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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK & PLANNING COMMISSION

Date: July 14, 2005

MEMORANDUM

TO: - Jay & Judy Hanks-Hemn
10234 Carroll Place, Kensington

/T

FROM: ~Tania Tully, Senior Planner
' - Historic Preservation Section

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application #387194

Your Historic Area Work Permit application for tree removal was Approved with Conditions by the
Historic Preservation Commission at its July 13, 2005 meeting. Enclosed is a transmittal memorandum
stating conditions (if any) of approval.

When you file for your building permit at DPS, you must take with you the enclosed forms. 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 DPS
at 240-777-6370.

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
301-563-3400.

Please also note that you must arrange for a field inspection for conformance with your approved
HAWP  plans. Please inform DPS/Field Services at 240-777-6210 or online at

http://permits.emontgomery.org of your anticipated work schedule.

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

MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION, 1109 SPRING STREET, SUTIE 801, SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND 20910
WWW.MC-MNCPPC.ORG/HISTORIC



THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK & PLANNING COMMISSION

Date: July 14, 2005

MEMORANDUM
TO: ; Robert Hubbard, Director
FROM: Tania Tully, Senior Plann?rré

. Historic.Preservation Section

SUBJECT: Historic Arca Work Permit #387194

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached
application for a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP). This application was Approved with
Conditions. '

1. Within one year of removal of the Tulip Poplar, a tree appropriate to the historic setting will be planted in
the same general area of the yard. ‘

The HPC staff will review and stamp the construction drawings prior to the applicant’s applying for a
building permit with DPS. '

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

Applicant: Jay & Judy Hanks-Henn
Address: 10234 Carroll Place, Kensington

This HAWP approval is subject to the general condition that, after issuance of the Montgomery County
Department of Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant arrange for a field inspection by calling
the Montgomery County DPS Field Services Office at 240-777-6210 or online at
http.//permits.emontgomery.org prior to commencement of work and not more than two weeks
following completion of work

MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION, 1109 SPRING STREET, SUTIE 801, SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND 20910
WWW.MC-MNCPPC.ORG/HISTORIC



10 SDEPARTMENT OF PERIAT IING SERVICES '

1155 ROGKVILLE FIAE.20dFLOOR. ROCKVILLE WD 20850
2001176370 U OPS -8

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Centact Person: Wj EI\J_N.
* Davtime Phone No.: _%’ lZ Q_%‘g
Tax Account Ha,: J4AN
Hame of Froperty Owner: JAL&Q\LM@_W&‘%%%% NN Jm o
s [O2 354 CARROLL PLACE KENSING TN 208 5

Srreet Kumber Stoe! Lip Lade

tomacen. O _BE_DEGIPED - @:«ﬁ maﬁEs Phone No:
Centractar Regisieation Mo . O n QOH/)Q

Agent tor Dwnns D&wme Fhone No..

LOCATI ILDIN

House Number: Street CA’MM_‘_—
Towniity. Hearest Cross Streer _bAQN_l__MER]i_A E

1
Liber: 5@_ Folio: 15 Parcel:
PART ONL- TYPE OF PERWIT ACTION AND USE

A, CHECE ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICARLE:
L1 fomsmuct ) Extend [“_!’ Atter;Rengvaie MTAac 3sub ? Room Adéditien |3 Parc {3 Deck {1 Shed
3 Move T Instah )(wmm&m ' i Solm ) Fireplace {2} Wootburing Stove 3 Singie Fomity
) Reviswn {1 Aepair [ Revacabic 1 Fenee R (complete Saction &) 13 Other:

1B. Conehuction cost estimate;  § ,___mg__'l 6-00 hat 911 500

1. l!rhisis'a pvigion of & pisvioutly appraved active peimit. see Peunit #

FAR] TW0: COMPLETE FOR NEVY CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS
24 lype of sewage disposal 01 71 WSSC 02 177 Sepiic 03 1 Other:

2E.  Type of water supply. 0y [ WSSG 02 [3 wett €3 [ Other:

AR

3A. Height feet mehes

IR, Irchoate whether the fence ar rateining wall 3 te be constructed on ona of the olliwving locations:

(i On party line/property line 3 Entirely on fand of ewner {0 On public right of way/ezsement

§ hernby centily that | have jhe sutherity to,make Jhe loregoing apaficatpa, o e agplicatian is cored, and that the constnwetinn wifl comply with pleos
Jes A b @ condition Jor the issuance of this permit.

é/ /8/05‘

\,\» ?7"'""1 "{/’l"'t‘ or aizhonred agett / 1? "
7 :
Agpreved: | ' w )*L\ C—U\&\ &«m S ‘m Chmrpe.w, Hislorje Presegyaijon Commission
| W o 3)3)os,

s 83

Diszppros ed — Signitee.

