
I



f

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Isiah Leggett

County Executive

March 15, 2007

MEMORANDUM

TO: Reggie Jetter, Acting Director
Department of Permitting Services

FROM: Michele Oaks, Senior Plarm
Historic Preservation Sectio6)
Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit #445713, tree removal

Julia O'Malley
Chairperson

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached application for a Historic Area
Work Permit (HAWP). This application was Approve with Conditions at the March 14, 2007 meeting.

1. For every tree to be removed, one tree from Montgomery County's native species list (min. 3"caliper deciduous or
8' high evergreen) will be planted on the property.

2. The owner may elect to contribute the equivalent cost of tree replacement for two, 8' high evergreen and two 3"
caliper deciduous trees, from the Montgomery County Native Species list for use in the Chevy Chase Village tree
planting program, instead of replanting four (4) of the approved trees to be removed.

The HPC staff has reviewed and stamped the attached construction drawings.

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDITIONAL UPON ADHERENCE TO THE
ABOVE APPROVED HAWP CONDITIONS AND MAY REQUIRE APPROVAL BY DPS OR ANOTHER LOCAL
OFFICE BEFORE WORK CAN BEGIN.

Applicant: Mary & Porter Wheeler (Steve Vance, Architect)

Address: 4 Oxford St, Chevy Chase (Chevy Chase Village Historic District)

This HAWP approval is subject to the general condition that the applicant will obtain all other applicable Montgomery County
or local government agency permits. After the issuance of these permits, the applicant must contact this Historic Preservation
Office if any changes to the approved plan are made.

Historic Preservation Commission 91109 Spring Street, Suite 801 • Silver Spring, MD 20910 •301 /563-3400.301 /563-3412 FAX
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• x HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
3011563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Poloon: Sk" Vk=
Daytime Phone No.: 202-337-7255

Tax Account No,; 7-434311

Name of Property Owner: Mary A FWW Wbeder Oaytime Phone No.: 301.657.7531

Address: 4 OJEW Sheet Ckvy Cimc, muybw 20815.4231
Street Alarlea city mu rer code

Cwreactmr Bethesda Contracting Phone No.: 301-636.9020

Convector Ragis"don No.: MoutgametyCounty Builders license #! 10720

Agent far 0., Steve van Daytime Pflare No.: 202-337-WS

UMnOUNBURMINGMUM

Name Number: 4 Sbeet Ozfaed Sheet

TowNCity: Che9Chan Neenstumstreet CoaoediedAstim
pelt rat i t TaKLot 9

rat Bock: 34 Subdivision: ra ww of 0% i31tlE

6320 837
Ldrar: Fobo: Parcel:

1A. 0= ALL APPLICABLE: fxM ALL APPLICABLE:

C Construct C Extend :❑ Aear/Renovste C AC C Slab ❑ Room Addition a Porch O Dwk O Shed

❑ Move C InsW ; Wred0laze E1 solr = Replace ❑ Woodbumiag Stave Q She F&*

C Revision O Repair O Revocable ❑ tenceNall(compkleseedon4) $1 olher: TM REMOVAL

1 B. Cahatiuetion cost estimate: s T.B.D-

1 C. If this it a revision of a previously approved active permit. see Permit err

2A.

MW FOR NEW

Type of sewage disposal:

CDNSTM=GW

01 ̀  WSSC

IW-MD]AD

02 C Septic 03 C Other:

28. Type of water amply: Ot WSSC 02 a Well 03 C Other:

FM ONLY FOR FMCUMUNING WM

3A Height_ feet , arches

38. Indicate whether the fence at retsmng wall is to be constructed an one of the followag locations:

On party landproperty line b Fmirdy on land of owner ❑ On pubic right of way/essenant

I harabv cef* lhat l have the authority to make the foregoing ap kstiort, that the appl eatron is comae; and that the constrwrion wdl coapy with plans
approved by of agencies Cored and I heroby adrnoWiedpe and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

Disapproved: ___

Application/Permit No.:

owner of

y r 1 ) f--~ " A & Far

soladae: 1. •

Date Filed:

7~2
~Calrerora'~

Edit s/2l/" SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Commission

Date: U 

Dale Issued:
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THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE

REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

I. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION Of PROJECT

a, Oaseription at existing strururrejs) and drvironmultd settlrtp, including their historical features and significance:

Will .t11L 

b. Cannel description of project and its diet tea the ltidorie easowC*L the emrirammantd solting, and where applicable, Me historic district:

