter is to

make you aware that what we had warned would happen to the historic trees
in Jesup Blair Park if Montgomery College built its pedestrian bridge

has, indeed, occurred.

On October 21, 2002, the Trust concurred "that the proposed undertaking,
construction of the pedestrian bridge Option 7, will pose no adverse
effect on historic properties.” Nonetheless, we have documented severe
adverse impacts to the environmenta! setting of this National Register
eligible historic parkland as a result of the death and decline of

ancient Oaks. Despite the College's assertion that the bridge option
they selected would result in no trees lost, would minimize stress to
trees, and that the College would use strategies to protect the historic
trees during construction of the project, 5 ancient White Oaks are dead
or declining due to the College's bridge construction. More Oak trees are
also at risk due to the careless use of heavy equipment in the Oak grove
adjacent to the historic house.

We have enciosed the letter we sent to M-NCPPC describing the impacts to
the Park's trees and have included photos as well. We have also included
the letter we sent last year advising M-NCPPC and Montgomery College of
the potential impacts to the Park's trees - especnally the historic Oaks

-due to constructlon activities.

This project has turned out badly, despite all of the proposed tree
protection measures and intentions to not impact trees’ critical root
zones. We hope that as you evaluate other projects in the future,
particularly those projects whose environmental setting involve historic -
trees, you give more consideration to the impacts to trees in order to
safeguard the environmental setting. These mistakes of the past need not
be repeated. -

We look forward to working with you in the future.

Most Sincerely, i
RG Steinman,

John Parrish

On behalf of the Coalition to Preserve Jesup Blair Park

cc:

Jerry McCoy, President, Silver Spring Historical Society
Wayne Goldstein, President, Montgomery Preservation, inc.
Jim Fary, Conservation Chair, Montgomery County Sierra Club
Marcie Stickle, Silver Spring Historical Society

George French, Silver Spring Historical Society

May 12, 2005

Tuesday, September 26, 2006 America Online: MarciPro
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Derick Berlage, Chairman
Montgomery County Planning Board

Dear Chairman Berlage,

As you may recall, iast May we sent you a letter on behalf of the
Coalition to Preserve Jesup Blair Park (see attached letter dated May
24, 2004). Atthat time, we alerted you to the precarious conditionofa -
number of the old Oak trees in the Park that were threatened by impacts
from bridge construction and excessive mulching. In just one year, we are
observing further Oak tree deaths, and ongoing severe decline, due to
numerous causes including the College’s bridge project, excessive
mulching by park staff, and soil disturbance related to the ongoing park
renovation. In this letter, we summarize what we found on our recent May
visit to the Park and provide suggestions and recommendations for
improved park practices in order to forestall the extensive damage that

is oceurring.

SUMMARY OF IMPACTS
Sadly, since our letter of May 2004, 5 oid Oaks are dead or dying due to
impacts from the College's bridge construction (see table of Trees
Impacted by Bridge Construction). This has occurred despite all of the
proposed tree protection measures and intentions to not impact trees’
critical root zones. Before construction began, all of these nearly

. 3foot diameter ancient Oaks were rated in "good” or "very good"
condition in M-NCPPC's May 2001 Jesup Blair Park Tree Inventory. Oak
#487, in severe decline last year, is now dead. Oak #488, which began to
decline last year, is now in severe decline. Two more Oaks, #489 and
#4980, are showing critical foliage thinning, and Oak #480 is now in
decline. These trees suffered from extensive impacts to their critical
root zones, as well massive soil compaction due to heavy equipment and a
layer of crushed stone. While we had hoped that some of the impacted
trees would rebound, it now appears that these trees have instead
declined further, and even more frees are succumbing.

Trees Impacted by Bridge Construction

Number DBH, ininches Species Condition of trees prior to bridge
construction Current condition of trees

" #490 30 White Oak Good Foliage thinning

#489 32 White Oak Good Foliage thinning

#488 32 White Oak Good In severe decline

#487 34 White Oak Good Dead

#480 20 White Oak Very Good In decline

Needlessly, 3 additional giant old Oaks are now dead and one is in severe
decline, due to excessive mulch suffocating their root systems. This
situation was easily preventable. Last May, we called attention to White
Oak #478, which was in need of inmediate action as a result of excessive
layers muich smothering its root system. The excessive muich needed !o be
removed immediately to prevent this tree from declining further. However,
no action was taken, and now this tree is dead. This four-foot diameter

tree was one of the largest and oldest trees in Jesup Blair Park. it was’
rated in "very good” condition in the 2001 tree inventory.