ApphicationPermit B b'i; ; i J 5 " |Ssa¢d,

Edit 62175 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS




1

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

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT
2. Description of existing str (s) and envi ntal setting, including their historics! features and significance:

Remaval ~§ Talip Peplar in decline.

/TL\M‘) Poplar_struck bv lmhhn@ on Q/}ofj —qko
V calheed damane 4o rzﬁé;P Jand Wae been (n
deciine ca \/ear‘/\

b. Generst description of project and its effect on the historic {s), the enva 1 seiting, snd, where spplicable, the historic district:

In JULY scvere wind storms, iptooted ‘erc
Can.__Cause damc%c;jo n@@hbnringﬁ Dmaor"hcs

PLEASE EXPIDITE THIS HAWP FOR SAFETY |SSUES
SITE PLAN (Bartiet Tree Arborist racommerv(4ﬁ0ﬂ

Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use yout pist, Your site plan must include: . S 6{'10‘0;%{ . )

a the scale, north arrow, and date;

b di ions of all existing and proposed : and

¢. sie features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, trash hanicel equi ond land:

P d b i

PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You must submi jes of plans and elevations in a format no nil*x11" * pepei are prefe

a. Schematic construction plsps. with marked dir # indicating focstion, size and general type of walls, window snd door openings, and other
fixed features of both the existing {s) and the proposed work,

&, Elevations (facades), with marked di ions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when sppropriats, context,
A ials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the slevations drawings. An existing end a proposed elevation drawing of each
facede affected by the proposed work is required.

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

G i C iption of ials end i d tems proposed for #
design drawings.

porstion in the work of the project. This information may be included on your

PHOTOGRAPHS 1

a. Clearly Isbeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resourcq,

including detats of the afiected portiond. Al labels shoutd be placed on the
front of photographs.

b. Clearly labe) photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right.of-way and of the adjoining properties. All isbels showld be placed on
the tinnt of photographs. :

TREE SURVEY

d

i you are proposing construction edjacent to or within toe 2rziine of any tree 6" or larger in diameter {8t approximately & feet above the ground), you
mus! file an accurate free survey identitying the size, iccation, and species of each bee of at least that dimension.

ADDRESSES OF ADJACENY AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners (not tensnts), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of a)l lots ar parcels which agjoin e carcelin question, as well as the owner(s) of bot(s) or parcelfs) which fie directly across
the streevhighway from the parcel in quesiion. You can otzzin this information from the Depantment of Assessments and Taxation, 5 Monroe Street,
Rochville, (301/278.1355).

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.



TULIPPOPLAR WL .
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Page 1 of 1

Tully, Tania

From: Judy Hanks-Henn [jhankshenn@earthlink.net]
Sent:  Thursday, July 14, 2005 2:59 PM

To: Tully, Tania

Subject: HAWP addendum enclosed

Tania,

The enclosed is a belated letter from Barlett's regarding the Tulip Polplar's demise in my HAWP request
for the tree's removal. Please use it as an addendum.

Thank you
Judy Hanks-Henn

10234 Carroll Place
Kensington

Begin forwarded message:

From: Kim Actis <kactis@Bartlett.com>

Date: Thu Jul 14, 2005 02:42:59 PM US/Eastern

To: "jhankshenn@earthlink.net" <jhankshenn@earthlink.net>
Subject: 10234 Carroll Place, Kensington

<<Hanks Henn Residence. 7-05.doc>>

Kimberly Actis
Rockville Office
301-881-8550

301-881-9063 {fax)

7/14/2005



BARTLETT
1/, _TREE EXPERTS

SCIENTIFIC TREE CARE SINCE 1907

RE: Hanks Henn Residence, 10234 Carroll Place, Kensington, MD

To Whom It May Concern:

The large Tulip Poplar in question is dying as a result of a significant lightning strike in September 1,
2001. I mentioned during our initial discussion that I could not determine the full damage for 2 to 3 years

after the lightning strike.

This lightning strike resulted in significant damage to the water conducting vessels in portions of the
upper crown. Fine root hair death likely occurred due to this event.

The construction activity occurred in an area that would have been acceptable from a tree preservation
perspective. The decline of this tree occurred far to rapidly to be a direct result of the construction activity
which occurred in December 2004 thru May 2005.

Please call with any questions.

Thank you,

Mark Eppard
ISA Certified Arborist



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 10234 Carroll Place, Kensington Meeting Date: 07/13/05

Applicant: Jay M. Henn & Judy Hanks-Henn Report Date: 06/30/05

Resource: Primary 1 Resource Public Notice: 06/29/05
Kensington Historic District

Review: HAWP Tax Credit: None

Case Number: 31/06-05K Staff: Tania Tully

PROPOSAL: Tree removal RECOMMENDATION: Approval with condition

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff is recommending approval with the following condition:
=  Within one year of removal of the Tulip Poplar, a tree appropriate to the historic setting will be planted in
the same general area of the yard.