Remove the following trees from the subject property: —

One (1) Lcyland Cypress tree measuring 11.6"dia., located in the east side yard of the property
One (1) Crab Apple tree measuring 11.4"dia., located in the rear yard of the property 

—

One (1) Leland Cypress tree measuring 15"dia., located in the rear yard of the property
One (1) Apple tree measuring 8"dia., located in the west side yard of the property —
One (1) Crab Apple tree measuring 12"dia., located in the rear yard of the property
One (1) Crab Apple tree measuring 10"dia., located in the rear yard of the property

2. SITE PLAN

Site said environmental sening, drawn to seek. You may use yaw Piet Your Fite plan mtrd include:

a. the scale, north arrow, end date:

le. dimensions of IN existing Ind proposed 11111 ras: and

e, stte features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, medtarded epuipmOK and landseapimg.

7, PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You must Summit 7 "wits of Pans end eleystiorms in a format no artaer then 1 VA 17' Plans on 8 I!2- x 11' oaoer are preferred

e. SehemaHn construction plans. with marked dimensions, indicating locattm, size and general type of wage, window and door openings, and other

fixed features of both the existing resourcels) and the proposed work.

b. Elevations flatteries). with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context.
AN materials and fatwes proposed for am exterior must be noted on the elevations dhowings. An existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each

facade affected by the proposed work is required.

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General description of materials and manufactured items proposed for incorporation in the work of lame project This information may be included on vow

design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource. including details of the affected portions. AN labels should be placed on the

front of photographs.

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as v'it}ved horn the public tight-of-way and of the adjoining properties_ All labels should be pieced on

the front of photographs.

6. TREE SURVEY

If you are proposing construction adjacent ;o dr :v:th:n [re : • r:.-t- ~I an, tree 6' or larger in diameter Jai app oximately 4 feet above the orouncil, you

raw:[ life an accurate tree survey Idertihying the sue. _ca::cn, ana species of each bee of at least that dimension.

1. ADDRESSES Of ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent are cenccnuny property ovmers trial tenants). including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list

should include the owners of all lets of parcels whrcn adorn 7.e : t•cel in auesticn, as well as the owneds) of falls) or pamel(s) which lie directly across

the streeVhighw.av Isom the parcel in question, ycu ca- :.~z-n c-.s •niormaaon tram the Department of Assessments and Taxation. 51 Monroe Seep.

Rockville, 17011279.155).

PLEASE PRINT llfi BLUE OR BLACK IN10 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.



ABBREVIATIONS

ADD'L ADDITIONAL Im KNOCKDOWN KNOCKDOWN
ADJ ADJACENT KO KNOCKOUT
AFF ABOVE FN844 FLOOR Kv KILOVOLT
ALT ALTERNATE KVA KILOVOLT-AMPERES
ALUM ALUMsIM KW KILOWATT
APPL APPLICABLE
AMP AMPERE LB POUND

APPROX APPROXMATELY LF LINEAR FEET

ARCW ARCHITECTURAL
LW
LTG

LEFT HRH®
LIGNTMC

ACT ACOUSTICAL CEILING TILE LTS LIGHTS

M MARBLE
BD BOARD MAS MASONRY
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MAT 
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COMM
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CPT CARPET OFF OFFICE
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~, ~NM

OFF OPPOSITE
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PWR
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EL ELEVATION
ELEC ELECTRIC(AL1 RAND RADIUS
ELEV ELEVATOR REC RECEPTACLE
EQUIP EQUIPMENT REF REFRIGERATOR
ETR EXI5TOC. TO REMAIN REEF RENFORCE(OG)
EN EACH WAY REOb REQUIRED
Ewe ELECTRIC WATER COOLER RES RESILIENT
EXN EXRAUST REV REVUSION(S), REVISED
EXIST EXISTING RN RIGHT HAND
EXP EXPANSION RM Roots

RO ROUGH OPENING
FA FIRE ALARM
PC FLOOR COVERING sc SOLID CORE
FE FIRE EXTINGUISHER SRN SOLID CORE WOOD VENEER
FEC FIRE EXTW.UISHER CABINET SO SMOKE DETECTOR