Tuesday, September 26, 2006 America Online: MarciPro
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Well-intentioned Park maintenance woricers piled a 12 - 18 inch layer of
wood chip mulch beneath this giant tree. While mulching at depths of 2 to
4 inches can provide benefits, excessive amounts of muich are very
detrimental to tree health. In effect, the root system of this ancient

tree was suffocated. Two other Qaks were killed in the same way (#479,
#477) and one (#483) is nearly dead (see table of Trees impacted by
Excessive Mulching).

Trees Impacted by Excessive Mulching

Number DBH,ininches Species Condition of trees according to 2001 JBP
tree inventory Current condition

of trees

#483 47 White Oak Good Nearly dead

#479 34 White Oak Poor Dead

#478 48 White Oak VeryGood Dead

#477 34 WhiteOak Good Dead

-Park renovation is also taking a toll on numerous trees. A 3-foot

diameter oid Oak, #470, is now in decline due to critical root zone

impacts from tennis court removal, electric light installation, fill dirt

and grading. A second tree (#421), a White Pine designated to be
transplanted, was simply destroyed. Two more White Pines (#327, #331)
that were not supposed to be taken down according to the renovation plan
were also destroyed - Why? Furthermore, careless use of heavy machinery
used to enlarge the circular driveway scarred the trunk base of two White
Oaks (#368 and #370) which are now exhibiting obvious sings of decline.
(See table of Trees impacted by Ongoing Park Renovation).

Trees Impacted by Ongoing Park Renovation

~Number DBH, ininches Spacies Condition of tree according to 2001 JBP
tree inventory  Current condition
of trees
#470 32 White Oak Good Indecline
#421 10 White Pine : Good Destroyed
#368 23 WhiteOQak Good Machine scarred
#370 24 White Oak Good Machine scarred
#327 19 White Pine Very Good Destroyed
#331 11 White Pine Good Destroyed

Regarding the careless use of heavy equipment, in the Qak grove adjacent

to the historic house (between the upper and lower parking lots), fencing

is'missing or down, and trucks are regularly driving across the roots of

the old Oak trees, compacting the soil and damaging trees' root systems.

~ We saw considerable evidence of this, including tire ruts and suppressed
vegetation growth, at Jesup Blair Park on Saturday, May 7th. The tree

protection plan clearly prohibits this kind of activity due to the

impacts on the trees’ critical root zones.

REQUEST

The Coalition to Preserve Jesup Blair Park strongly urges M-NCPPC to
pro-actively supervise and monitor impacts of ongoing bridge construction
activities, park maintenance, and park renovation activities on the

health of the Park's trees. We request that

- ALL tree protection measures be fully enforced

- M-NCPPC take measures to immediately stop the current prohibited and
damaging practice of trucks driving across the roots of the old Qak

trees.

Tuesday, September 26, 2006 America Online: MarciPro
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As the Jesup Blair Park renavation praceeds, we will be closely
monitoring the impact to the trees. It is our hope that M-NCPPC will find
ways to avoid repeating the mistakes that have resulted in the
devastating loss of our cherished ancient Oak trees.

RECOMMENDATION

- Jesup Blair Park has lost hundreds of trees since Violet Blair Janin
bequeathed the Park to the State of Maryland. We can think of no better
way to honor the old trees and salvage those that have died than by
allowing their offspring to re-vegetate the Park. To that end, the

- Goalition ta Preserve Jesup Blair Park offers our support in assisting in
the regeneration of Jesup Blair Park using the seed stock from the extant
native forest remnant trees that are already coming up. This spring we
have seen young Black Gum, Black Cherry, Maples, Oaks, Ash, American Eim,
and Holly trees begin their successional rise. The Coalition, under the
supervision of botanist, John Parrish, would be willing to provide care
‘for the trees, including constructing protective cages, freeing the trees
fram weeds, and transplanting the seedlings to another location, if
necessary. We would be happy to discuss this further with you.

If we can be of further assistance, please fee! free to contact us at
lifeonearth@juno.com, or (301) 565-2025.

Respectfully,

John Parrish, Botanist
Ms. RG Steinman

Coalition To Preserve Jesup Blair Park

Cc:

Lester Straw, Superintendent of Parks

Bob Kane, Project Manager

Eugene Rose, Chief Arborist, M-NCPPC

Pete Boetinger, Park Manager, M-NCPPC

Gwen Wright, Staff, Montgomery County Historic Preservatlon Commission
David Capp, Chief Facilities Officer

Jerry McCoy, President, Silver Spring Historical Society

Wayne Goldstein, President, Montgomery Preservation, Inc.

Jim Fary, Conservation Chair, Montgomery County Sierra Club .