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION
SIGNIFICANCE: Primary 1 Resource within the Kensington Historic District
DATE, STYLE: 1904, Queen Anne

This property consists of three lots owned by the applicants for a total of .546 acres. The house and west side lot
front Carroll Place with the east side yard wrapping towards Montgomery Avenue. The Noyes Library is directly
south of the property. The parcel contains a mix of open space and treed areas, including several large deciduous
trees. A mix of trees and shrubbery creates a since of privacy for the applicants.

PROPOSAL:

The applicants propose to remove the 48" Tulip Poplar located in the rear yard. See Circle 5.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES:

When reviewing alterations and new construction within the Kensington Historic District several documents are to be utilized
as guidelings to assist the Commission in developing their decision. These documents include the Vision of Kensington. 4
Long-Range Preservation Plan (Vision), Montgomery County Code Chapter 244 (Chapter 244), and the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent information in these documents is outlined below.

Vision of Kensington: A Long-Range Preservation Plan

The HPC formally adopted the planning study, Vision of Kensington: A Long-Range Preservation Plan, and is directed by the
Executive Regulations, which were approved by the County Council, to use this plan when considering changes and
alterations to the Kensington Historic District. The goal of this preservation plan "was to establish a sound database of
information from, which to produce a document that would serve the HPC, M-NCPPC, their staff and the community in
wrestling with the protection of historic districts amidst the pressures of life in the 21st century." (page 1). The plan provides
a specific physical description of the district as it is; an analysis of character-defining features of the district; a discussion of
the challenges facing the district; and a discussion of proposed strategies for maintaining the character of the district while

allowing for appropriate growth and change.



Montgomery County Code; Chapter 244

e A HAWP permit should be issued if the Commission finds that:

1. The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features of a historic site or historic resource within a
historic district.

2. The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical archacological, architectural or cultural
features of the historic site or the historic district in which a historic resource is located and would not be
detrimental thereto of to the achievement of the purposes of this chapter.

4. The proposal is necessary in order that unsafe conditions or health hazards be remedied.

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive materials or alteration of
features, space and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be avoided.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The Commission is well aware of the importance of trees in each of the County’s Historic Districts. They provide
a large part of the character and feeling that make up the setting of the district and its individual resources. As
such, removal of a tree such as this 100-foot tall 48” dbh Tulip Poplar should considered carefully.

The letter from the arborist and photographs provided with the application indicate the current state of the tree. In
2001 the tree was struck by lightening on its north side. The applicant contracted with Bartlett Tree Experts soon
after the strike in order to assess the damage and determine a course of action that would increase the chances of its
long-term survival. As seen in Circles 5 and 7, the tree has neared the end of its life.

At staff’s request, the applicant provided additional information that helped allay staff’s concems. It is important
to note that the portion of the tree that is dying is opposite the new driveway approved by the Commission October
27,2004. Appropriate tree protection measures were used and the new construction did not hasten the tree’s
decline. Additionally, a large portion of the root system is dying, which decreases its stability. A second letter
from the arborist will be provided at the Worksession.

The applicant has expressed an interest in planting a large evergreen tree in the yard that would fit within the
historic period of the house. Staff is supportive of this and recommends allowing the applicant at least one year
from the date of the tree removal to plant the new tree. The memo on Circles 8 and 9, provides a thorough and
impassioned explanation of the request. Staff has full confidence in the applicant’s intentions and is
recommending approval with the condition discussed above.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission approve 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 condition stated on Circle 1;

and with the general condition applicable to all Historic Area Work Permits that the applicant will present 3
permit sets of drawings to HPC staff for review and stamping prior to submission for permits (if
applicable). After issuance of the Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the
applicant will arrange for a field inspection by calling the DPS Field Services Office at 240-777-6370 prior to
commencement of work and not more than two weeks following completion of work.