RNC FIRE NOSE VALVE CABINET SECT SECTION

FN FINISH 8EC1 SECRETARY
FLR FLOC WSIMILAR
FLOUR FLORESCENT SPECS 5FIECINCATIOM
FO. FACE SF SQUARE 

FEET

FR FIRE RATING
A

STD STANDARD
D

Fiats FRAME OTC SOUND TRANLYIIssION COETfICII
FT FOOT(FEET) STL

$TOR
STEEL
STORAGE

GA GAUGE
SYM SYMMETRICAL

GAL GALLON
so STAINLESS STEEL

CEN GENERATOR TEL 1ELEPNONE
GFI GRdtOJ FAULT NTERRUPTER TEMP TEMPERATURE
GL CLASS, GLAZ$G TNC TNICK(IES1W
GWB GYPSUM WALL BOARD THE TO HATCH EXISTING
GC GENERAL CONTRACTOR TO. TOP OF

TRANS
TYP

TRANSITION
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WCMV WOLLCW CORE MASONITE VENEER UL UNDERWRITERS LABORATORY
WCWv HOLLOW CORE WOOD VENEER UON LILE$& OTHERWISE NOTED
NM HOLLOW METAL
HORIZ HORIZONTAL

V
VCT

VOLTS
VINYL COMPOSITION TILE

WVAC NEATOG, V MLATNG YEN VENEER
AND AIR CONDITIONING VERT VERTICAL

HW NOT WATER VEST VESTIBULE

NT IIEIGNT
VIF VERIFY N FIELD

WR WOR
VT VINYL TILE

W WATT$
IN INCH we WALL COVERING
NS OeULATE(DJ (IOW I'm HOOD

ANT MIERIOR
Ws
WT

NET STACKWET

JAN JANITOR
W1
Wu

WITH
HATER HEATER

JT JDMr
J•BOx N CTION Box YD YARD

GENERAL NOTES
L NOTIFY THE ARCWITECT IMMEDIATELY OF ANY DISCREPANCY IN THE DOCUMENTS, WORK

THAT PROCEEDS WITHOUT NOTIFYING THE ARCHITECT B AT THE CONTRACTORS OWN RISK

1 BEFORE CCMEWCEMENT OF ANT WORK TWAT CHANGES THE CONTRACT SUM OR CONTRACT
TIME, WRITTEN AUTWORIZATION MUST BE OBTAINED FROM THE ARCHITECT. WORK THAT
PROCEEDS WITNNT WRITTEN AUTHORIZATION FROM THE ARCHITECT m AT THE
CONTRACTORS OWN RISK

3. THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR B RESPONSIBLE FOR COORDINATION OF ALL WORK THIS
NCLIIDE& BUT B NOT LIMITED TO.

U.PRE-BID SITE VISIT FOR VERIFICATION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS.

is). FIELD DIMENSIONS AS REQUIRED.

A CONSTRUCTION OHALL CONFORM TO ALL CODE& AND REC41AT06 HAVING JURISDICTION
FOR THIS PROJECT.

WHEELER
RESIDENCE

4 OXFORD STREET
CHEVY CHASE, MD

20815-4231

GENERAL DATA
ADDRESS: 4 Oxrord Street

Chevy Chase, Md 20815-4231
LOTBLOCK: Part or Lots 8 19/ Section 2, Block 54
LOT AREA: 9375 Sq. Ft.
ZONING: R60
FRONT YARD: 25 reel
SIDE YARD: 7 FEET
REAR YARD: 1 FEET
PLAT NUMBER:Plat Book 2 Plat Number 106

REMOVAL OF NOTED TREES.

AREA CALCULATIONS

Total Conditioned Gross Area: 2,953 sq, rt.

New Lot Coverage: Total 2,519 sq. rt.

Allowable Lot Coverage: 3,281 sq. ft.
(35% OF LOT AREA)

OWNER.
Contact! Mary and Porter Wheeler
Address: 4 Oxford Stret

Chevy Chase, Mel 20615-4231
Telephone: 301.657.7531

ARCHITECT
Company: Barnes vane Architects
Contact: Stephen Vane/Melanle Giordano

Address: 1238 Wisconsin Ave NW, Suite 204
Washington, DC 20007

Telephone: 202 337.12 55
Fax: 202331,0609

GENERAL CONTRACTOR
company: Bethesda Contracting Co, Ire.
Contacts Michael G. Thiede
Address: 6812 Florida Street

Chevy Chase, MD 20815-4158
Telephone: 3OIA56-9020
Fax: 3OL65b.1838

COCOVER SHEET
ASI.1 SITE PLAN

Q. 
APPROVED

f`tliontgon., ory Q,01

0611

ARCHITECTS INC.
1000 Pt...' Street, NW

Salt. L-2
W.Ai.gt.o, DC 20007

TELE: 202337.7255
PAX: 202.337.0609
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Oaks, Michele

From: Porter Wheeler [porterwheeler@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2007 5:12 PM

To: Oaks, Michele

Cc: Steve Vanze; Michelle Vassallo .