May 24, 2004

Derick Berlage, Chairman
Montgomery County Planning Board

Dear Chairman Berlage,

As you may remember, a coalition of historic and environmental

preservation groups testified on numerous occasions to protect Jesup

Biair Park from impending damages due to Montgomery College's expansion
plans. We also expressed similar concerns about M-NCPPC's proposed park
renovation plans. Our concerns revolve around preserving the

environmental setting of this historic parkland. Most of our objections

have been about potential impacts to the Park's trees - especially the
historic Oaks - due to construction activities.

Despite all of the proposed tree protection measures and intentions to

Tuesday, September 26, 2006 America Online; MarciPro



not impact trees' critical root zones, we are already beginning to

witness the death and decline of historic Oak trees as a result of the
Callege’s bridge project. A three-foot diameter White Oak (#487) rated
in "good" condition prior to the start of bridge construction barely

leafed out this spring. It is now in very poor health and will likely die
soon due to impacts to its critical root zone. The tree's root system is
suffering from massive soil compaction due to heavy equipment and a layer
of crushed stone. Another White Qak, tree #488 growing adjacent to tree
#487, was also rated in "good" health prior to start of construction. It,

too, is now in decline. Though it is in better shape than Oak #487, it

did not leaf out fully this spring. The thinner foliage is also a

response to critical root zone impacts. This tree has declined to a

"fair" condition and will have to be monitored closely.

Hopefully bridge construction activity will end soon so that the site can

be returned to its original grade. All of the crushed stone and heavy
equipment needs to be removed as soon as possible in order to reduce the
extent of tree damage. The extent of damage o trees in the immediate
vicinity of the bridge construction will reveal itself more fully over

the next few years. Some trees may decline or die rapidly, others more
slowly. Hopefully some of the |mpacted trees will rebound rather than
decline.

On our recent visit to Jesup Blair Park we also noticed four trees along
Jesup Blair Drive (near the entrance to the rear parking lot) that are no
longer protected by fencing. These four trees are Black Cherry (#387),

Post Oak (#388), White Pine (#396), and Deodar Cedar (#397). Apparently
the fencing was removed to facilitate the installation of lighting along

Jesup Blair Drive. Fortunately these trees appear to be undamaged and are
still in good health. We ask that protective fencing be reinstalled
immediately to assure that these trees remain unharmed.

Lastly, White Oak #478 needs immediate attention. This four-foot diameter
tree is one of the largest and oldest trees in Jesup Blair Park. It was

rated in "very good" condition during the park tree assessment. This tree
has declined significantly due to its root system being smothered in a

thick pile of mulch. Well-intentioned Park maintenance workers deposited

a 12 - 18 inch layer of wood chip mulch beneath this giant tree last

year. While mulching at depths of 2 to 4 inches can provide benefits,
excessive amounts of mulch are very detrimental to tree health. In

effect, the root system of this ancient tree is being suffocated. The
excessive mulch needs to be removed immediately to prevent this tree from
declining further.

The Coalition to Preserve Jesup Blair Park requests that M-NCPPC closely
monitor impacts to tree health due to ongoing bridge construction

- activities. We ask that tree protection measures be fully enforced. As
the Jesup Blair Park renovation gets underway, it is our hope that
M-NCPPC will learn from the College's failure to prevent tree impacts and
find ways to avoid repeating the same mistakes.

If we can be of further assistance, please feel free to contact us at
lifeonearth@juno.com, or (301)- 565-2025.

Respectfully,

John Parrish, Botanist
Ms. RG Steinman

Tuesday, September 26, 2006 America Online: MarciPro
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Coalition To Preserve-Jesup Blair Park ' -

Cc.

Lester Straw, Superintendent of Parks

Eugene Rose, Chief Arborist, M-NCPPC

Pete Boetinger, Park Manager, M\-NCPPC

Gwen Wright, Staff, Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission
David Capp, Chief Facilities Officer

Jerry McCoy, President, Silver Spring Historical Society

Wayne Goldstein, President, Montgomery Preservation, Inc.

Jim Fary, Conservation Chair, Montgomery County Sierra Club

Tuesday, September 26, 2006 America Online: MarciPro




HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 900 Jesup Blair Drive, Silver Spring Meeting Date: 9/27/2006

Resource: Master Plan Site #36/06 Report Date: 9/20/2006
Jesup Blair House/Park

Applicant: M-NCPPC-Parks Department Public Notice: 9/13/2006
(Eugene Rose, Agent)

Review: HAWP Tax Credit: N/A

Case Number: 36/06-06A ' Staff: Michele Oaks

PROPOSAL: Tree Removal (2 requires HAWP, 4 does not require HAWP)

RECOMMENDATION: Approve with condition J(a: M& TT@N

PZpdeE - 2D
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 0{7?0{7&7 — O'M L%\[

Staff recommends that the Commission approve this HAWP application with the condition that:

Two trees from Montgomery County’s native species list (min. 3” caliper deciduous or 6” high
evergreen) will be re-planted on the property.