| ~DEPARTMENT OF PERIMTTING SERVICES
255 ROCKVILLE PIKE. 203 FLOOR, ROCKVILLE 84D 20850
24017776370

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

e JIDY HHANKS- HENN
Uaytime Phone No:: @I' Q&Z'gz,ﬂaﬁ

Tax Aceount He.: AN _
HName of Propeity Owner: ‘QAI—&MI [n’alk) ks *’l‘E N N

Duytime Phone No

DPS - 88

wens [0234 CARROLL. PLACE , KENSING TON__ 20805
Lo : TO BE DEQ [DED - 63ﬁ ma'ffs Phone No.:
Contractor Registration No.: On GO ‘\ na
. J -
Agent tor Qwmrs: Daytirne Fhone No.:
{OCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number: i Sueet M&ﬁ—___
Town/City: Mearest Cross Sweet _MQMJMA\/E____

tot: . ‘@ Biock: 2 Subdivisl KENS'NG"DN PARK -

1A, CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK AlL APPLICABLE:
1 Conttruct 3 Exeend Q_ AterRenovate A (Jshb I Aoom Addtion  [3 Perch [ Decd [ Shed
1] Move 3 lnstat )(Mecuﬁm {1 Sotwr [ Fireplace {3 Woodbuming Stove 0 Single family
1 Revision 1 Repair [ Revocabe T3 Fence/Wal tcomplete Section 4} 2 Other:

18. Consuuctioncost estimate:  § 9]‘600 hat 9{5%

1C. 1t ehis is 8 revision b1 a previously approved sctive permit. see Permit #

PARITWO; COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

24 Type of sewnge disposal: 01 121 WSSC 02 13 Septic 03 I Other

2B, Type of weater supply. 01 O W5SC 52 3 went « 3 Other:

FARTTHREE, TOMPLEYE ONLY YOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

A Height et alies

I8 Indicate whethet the {ence af rataimng wall 15 10 be constructer on one of the follgaving lacations:

3 On party line/property fine O £ntirely on kand of cwner {71 On public right of way/easement
Vel

" Fhereby cerily that | have phe suthority topmake fhe loregoing spafi Hat e appl s coment, and that the constrrction woll comply with pleos
it tod and | kerfby ackRtaiedge and srecpifthis t be a condition Jor the issuance of this peamit.

é// /6 [ 05

S’grwum of s ot auchorzed agent / e
T e v t
Approved: For Chasrperson, Histonc Preservation Commissisn
Diszpproved: _ Signsture: DBate:
ApghestionFenmi Ho. gé; %\ g&p {}zteﬁ!ed:"a * l g 5 Tare Issued,
Edis 62179 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS




1.

2,

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

WRITTEN DESCRIPTIDN OF PROJECY

s Description of existing stuctureis) and environmental setting. including their historical teatures and significance:

Bemoval ~f Tolip fpplar In decline.

/Tm,o Pplar struck bv hthnna on QZ/o/ol —adko
NV capeed damdne 4o ryﬁéf Z and_Was’ been (v
_deciine C/‘Aéﬂhj\zear‘/\

b, Generaidescription of project and its eftect on the historic ¢ {3), the enva i seiting, and, where spplicsble, the historic district:

In JULY scvere wind sinrms, iApronted ‘B(E@
Can_ CausSe damaac i nela}nborlng_ DWH‘IC&

PLEASE EXP) DLTE THIS HAWP FoR SAFETY |SSUES
—_— (Bartiett Tree Ariprist recommendation

Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plst, Your site plan must include: ] ‘\5 enoto?.fd . )
. the scale, north arrow, and date;

b. dimensions of all existing and proposed : and

¢ site teatures such as walkways, driveways, lences, ponds, . ash dump: 3 hanicet equipment, and landscaping,

PLANS AND ELEVATION.
You mus submit 2 copies ¢f plans and elevations in 3 format no larger than 11" x 177, Plans on 8 1/2” x 11" papes are preferred

a. Schematic construction pfans. with marked dimensions, indicating location. size and general type of wolls, window end door openings, and other
lixed features of both the existing (s} and the proposed work,

b, Elevations {tacades), with marked di i clearly indicating proposed work in refation to existing construction and, when eppropriste. context.
Al materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An sxisting and & proposed elevation drawing of each
facade afiected by the proposed work is tequired.

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

Genetal description of materials and f ed tems proposed for &
design drawings.

PHOYOGAAPHS , [

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing lesomc1. including details of the affected portiond. Ali iabels shouid be piaced on the

poration in the work of the project. This information may be incluted on your

tront of photographs.
S
b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as viewed trom the public right-ot-way and of the adjoining properties. Al Iabels should be placed on
the tont of photographs.

JREE SURVEY

1 you are proposing construction adjacent lo 0r within Jne crciine of any tree 57 or larger in dismeter {8t approximately 4 feet above the ground), you
must lile an accurate tree survey identifying the size, 1ccation, and species of each tree of at Izast that dimension,

ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and cenfronting property owners {not tensnts), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the carcel in question, as well 35 the owner(s} of lot{s) or parceks) which ke directly across
the stieethighway from the parcel in question. You cn octzin this information hom the Dep ntof A and Taxation, 51 M Steet,
Rockville, [301/279.1355).