Subject: HPC March 14

Reference our (4 Oxford Street) Tree Removal application to HPC scheduled for hearing March 14, I
note the following points:

1. Chevy Chase Village unanimously approved the request for removal of all six trees, provided that
we reforest with at least two trees.

2. There was no objection from the Village Tree Committee, the Village arborist, or the abutting
neighbors.

3. The Village Tree Committee recommended planting two reforestation trees, in part because of lot
limitations and in part because the existing trees (being removed) "are not particularly desirable,"
and the Village Managers adopted the same.

4. The HPC staff report cites the applicable guidelines as saying that "tree removal should be...
consistent with the Chevy Chase Village Urban Forest Ordinance."

5. Yet HPC staff recommends a condition that for every tree removed another tree be replanted
on our property.

6. As an election, the recommendation provides for the owner to make a contribution to the Village
tree planting program equivalent to four trees.

The Wheelers do not understand the inconsistency of the staff recommendation with the decision of the
Chevy Chase Village Board of Managers, since staff recommends the replanting of six trees, four more
than required by the Village decision. This is quantitatively different from the Village decision and
should be reconsidered.

The Wheelers would be pleased to contribute to the Chevy Chase Village tree planting program to
whatever extent suggested by the HPC, but plead that the staff recommendation for replacement planting
be scaled back to be more consistent with the Village decision.

The owners further plead that implementation of any conditions also be consistent with Village decision
which is to be carried out within one year of the decision. This would allow removal of those trees that
are interfering with the renovation plan and permit decisions about removal and replacement
(and Village contribution) to be made by the owner after the home renovation work is completed.
Thank you for your consideration. The Wheelers regret that we are unable to attend the hearing.

Porter and Mary Wheeler
4 Oxford Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

3/14/2007



Robert W. Wilson
7 Oxford Street

Chevy Chase, MD 20815-4230

301656-4770
Cell 301346-5581

Email: rww91633@ yahoo.com

March 9, 2007

To: Historic Preservation Commission
Cc: Mary and Porter Wheeler

Re: 4 Oxford St. Case# 35/13-07E Hearing 3/14/07

I support the application and the staff conditions.

I've lived at 7 Oxford for nearly 30 years and am very familiar with # 4. The
yard was over planted.

By way of reference, I'm Chair of the Chevy Chase Village Public Works
Committee.

~~0,1/7 -( ----
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 4 Oxford St, Chevy Chase

Resource: Contributing Resource
Chevy Chase Village Historic District

Applicant: Mary & Porter Wheeler
(Steven Vance, Architect)

Review: HAWP

Case Number: 35/13-07E

PROPOSAL: Tree Removal

RECOMMENDATION: Approve with conditions

Meeting Date: 03/14/07

Report Date: 03/07/07

Public Notice: 02/28/07

Tax Credit: N/A

Staff: Michele Oaks

WE

RECOMMENDATION

Staff is recommending that the Commission support this HAWP applicatton with the cond-~s~tha 
i

p 

1
For every tree to be removed, one tree from Montgomery County's 

nativ~ 
list (min. 3" caliper

deciduous or 8' high evergreen) will be planted on the property.

The owner may elect to contribute the equivalent cost of tree replacement for two, 8' high evergreen
and two 3" caliper deciduous trees, from the Montgomery County Native Species list for use in the
Chevy Chase Village tree planting program, instead of replanting four (4) of the approved trees to be
removed.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource
STYLE: Colonial Revival
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: 1911

The original house is a three-bay, side-gable roof, dwelling clad in stucco on the first level and
shingle in the second. The asphalt roof contains a whitewashed, brick, exterior-end chimney on both side
elevations. The windows are 6/6 double hung and contain two, paneled louvered shutters. The front
elevation is also ornamented with a wrap-around front porch, detailed at the corners with super-sized Doric
columns. The porch roof is also detailed with a rounded, pediment over the front entry.

The house has had some alterations to its original design including the installation of a bathroom
window in the second floor of the front fagade and two, rear additions, built in 1970 and 1990.