BACKGROUND

The applicants received approval from the Commission in 2000 for a development plan for the property,
which is currently within the County parks system.

The approved dexelepment plan forsleewark included a pedestrian bridge over the railroad tracks, the
removal of existing tennis courts, whlch were adjacent to the historic house and the construction of a new
tennis court pear-th ifznd ba ketball courts and thcr ctw facﬂltm at the rlght rear cormer

proiahaiont 0 g, o PR g v s

ed for the existing trees on the site. Aﬁdrmz a

_-_\As._-l '--

i)

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Individually Designated Master Plan Site
STYLE: Federal/Greek Revival

y W" DATE: 1850
i

uare, two-story frame house incorporates elements of Federal and Greek Revival styling. The

ofithe house has an unusual level of sophistication for the area. High style features include wooden

i i
%‘ ©



comner quoins, louvered cupola, and paneled window openings. The front door is detailed with a
pronounced cornice with a wide frieze resting on slender pilasters.

HISTORIC CONTEXT

Originally known as The Moorings, the Blair family built this distinguished residence about 1850 as a
summer retreat. For many years, the residence was home to Mary J. Blair, daughter-in-law of Francis
Preston Blair, whose Silver Spring estate, located on the opposite side of Georgia Avenue, was namesake
to the community. Mrs. Blair maintained a Washington residence in addition to this summer residence.
During the 1860s, Postmaster General Montgomery Blair, brother-in-law of Mary Blair, resided at The
Moorings. The property remained in the Blair family until 1937 when Violet Blair Janin, grandchild of
Francis Preston Blair, dedicated the property to the State of Maryland as a rnemonal to her brother, Jesup
Blair.

PROPOSAL Vi ¥ v, ﬁwu I. ot M D’)‘%

Applicants are proposing to remove, two (2), dying trees from the subject propeﬂyiSas per the attachedpﬁ
memo (circle (9 ). The reasons for removal are:

Tree #1 ~ Tulip Poplar (307dia): The tree has several buttress roots and is exhibiting severe sigf
of root rot and has a moderate lean.

Tree #2 — g((o ak (36”dia): The tree contains 75% of dead limbs, and only two live limbs remai;bp/)
on the tree. V

The applicants have also submitted a request to remove an additional, four (4) dead, hazardous trees from Q"D -
the property, as per the attached memo (circle |Z ). These dead and hazardous trees meet the

Commission’s dead tree standards, which allows for waivers to be granted for tree removals without a

formal historic area work permit. Staff will be forwarding a waiver letter granting the owner permission to
remove these trees.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES:

The Historic Preservation Commission utilizes the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation
when reviewing alterations to individually designated Master Plan historic sites. The standards, which pertain
to the proposed project, are as follows:

#9 New additions, exterior alteraﬁoxis, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials,
features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and
will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of
the property and its environment.

#10 New additions and adjacent new construction will be undertaken in such a manner that, if removed in
the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The subject trees to be removed are in poor health. The park arborist has identified a significant amount of
dead limbs visible, Toot rot, and moderate lean on the subject trees. Additionally, because of their size and
health status, the trees are identified as a hazard to park patrons. In order to ensure the safety of our park
users, staff supports their timely removal.



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with the above-stated condition the HAWP application
as being consistent with Chapter 24A-8(b)(1) & (2);

and with the - Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation,

g
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and with the general condition tl{at the applicant shall notify the Histéric Preservation Staff if they propose




RETURNTO DEPARTRENT OF PERMHTTING SERVICES

255 ROCKVILLE PIKL 2nd FLOOR. ROCKVILLE 132 20853
24007776270 DPS -#8

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: EU‘(:YENE RO‘)E
Daytime ProneNo: __ 3 O1 & 70- B D62

Tax Account No.:
Name of Property Owner: MN t PIO & Daytime Phone No.:
s QOC T E5vP (ALAWR PRrvE |, SitvER $0R1wé, M)
Street Number City Staet Zip Code
C MI\) ¢ pio('. Ié—r"b LIk | "11 - 5[1 "‘f‘ Phone No.:
Contractor Registration No.:
Agent for Owner: Daytime Phone Ne.;