PLEASE PRINT {IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS TRIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.
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B ARTLETT T R E E EXPERTS

12200 NEBEL STREET, ROCKVILLE, MD 20852-2687 + (301) 881-8550 * FAX (301) 881-9063

June 7, 2005

Ms. Judy Hanks — Henn
10234 Carroll Place
Kensington, MD 20895

Dear Judy,

As you know, we have attempted to stabilize the health of the large lightning damaged Tulip Poplar in
your back yard for approximately 3 years. This Tulip Poplar, damaged in September 2001, has continued
to decline to a degree that its’ removal should be considered.

The removal of this tree will require the use of a small crane (to reduce damage to driveway) and several
days during which the driveway will not be useable.

Depending upon the crane set up and weight capacity, this removal (to a low stump) should cost betweer
$8,500 and $9,500. :

Please call with any questions.

Thank you,

7’/

Mark Eppard
ISA Certified Arborist

GUARDIAN' THE F.A. BARTLETT TREE EXPERT COMPANY TREEM
TREE EXPERTS SCIENTIFIC TREE CARE SINCE 1907

Corporate Office: P.O. Box 3067, Stamford, Connecticut 06905-0067  (203) 323-1131, FAX (203) 323-1129
www.bartlett.com




TULIP POPLAR
o BE REMOVED

LOT 16 BLK 2 KENSINGTON PARK
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Jay M.Henn and Judy Hanks-Henn 10234 Carroll Place, Kensington, MD 20895



Page 1 of 2

Tully, Tania

To: Judy Hanks-Henn
Subject: RE: 100’ Tree HAWP MEMO

MEMORANDUM
TO: Tania Tully, Senior Planner
Historic Preservation Section

FROM: Judy Hanks-Henn
10234 Carroll Place, Kensington, MD 20895

SUBJECT: PERMIT REQUEST. HAWP application for 100’ Tulip Poplar Tree Removal

The subject of the Tulip Poplar's decline has not been adequately recorded and the HPC staff has requested more
background information on the matter.

The primary concemn is the suspicious time frame of the driveway improvement (installed in Dec 2004 - May 2005),
approved by the HPC (with conditions for a construction fence to protect the Tulip Poplar) and the decline of the
Tulip Poplar (spring of 2005).

The additional information provided will assure the HPC that the tree's decline was not a result of the driveway
construction.

» The tree decline is on the opposite side of the driveway improvement, from the lightning strike to the tree in
September 2001.

Documentation of the lightning strike can be supplied upon request via the insurance claim for roof repair cause by
the lightening strike.

» The root system on the opposite side of the driveway improvement has died (as diagnosed by tree arborist Mark
Eppard upon examining the tree) as a result of the lightning strike. The root system on the driveway side appears
healthy.

» Visual documentation of that condition is verified by the lack of leaves on the tree on the opposite side of the
driveway - while from the driveway entry, the tree seems healthy.

* The main leaders struck by the lightning appeared in decline the following years of 2002 and more in 2003. During
the summer of 2004, the tree seemed to stabilize. Consequently, the owners believed the tree has escaped death by
lightening strike and began postponed plans for a badly needed driveway improvement.

Note, a tree this size does not show stress immediately. Any damage to the Tulip Poplar done by the driveway
improvement would not show up until the following year - 2006.
The current concern

The hundred foot tree get the high winds that shorter trees do not, With the tree being supported by a root system
on half of its circumference, the tree's stability is in question. Qur neighborhood has had tornados or 60-100 mph
winds on a regular basis during the late summer maonths.

ADDENDUM
The owner's background and attitude toward trees and historical landscaping

A replacement tree for the Tulip Poplar would be a large species of evergreen to reinforce the disappearing
"Picturesque Movement" landscaping around the Circle Manor estates. This tree would be quite expensive and the
owners would like to defer its implementation until they financially recover from the expense of removing the

Tulip Tree. The placement of the tree would be such that it enhances the Victorian house and driveway and placed

6/30/2005



Page 2 of 2

off to one side of the original location of the Tulip Poplar.

Tania, I have two degrees in landscape architecture - one a masters degree from Harvard University. Professionally,
my particular specialty is in turn-of-the-century design. My support of the HPC's role as a guardian of the historic
tree environment is total and also my priority.

We have a history of financial care and concern for our mature trees:

For almost a decade, the Elm tree in front of the house was fertilized by Guardian Tree (now Bartletts) while it went
through a decline. It has recovered. The Hemlock has been treated several times for its disease and its decline. It still
remains in danger.

Mark Eppard and I have had discussions on a suitable species to replace it. Consequently, while my husband is
pruning the tree to help its vigor, I have been thinking about a suitable evergreen replacement for that tree for several
years now as well as improved landscaping around it - it is front of the house near Noyes Library.