0



The current lot that the house is sited is 75' wide and 125' deep. The house is sited in the northern
half of the lot, providing a rear yard. An existing asphalt driveway runs along the east property line. The
property contains several large, mature trees.

In December of last year, the HPC approved alterations to the non-contributing rear addition and
the construction of a new, uncovered rear deck onto the subject house. Since this approval, the applicants
have developed a garden plan for the property, which is the subject of this application.

PROPOSAL:

Removal of:

One (1) Leyland Cypress tree measuring 11.6"dia., located in the east side yard of the property
One (1) Crab Apple tree measuring 11.4"dia., located in the rear yard of the property
One (1) Leland Cypress tree measuring 15"dia., located in the rear yard of the property
One (1) Apple tree measuring 8"dia., located in the west side yard of the property
One (1) Crab Apple tree measuring 12"dia., located in the rear yard of the property
One (1) Crab Apple tree measuring 10"dia., located in the rear yard of the property

STAFF DISCUSSION

As the subject property is currently very, heavily wooded, the applicants are requesting the
Commission support the replanting of only two (2) new trees on the property. The Chevy Chase Village
town managers have voted in favor of this tree removal with the following conditions:

the trees must be removed on or before February 12, 2008, or the permit shall become
void;
the applicants must reforest with at least a River Birch and sourwood as shown on their
landscape plan, or with at least two, (2) deciduous hardwood canopy trees, which must be
at least 2-1/2 inches in caliper at the time of installation and must be of a species that
achieves a mature height of at least 45 feet;
the installation of the reforested trees shall be completed on or before February 12, 2008,
and as such the trees shall be considered reforestation trees subject to regulation under the
Village Urban Forest Ordinance.

As the Commission has a 1/1 replacement policy for healthy trees they approve for removal, staff
is recommending support of the Village Managers' approval with the added conditions that the deciduous
trees to be replanted are a minimum of 3" caliper in size and an additional four (4) trees are to be planted
on the subject property (two, 8' high evergreen, two, min 3" caliper deciduous).

Staff does concur with the applicant's testimony regarding the density of the canopy on the subject
property, and as such, we would support the applicant electing to contribute the tree replacement costs for
the four (4) trees for use in the Village of Chevy Chase's tree replanting program instead of installing the
trees on their property.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES

When reviewing alterations within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District several documents
are to be utilized as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing their decision. These documents
include the Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan — Expansion, approved and adopted in
August 1997, Montgomery County Code Chapter 24A (Chapter 24A) and the Secretary of the Interior's

01



Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent information in these documents is outlined as
follows:

Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan

The Guidelines break down specific projects into three levels of review - Lenient, Moderate and
Strict Scrutiny.

"Lenient Scrutiny" means that the emphasis of the review should be on issues of general massing and
scale, and compatibility with the surrounding streetscape, and should allow for a very liberal interpretation of
preservation rules. Most changes should be permitted unless there are major problems with massing, scale or
compatibility.

"Moderate Scrutiny" involves a higher standard of review than "lenient scrutiny." Besides issues of
massing, scale and compatibility, preserving the integrity of the resource is taken into account. Alterations should be
designed so that the altered structure still contributes to the district. Use of compatible new materials, rather than the
original building materials, should be permitted. Planned changes should be compatible with the structure's existing
design, but should not be required to replicate its architectural style.

"Strict Scrutiny" means that the planned changes should be reviewed to insure that the integrity of the
significant exterior architectural or landscaping features and details is not compromised. However, strict scrutiny
should not be "strict in theory but fatal in fact" i.e. it does not mean that there can be no changes but simply that the
proposed changes should be reviewed with extra care.

The Guidelines state three basic policies that should be adhered to, including:

Preserving the integrity of the contributing structures in the district. Alterations to contributing structures
should be designed in such a way that the altered structure still contributes to the district.

Design review emphasis should be restricted to changes that will be visible from the front or side public
right-of-way, or that would be visible in the absence of vegetation or landscaping.

Alterations to the portion of a property that are not visible from the public right-of-way should be subject to
very lenient review. Most changes to rear of the properties should be approved as a matter of course.

The Guidelines that pertain to this project are as follows:

Tree removal should be subject to strict scrutiny and consistent with the Chevy Chase Village Urban
Forest Ordinance.

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A

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 district in which a

ME,



historic resource is located and would not be detrimental thereto of to the achievement of
the purposes of this chapter.

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, spaces and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be
avoided.