ATION OF BUILDING/PREMIS

House Number: 900 Te s 2 Bla.~ Driuz Stest
Tonntity: 51 lv NearestCross Sheet:
Lot: Block: Subdivision:
Liber: Folio: Parcel:

YA. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPUICABLE:
3 Construct Z Extend [ Aher/Renovate Z AT (D Skb C Room Addition ( Porch [ Deck (3 Shed
J Move C install {J Wreck/Raze ™ Solar ] Fireplace ([ Woodburning Stove 3 Single Family
1 Revision O Repair [ Revocable {2 Fence/Wall (complete Section 4} %M&en

18. Construction cost estimate:  § j’R EE ﬂ ‘S:M’UU ﬂ'/t_

1C. If this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTIDN AND ND/ADDITIONS
2A. Type of sewage disposal: 61 T WSSC 02 T Septic 03 T Other:

2B. Type of water supply: 01 - WSSC 02 = well 03 [J Other:

.

THREE; COMPLETE ONL FENCE/RETAI ALL
3A. Height feet inches

3B. |Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed an one of the following locations:

3 On party line/property line 3 Entirely on land of owner {3 On public right of way/easement

-

1 hereby certify that | have the authority to make the foregoi Fcation, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with plans

% dpp

approved by sl agencies listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

A Q’Z“' élo/)/'/ié&{)(}k

(./ S:gn of awfler or authorized agent
Approved: for Chairperson, Mistoric Preservation Commission
Disapproved: Signat. Date:
Application/Permit No.: Date Filed: Date Issued:

Edit 6/21/99 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS




THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE
REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

N DE F PR
a. Description of existing is) and envi ntal setting, including their historical features and significance: . .
ITwoivioualy DESienATED MAsTER Puaw_ o 7k -JE5v2 BLAR AR
SEE  Agmhcepen HMEMO

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

4EE MIneire  Mey)

SIVE PLAN

Site and environmental semng drawn to scale. You may use your plat. Your site plan must inciude::
a. the scale, north amow, 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.

PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You mus? submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format no larger than 11" x 17" Plans on 8 1/2" x 11" paper 2re prefemed.

a. Schemstic canstruction plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of walls, window and door openings, and other
fixed features of both the existing resourcels) and the proposed work.

b. Elevations (facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when apprapriate, context.

All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevation drawing of sach
facade affected by the proposed work is required.

AT CIFICATIONS

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

.

PHOTOGRAPHS

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected portions. All labeis should be placed on the
front of photographs.

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

TREE SURVEY

1f 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.

DRE F CENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY ERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting property awners {not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of ali iots of parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as weli as the owner(s) of lot(s) or parcei{s) which fie directly across
the street/highway from the parcel in question. You can abtain this information from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, $1 Monroe Street,
Rockville, (301/279-1355i.

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WilL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.



THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
Meadowbrook Maintenance Facility
8000 Meadowbrook Lane

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

MEMORANDUM

TO: Michelle Oaks, Senior Planner

FROM: Eugene Rose, Urban Forester ?W) ),‘\_’?V(fm/
DATE: _ September 11, 2006

SUBJECT: Jesup Blair Park — Historic Area Work Permit

Enclosed is the Historic Area Work Permit request to removal two live, hazard trees from Jesup
Blair Park.

Tree number one is a 30 inch diameter tulip poplar with several buttress roots exhibiting severe
signs of root rot and a moderate lean. It is a hazard to users of the park trails, and could
damage a newly installed light pole and recently planted landscape trees if it falls.

Tree number two is a 36 inch diameter red oak with 75% of the limbs dead, and only two
remaining live limbs on the tree. This tree is a hazard to park patrons who use the trails in the
park. It cannot be safely pruned.



Jesup - Blair Local Park

. 900 Jesup Blair Drive, Georgia Avenue, and D.C. Line, Silver Spring, MD 20912
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
Meadowbrook Maintenance Facility
8000 Meadowbrook Lane

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

MEMORANDUM

TO: Michelle Oaks, Senior Planner

FROM: Eugene Rose, Urban Forester Z/Z/u
DATE: September 11, 2006 '
SUBJECT: Jesup Blair Park Trees

As we discussed after our on-site meeting, this memo is to inform you of our intent to remove

four dead, hazard trees from Jesup Blair Park. Their locations are identified on the enclosed -

map. -

All four oak trees are approximately 36 to 48 inches in diameter. Tree number one was struck
by lightning, while trees two, three and four most likely died as a result of the construction that
occurred on site.