Repectfully submitted,

Judy Hanks-Henn
phone: 301-942-0963
jhankshenn@earthlink.net

6/30/2005












G

——— Lighting strike
o along
major leader
of
110-0"
Tulip Poplar
in
RearYard

5
-
§,
& o
i
o
£
:

-
3
g
S
=
.
-
5
-

Jay M.Henn and Judy Hanks-Henn 10234 Carroll Place, Kensington, MD 20895
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address:, 10234 Cérroll Place, Kensington Meeting Date: 07/13/05
Applicant: Jay M. Henn & Judy Hanks-Henn Report Date: 06/30/05
Resource: Primary 1 Resource ~ Public Notice: 06/29/05
' Kensington Historic District
Review:: HAWP Tax Credit: None
~ Case Number: 31/06-05K Staff: Tania Tully
PROPOSAL: Tree removal RECOMMENDATION: _Approval with condition

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff is recommending approvél with the following condition:
= Within one year of removal of the Tulip Poplar, a tree appropriate to the historic setting will be planted in
the same general area of the yard.

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION
SIGNIFICANCE: Primary 1 Resource within the Kensington Historic District
DATE, STYLE: 1904, Queen Anne

4

This property consists of three lots owned by the applicants for a total of .546 acres. The house and west side lot
front Carroll Place with the east side yard wrapping towards Montgomery Avenue. The Noyes Library is directly
south of the property. The parcel contains a mix of open space and treed areas, including several large deciduous
trees. A mix of trees and shrubbery creates a since of privacy for the applicants.

PROPOSAL:

The applicants propose to remove the 48” Tulip Poplar located in the rear yard. See Circle 5.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES:

When reviewing alterations and new construction within the Kensington Historic District several documents are to be utilized
as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing their decision. These documents include the Vision of Kensington: A
Long-Range Preservation Plan (Vision), Montgomery County Code Chapter 244 (Chapter 244), and the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent information in these documents is outlined below.

Vision of Kensington: A Long-Range Preservation Plan

The HPC formally adopted the planning study, Vision of Kensington: A Long-Range Preservation Plan, and is directed by the
Executive Regulations, which were approved by the County Council, to use this plan when considering changes and
alterations to the Kensington Historic District. The goal of this preservation plan "was to establish a sound database of
information from, which to produce a document that would serve the HPC, M-NCPPC, their staff and the community in
wrestling with the protection of historic districts amidst the pressures of life in the 2 1st century.” (page 1). The plan provides
a specific physical description of the district as it is; an analysis of character-defining features of the district; a discussion of
the challenges facing the district; and a discussion of proposed strategies for maintaining the character of the district while

allowing for appropriate growth and change.



Montgomery County Code; Chapter 244

o A HAWP permit should be issued if the Commission finds that:

1. The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features of a historic site or historic resource within a
historic district.

2. The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical archaeological, architectural or cultural
features of the historic site or the historic djstrict in which a historic resource is located and would not be
detrimental thereto of to the achievement of the purposes of this chapter.

4. The proposal is necessary in order that unsafe conditions or health hazards be remedied.

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive materials or alteration of
features, space and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be avoided.

STAFF DISCUSSION o

The Commission is well aware of the importance of trees in each of the County’s Historic Districts. They provide
a large part of the character and feeling that make up the setting of the district and its individual resources. As
such, removal of a tree such as this 100-foot tall 48" dbh Tulip Poplar should considered carefully.

The letter from the arborist and photographs provided with the application indicate the current state of the tree. In
2001 the tree was struck by lightening on its north side. The applicant contracted with Bartlett Tree Experts soon
after the strike in order to assess the damage and determine a course of action that would increase the chances of its
long-term survival. As seen in Circles 5 and 7, the tree has neared the end of its life.

At staff’s request, the applicant provided additional information that helped allay staff’s concerns. It is important
to note that the portion of the tree that is dying is opposite the new driveway approved by the Commission October
27, 2004. Appropriate tree protection measures were used and the new construction did not hasten the tree’s
decline. Additionally, a large portion of the root system 1s dying, which decreases its stability. A second letter
from the arborist will be provided at the Worksession.

The applicant has expressed an interest in planting a large evergreen tree in the yard that would fit within the
historic period of the house. Staff is supportive of this and recommends allowing the applicant at least one year
from the date of the tree removal to plant the new tree. The memo on Circles 8 and 9, provides a thorough and
impassioned explanation of the request. Staff has full confidence in the applicant’s intentions and is
recommending approval with the condition discussed above. ’

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recomumends that the Commission approve 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 condition stated on Circle 1;

and with the general condition applicable to all Historic Area Work Permits that the applicant will present 3
pernit sets of drawings to HPC staff for review and stamping prior to submission for permits (if
applicable). After issuance of the Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the
applicant will arrange for a field inspection by calling the DPS Field Services Office at 240-777-6370 prior to
commencement of work and not more than two weeks following completion of work.



KT OF BERMITTING SERVICES

t.i.s_ PIKE 20 FLOOR. Rocxvsu.é 40 20850

DPS - 28

H!STORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

) Contact Peeson: JMES l IJN
Daytime Fhone No.: @I f‘;z g 2,%225 )
e e A JAMX“”H NKS-HENN

worss [0224 CARROLL PLACE. | KENSING TON

Stepet Namber

e JO_BE _DEGIDED - eshimates  mem:
Contractor Registeation Mo On 90 ‘\ng

Agent for Ownrs: Daytime Phone Mo

Zip Code

LOCATH f BUILDING/PREMISE

House Humber: s CAY

\RROLL PLAE
— neanscosssiee. MONTOOMERY _AVE
tot: I Q’ Black: 2 Subdivisisn: KENS ' NGTDM PARK

e ﬁ;@_ ) Pacel:
FART ONE; TYPE 0F PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A, CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICARLE:
£ Comstrugt 17 gxrend i_l AlterRunovate TAL [ISisb I} Aoam Addition 13 Porch T Deck [} Shed
i Move 3 Insts® )(Wmcwm i3 Sotm [ Fireplace [ Woedbuming Stove [ Single Family
4 Revision 1 Repait 3 Revocable {71 Fence AVaR(conylete Section 4) {7} Other:

1B. Constructioncostestimate: § Mg{ 600 hany 9[15@

1, 1 this is & revision of 2 previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PARI TW0; COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTENO/ADDITIONS

24 Typ= of sewage disposal. #1 [} wssC 52 {1 Septic 03 [ Other:

28, Type of weater supply: 01 £ wssg g2 {3 wel €2 {J Other

FART TBREL: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

34 Height {eet mehes

1B Inthcate whether the 1ehee ar setainmg wall & to b0 construtied on one of the fallowsing locatnae:

{1 Ba party line/property kne £J Entuely on tsnd of cwmer (7 On public right of way/eatement
Ve

| siereby cedily that | have ghe authority to,make [he foregoing spoiicatpn, tifar e applicaton 1s comed, and thai the constnschion wiff comly with pleos

BOPIOVE e o condidion for the issuasnce of this pemit.
e . 1
\
Appreved: Foi Chauperson, Histarc Preservation Commissian
Diszaproved: _ Signstipe:

ApphicatisnPerrait o 5 i‘Z % \gq _ Datefiled: ‘Va l i QS Uale issued e

Edit /2198 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS




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

a. Description of existing {s) and envi | setting, including their historica! festurss end significance;

Removal ~f Talip fpplar in decline,

£ ey

A}

0 pla Al ’ sting o 3/10/o1 «— Qo
(A

~

AT ARNALE :,0 EXo~ " ANA & (E€EN
_deciine éacd \I/ear‘/\

b. General description of P"_'itc' snd its effect on the historic (s}, the envi ol setting, end, where applu:obh the histosic district:
In JULY scvere wind siorms, pented tree
! €S,

PLEASE EXPIDITE THIS HAWP BOR SAFETY |SSUES
STEPLAN . | (Bartiet Tree Arbprist recommerdation
Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your piat. Your site plan must inchude: s e noio%fv( . )
o the scals, north amrow, and date:
b. dimensions of all existing and proposed stuctures; and

¢. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash ¢ hanical equi t, and land

P J hind

PLANS AND ELEVATION
You must submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format no iarger than 11" x 17°. Planson 8 §/2" x 11° paper are prefened,

8. Schemstic construction pians, with marked di ions, indiceting location, size and general type of walls, window snd door openings, and other
fived features of both the éxisting r {s) and the proposed work.

b, Elevations {facades), with marked di ions, clearly indicating prop: work in relation to existing ion and, when sppropriate,
Al materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted an the elevations drawings. Anexisting and 3 proposed etevation drawing of each
facade sfiected by the proposed work is required,

ATERIALS SPECIF)CATIONS

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

PHOTOGRAPHS T

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resourcﬁ’, including details of the affected portiong. Al labsls should be placed on the

tront of photographs. |
B

b. Clearly labet photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-of-way end of the adjsining properties. All labels shoutd be placad on
the front of phatographs.

TREE SURVEY

1f you are proposing construction adjacent to of vashin the crriine of any tree 6% of larger in diameter {8t spproximately 4 feet above the ground), you
must file an accurate tree survey identitying the size, tecation, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

ADDRESSES OF ADJACENY AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and cenfronting property owners {not tensnts), including names, sddresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of ali lots of parcels which adjoin the carcel in question, as weil as the owner(s) of ot{s) of parcel(s) which fie directly scross
the streethighway from the parcel in question. You can ot<2in this intormation fom the Department of Assessments snd Taxation, 5t Monroe Street,
Rockville, {301/279-1355).