Jesup - Blair Local Park
, 900 Jesup Blair Drive, Georgia Avenue, and D.C. Line, Silver Spring. MD 20912
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 900 Jesup Blair Drive, Silver Spring Meeting Date: 9/27/2006

Resource: Master Plan Site #36/06 Report Date: 9/20/2006
Jesup Blair House/Park

Applicant: M-NCPPC-Parks Department Public Notice: 9/13/2006
(Eugene Rose, Agent)

Review: HAWP Tax Credit: N/A

Case Number: 36/06-06A Staff: Michele Oaks

PROPOSAL:  Tree Removal (2 requires HAWP, 4 does not require HAWP)

RECOMMENDATION: Approve with condition

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission approve this HAWP application with the condition that:

Two trees from Montgomery County’s native species list (min. 3” caliper deciduous or 6’ high
evergreen) will be re-planted on the property.

BACKGROUND

The applicants received approval from the Commission in 2000 for a development plan for the property,
which is currently within the County parks system.

The approved development plan for the park included a pedestrian bridge over the railroad tracks, the
removal of existing tennis courts, which were adjacent to the historic house and the construction of a new
tennis court near the existing tennis, and basketball courts and other active facilities at the right rear corner
of the park. A new road was also constructed to link the loop drive in front of the historic house with a
new, path system throughout the park.

A tree protection plan was developed and implemented for the existing trees on the site. Additionally, a
significant amount of trees were replaced as part of an extensive tree replacement plan.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Individually Designated Master Plan Site
STYLE: Federal/Greek Revival
DATE: 1850

This square, two-story frame house incorporates elements of Federal and Greek Revival styling. The
design of the house has an unusual level of sophistication for the area. High style features include wooden

®



corner quoins, louvered cupola, and paneled window openings. The front door is detailed with a
pronounced cornice with a wide frieze resting on slender pilasters.

HISTORIC CONTEXT

Originally known as The Moorings, the Blair family built this distinguished residence about 1850 as a
summer retreat. For many years, the residence was home to Mary J. Blair, daughter-in-law of Francis
Preston Blair, whose Silver Spring estate, located on the opposite side of Georgia Avenue, was namesake
to the community. Mrs. Blair maintained a Washington residence in addition to this summer residence.
During the 1860s, Postmaster General Montgomery Blair, brother-in-law of Mary Blair, resided at The
Moorings. The property remained in the Blair family until 1937 when Violet Blair Janin, grandchild of
Francis Preston Blair, dedicated the property to the State of Maryland as a memorial to her brother, Jesup
Blair. '

PROPOSAL:

Applicants are proposing to remove, two (2), dying trees from the subject property, as per the attached
memo (circle (¢ ). The reasons for removal are:

Tree #1 — Tulip Poplar (30”dia): The tree has several buttress roots and is exhibiting severe signs
of root rot and has a moderate lean.

Tree #2 — Red Oak (36”dia): The tree contains 75% of dead limbs, and only two live limbs remain
on the tree.

The applicants have also submitted a request to remove an additional, four (4) dead, hazardous trees from
the property, as per the attached memo (circle | Z. ). These dead and hazardous trees meet the
Commission’s dead tree standards, which allows for waivers to be granted for tree removals without a
formal historic area work permit. Staff will be forwarding a waiver letter granting the owner permission to
remove these trees.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES:

The Historic Preservation Commission utilizes the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation
when reviewing alterations to individually designated Master Plan historic sites. The standards, which pertain
to the proposed project, are as follows:

#9 New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials,
features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and
will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of
the property and its environment.

#10 New additions and adjacent new construction will be undertaken in such a manner that, if removed in
the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The subject trees to be removed are in poor health. The park arborist has identified a significant amount of
dead limbs visible, root rot, and moderate lean on the subject trees. Additionally, because of their size and
health status, the trees are identified as a hazard to park patrons. In order to ensure the safety of our park
users, staff supports their timely removal.



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with the above-stated condition the HAWP application
as being consistent with Chapter 24A-8(b)(1) & (2);

and with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation,

and with the general condition that the applicant shall notify the Historic Preservation Staff if they propose
to make any alterations to the approved plans.