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 PROTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.



B ARTULETT T R EE EXPERTSS

12200 NEBEL STREET, ROCKVILLE, MD 20852-2687 « (301) 881-8550 « FAX (301) B8B1-9063

June 7, 2005

Ms. Judy Hanks — Henn
10234 Carroll Place -
Kensington, MD 20895

Dear Judy,
As you know, we have attempteld to stabilize the health of the large lightning damaged Tulip Poplar in
your back yard for approximately 3 years. This Tulip Poplar, damaged in September 2001, has continued

to decline to a degree that its’ removal should be considered.

The removal of this tree will require the use of a small crane (to reduce damage to driveway) and several
days during which the driveway will not be useable.

Depending upon the crane set up and weight capacity, this removal (to a low stump) should cost betweer
$8,500 and $9,500.

Please call with any questions.

Thank you,
e
Mark Eppard
ISA Certified Arborist
GUARDIAN' THE F.A. BARTLETT TREE EXPERT COMPANY TREEMASTERS
TREE EXPERTS SCIENTIFIC TREE CARE SINCE 1907 e e——

Corporate Office: P.O. Box 3067, Stamford, Connecticut 06905-0067  (203) 323-1131, FAX (203) 323-1129

www. bartlett.com

&
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Tully, Tania

To: Judy Hanks-Henn
Subject: RE: 100" Tree HAWP MEMO

MEMORANDUM
TO: Tania Tully, Senior Planner
Historic Preservation Section

FROM: Judy Hanks-Henn
10234 Carroll Place, Kensington, MD 20895

SUBJECT: PERMIT REQUEST. HAWP application for 100' Tulip Poplar Tree Removal

The subject of the Tulip Poplar's decline has not been adequately recorded and the HPC staff has requested more
background information on the matter.

The primary concern is the suspicious time frame of the driveway improvement (installed in Dec 2004 - May 2005),
approved by the HPC (with conditions for a construction fence to protect the Tulip Poplar) and the decline of the
Tulip Poplar (spring of 2005).

The additional information provided will assure the HPC that the tree's decline was not a result of the driveway
construction.

« The tree decline is on the opposite side of the driveway improvement, from the lightning strike to the tree in
September 2001.

Documentation of the lightning strike can be supplied upon request via the insurance claim for roof repair cause by
the lightening strike.

« The root system on the opposite side of the driveway improvement has died (as diagnosed by tree arborist Mark
Eppard upon examining the tree) as a result of the lightning strike. The root system on the driveway side appears
healthy.

» Visual documentation of that condition is verified by the lack of leaves on the tree on the opposite side of the
driveway - while from the driveway entry, the tree seems healthy.

« The main leaders struck by the lightning appeared in decline the following years of 2002 and more in 2003. During
the summer of 2004, the tree seemed to stabilize. Consequently, the owners believed the tree has escaped death by
lightening strike and began postponed plans for a badly needed driveway improvement.

Note, a tree this size does not show stress immediately. Any damage to the Tulip Poplar done by the driveway
improvement would not show up until the following year - 2006.
The current concern

The hundred foot tree get the high winds that shorter trees do not. With the tree being supported by a root system
on half of its circumference, the tree's stability is in question. Our neighborhood has had tornados or 60-100 mph
winds on a regular basis during the late summer months.

ADDENDUM

The owner's background and attitude toward trees and historical landscaping

A replacement tree for the Tulip Poplar would be a large species of evergreen to reinforce the disappearing
"Picturesque Movement" landscaping around the Circle Manor estates. This tree would be quite expensive and the
owners would like to defer its implementation until they financially recover from the expense of removing the
Tulip Tree. The placement of the tree would be such that it enhances the Victorian house and driveway and placed

6/30/2005
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off to one side of the original location of the Tulip Poplar.

Tania, I have two degrees in landscape architecture - one a masters degree from Harvard University. Professionally,
my particular specialty is in turn-of-the-century design. My support of the HPC's role as a guardian of the historic
tree environment is total and also my priority.

We have a history of financial care and concern for our mature trees:

For almost a decade, the Elm tree in front of the house was fertilized by Guardian Tree (now Bartletts) while it went
through a decline. It has recovered. The Hemlock has been treated several times for its disease and its decline. It still
remains in danger.

Mark Eppard and I have had discussions on a suitable species to replace it. Consequently, while my husband is
pruning the tree to help its vigor, I have been thinking about a suitable evergreen replacement for that tree for several
years now as well as improved landscaping around it - it is front of the house near Noyes Library.

Repectfully submitted,

Judy Hanks-Henn
phone: 301-942-0963
jhankshenn@earthlink.net

6/30/2005