PETURN TO OEPARTRYE T COF PERLIT NG SLIVICLS

255 ROCRVILLE PIKE 200 FLOGOR ROCAKVILLL 3 20854

240 T7T0ITC DPS -#8

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: EU‘ (:rEN E RO)E
Daytime Phone No.: -3 O/ " 70 - L‘f17 ab &-

Tax Account No.:
Name of Property Owner: MN C {’WC Daytime Phone No.:
aess:_ QOO T EsvP (BLAWR DPRIVE |, S1uvER $821wé, MDD
Street Number City i Stast ) Zip Codo
Contractorr: MN ¢ PPOQ - A—v’" Cricy ' "Mv’(‘ 5b‘ F‘{’ Phone No.:
Contractor Registration No.:
Agent for Owner: Daytime Phone No.:
LOCAT| F BUILDING/PREMI!
House Number: _ 900 T esv p Bla,~ D7 uc Street:
Town/City: S 1"!; NearestCross Street:
Lot: Block: Subdivision:
Liber: Folio: Parcel:
1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
O Construct ~ — Extend [ Aher/Renovate ZAaC O sab C Room Addition D Porch (3 Deck [J Shed
J Move  Install ) Wreck/Raze  Solr ] Fireplace . Woodbuning Stove J Single Famity
J Revision O Repair ) Revocable {2 FenceWall (complete Section 4) Pad0ther:
iB. Construction cost estimate.  § m EE ﬂ E MW %
1C. It this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

I : PLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTIO D EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal; o1 T wssC 02 [ Septic 03 3 Other,
2B. Type of water supply: 01 O WSSC 02 = wel 03 [J Other:
PA REE: COMP N R AIN ALL

JA. Height feet inches

3B. [Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed an ene of the follawing locations:

{J Dn party line/propenty line [ Entirely on land of owner [J On public right of way/easement

1 hereby certify that | have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction wil comply with plans
approve: alf agencies listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this te be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

A2 A 0}2"" US&.O}’/L/Z/UU?

(74 Sig/ﬂae of owfler or authorized agent Date
Approved: For Chairpersan, Historic P ion Commission
Disapproved: Signature: Date:
Application/Permit No.: Date Filed: Date Issued:

Edit 6/21/99 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS




THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE
REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT
a Description of existing structura{s) and environmentai setting, including their historical features and significance:
Twoiviouhty DESIGNATED MasER Oupw s 7E -TE5v7 BLAr ALK
SEE __AgThcpen _ MEMO

b. General description of project and its affact on the hiztaric resource{s), the environmental setting, and, whare applicable, the historic district

spe nared  MeMy

2. SWEPLAN
Site and envirgnmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat. Your site plan must inciude:
a. thescale, north arraw, and date;
b. dimensions of all existing and propased structures; and

<. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, pends, , trash d hanical 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", Plaps on 8 1/2" x 11" peper are preferred.

a. Schematic construction plans, with marked dimensians, indicating location, size and general type of walls, window and deor openings, and other
fixed features of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.

b. Elevations (facedes), with merked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when apprapriate, context.

All materials and fixtures praposed for the 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.

4. MAT FICATION.

General description of materials and factured items proposed for incomoration 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 labeis should be placed 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. Al 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. ADDRE! CE NFRONTING PR ERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners {not tenants), including names, addresses, and 2ip codes. This list
should include the owners of all lots or parcefs which adjoin the parcal in question, as well as the owner(s} of fot(s) ar parcel{s} which fie directly across
the street/highway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Dapartment of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,
Rockville, {361/279-1355),

PLEASE FRINT [IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.



THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
Meadowbrook Maintenance Facility
8000 Meadowbrook Lane

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

MEMORANDUM

TO: Michelle Oaks, Senior Planner

FROM: Eugene Rose, Urban Forester MQ/L"’)’
DATE: September 11, 2006

SUBJECT: Jesup Blair Park — Historic Area Work Permit

Enclosed is the Historic Area Work Permit request to removal two live, hazard trees from Jesup
Blair Park.

Tree number one is a 30 inch diameter tulip poplar with several buttress roots exhibiting severe
signs of root rot and a moderate lean. It is a hazard to users of the park trails, and could
damage a newly installed light pole and recently planted landscape trees if it falls.

Tree number two is a 36 inch diameter red oak with 75% of the limbs dead, and only two
remaining live limbs on the tree. This tree is a hazard to park patrons who use the trails in the
park. It cannot be safely pruned.



Jesup - Blair Local Park

900 Jesup Blair Drive, Georgia Avenue, and D.C. Line, Silver Spring, MD 20912
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.
i

DPS - #8

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Persan: El) (rE W L:_- RO > &

Daytime Phoae No.: 3 4 6 70 " 5 C,L' L

Tax Account Ne.:
Name of Property Owner: M W (‘.— PNOC Daytime Fhone No.:
e QU0 T EsvP LAR DRIVE  SiveER SoRiwé . MDD
Straat Number City Stast 2ip Code
C MNC PPQ 41"7"'&&, f 5}3 "f' PBhane No.:
C Regi No.:
Agent for Owner: Daytime Phone No.:

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMIS

House Mumber: 00 T P)-:'ﬂ v3 _l_ci..}- Drive Sweet

Town/City: $ |‘! v Nearest Cross Street:

Lat: Block: Subdivisi

Liber: Folia: Parcel:

BARY ONE: TYPE OF FERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A, CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK At} APPLICABLE:
C) Construet  Z Extend (- AMter/Renovate Z AT Skt ) Room Additon {7} Porch [ Deck 5 Shed
3 Move C Install {J Wreck/Raze .~ Solar ] Firepace (i Woodburning Stove 3 Single Family
2 Revision O Repait (3 Revocabte {2 Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) SaOther:

iB.C.. ruction cost esti $ ’rREE ﬂgmw%

IC. Itthis is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PARY TWO: COMPLETE FORNEW CONSTRUCYION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Tyge of sewage disposal: 01 . WSSC 07 7 Septic 03 O Other:

28. Type of water supply: 01 — WSSC 02 5 Well 03 Q Other:

PARY THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FUR FENCE/RETAI Ll

JA. Height feet inches
3B, Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the foflowing totations:

) On party line/praperty line (3 Entirely on land of cwnet 3 On public right of way/easement

1 hereby cetify that | hove the autharity to make the faregaing application, that the epplication is cerrect, and that the construction will camply with plans
approved By afl agencies fisted and / hereby acknowledge ernd accept this to be & condition for the issusnce of this permit.

I ()/2«, Sep )L/ig 2006

V a of opfier or authorized agent

Appraved: For Chairp Historic P, ion C
Oisapproved: Qats:
AaplicationPermtNo:_ £33 7 Z } Dete Filed: 7?/ ?/df Date tssued:

Edit 6/21/99 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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1.

2.

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE
REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

WRITTEN DESCRIFTION OF PROJECT
a  Description of existing {s) and | setting, including their histori menndsmdicm

TNNNG ALY Oc>na/vafrx:f> MASTER Paw o 7 - JEsv7 Blitk ALK
Qe Aqhcepen  MHMEMO

b. General description of project and its effect on the historic {s), the envi } satting, and, whare apphcable, the historic district:

4EE AINCIEN — MeMy

SIVE PLAN

Siter and environmental setting, drawn to zcale. You may tse your plat. Your site plan mustinclude:
a thescale north anow, and date;

b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and

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

PLANS AND ELEVATIONS
You must submit 2 copies of pians and elevatians in a at no largter then t1° % 17", Pians on 8 1/2” x 11° paper gre rred.

a. Schematic construction p/ans, with marked dimensians, indicating location, size and general type of walls, window and door opanings, and othar
fixed featyres of bath the existing resource(s) and the propased wark.

b. Elevations {facades}, with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work i ralation to existing construction and, when apgrapriats, context

Al materiats and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be nated on the elevations drawings. An existing and & proposed siavation drawing of sach
facade effected by the proposed work is required.

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General deserigtion of ials and h d items d for ingarparation in the wark of the project. This information may be incluted on your
design drawings.

PHOTOGRAPHS

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected partions. All labels should be placed on the
front of photographs.

b. Clearly labei phategraphic prints of the resource os viewed fiom the public right-of-wisy and of the adjoining properties. All isbels should be placed on
the front of phatographs.

TREE SURVEY

'f you are prepasing constructian adjacent to or within the dripiine of any tree 6" or larger in diameter {at approximately 4 feet sbave the ground, you
must file an accurate tree survay identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projsets, provide an accurate list of adjacant and confronting property owners (not tonants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should includa tha owners of al{ [ots of parcals which adjuin the percel in questian, as well as the awnier(s| of {ot{s} or parcef{s) which lie directly across
the streethighway fram the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 5! Monsae Street,
Reckville, {301/279-1355).

PLEASE PRINT (IN SLUE OR BLACK INK} OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITH!IN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS Wil BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSICN
Meadowbrook Maintenance Facility
8000 Meadowbrook Lane

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

MEMORANDUM

TO: Michelle Oaks, Senior Planner

FROM: Eugene Rose, Urban Forester M(}l&“’/
DATE: September 11, 2006

SUBJECT: Jesup Blair Park — Historic Area Work Permit

Enclosed is the Historic Area Work Permit request to removal two live, hazard trees from Jesup
Blair Park.

Tree number one is a 30 inch diameter tulip poplar with several buttress roots exhibiting severe
signs of root rot and a moderate lean. Itis a hazard to users of the park trails, and could
damage a newly installed light pole and recently planted landscape trees if it falls.

Tree number two is a 36 inch diameter red oak with 75% of the limbs dead, and only two
remaining live limbs on the tree. This tree is a hazard to park patrons who use the trails in the
park. It cannot be safely pruned.