#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 or related 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 RECOMMENDATION:

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

and with the Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan — Expansion, Adopted April 1998

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

and ehabilitation;and with the general condition that the applicant shall present the 3 permit sets of drawings to Historic
Preservation Commission (HPC) staff for review and stamping, if applicable prior to submission for
the Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permits;

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.

0
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• f >r: • HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

ContactPatw : 
lie %%M

p,y611e pl,orte No_; 30'1-337-W5 _

Tax Account No.: 7-454311

Name of Promo owner: Mary R Paler Wheels Daytime Phone No.: 301.07.7331

Access! 4 Osfad Stared Chevy Cbew Meeyhmd 20615-Ml
Street Mn*w car saes ry cede

Mies& Contracting pMm W.: 301-656.9020

cowacta Registration no.: Montgomery Cotmty Builders License # 10720

Agam for Owner: stm vam Daytime Phone Na.: 202.337.7235

Towa/eM: Cbewy Cbm NeraiCrossstreeC CmoediWAvem
Pant tat g A ht Let g ivy

Los 
Black. 

Subdivision: The Y of Caere

Libor. 
6320 

Fak:
837 

Psral:

IA. CKU ALL APPLICABLE: CHCR ALL APPLICABLE:

ConstructL7. Extend -; Aftfile awte ABC C Sbb Z Room Addition Z 
Porch O Dark O Shed

O Mo" C faun L, wmdA= ; Solar - ro"Im C' woodbumulg aeon O SiigtoF-*

C, Revision O Repair O Retanable C FeneenNer (Cal SecdoM) $I Otita TREE REMOVAL

18. Consbucban cost estimrie: $ TAD.

IC. M this is a revision of a previously approved actin permit, tie Pamit d

LETE FIN NEWCOU71=0NRUM=
03 7— Other:2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 ` wSSC 02 C Septic

2B. Type dwater supply: 01 wssc 02 -. Wee 03 C Other:

3A. Height- leaf . inches

38. Indicate whetter the firme or mein% wall is to be constructed on arc of the fokw v locations:

C On party line/preperty fine Entirely at land of owner O On public right of way/spement

I hereby cot y that I have the authority to make the Avegoev apptk& %flat the epvlicohm is correct and Met dare corms km will eonpy w,0 plans
approved by ear agencies fared and I hereby ackmWedpe and accept Mis to be a coedaion for the issuance of this pemtit.

Approved:

Disapproved:

ApplicaboNPamd No.:

2[-)-k 4y
amw or surhorued apart cafe

Sigam":

For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission

Dace:

Dale filed: _ Date Issued:

Edit 6al/99 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS



HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING
[Owner, Owner's Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Property Owners]

d

Owner's mailing address Owner's Agent's mailing address
Porter & Mary Wheeler Barnes Vanze Architects, Inc.
4 Oxford St. 1000 Potomac St.
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Ste. L-2

Washington, DC 20007

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addresses

Dane H Butswinkas Byron E. & M.L. Anderson !
3 Newlands St 5 Newlands St
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Jay 
& D. Martin Emmett B. & E.S. Lewis

4-A Oxford St. 6 Oxford St.
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Elizabeth K. Boas Robert Wilson
11 Oxford St. 7 Oxford St.
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Chevy Chase, MD 20815
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Urban Reforestation/Tree Replacement Proposal
4 Oxford Street, Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

Residence of Mary & Porter Wheeler

Report Prepared by Madison Garden Design-Installation-Maintenance
Rockville, Maryland 20850 301-762-7548 Prepared 1/18/07

General Property Description:
Legal Description - CHEVY CHASE SEC 2, BLOCK 54

PART OF LOTS 8&9
4 Oxford Street consists of a lot approximately 9375 square feet and is
improved by a 2 story single family dwelling originally constructed in
1911. The structure occupies approximately 3028 square feet,
approximately 32% of the lot leaving approximately 6,347 square feet
(about .15 acre). The structure has been modified/expanded by previous
owners. The grounds currently consist of a large number and variety of
trees (40 trees including street trees), shrubs, and an exceptionally large
number and variety of flowering bulbs, perennials, and planted
seasonally annuals in flowering border beds at front and rear of property.

Purpose of Landscape and Tree Plan:
A proposal for improvements to the structure has been approved by
Montgomery County. Owners propose related tree and landscape
modifications to complement the building renovation plan. Renovations
will require the removal of the Leland Cypress toward the street end of
the driveway. Additionally, the removal of three fruit trees and several
other undersize trees is being considered due to undesirable
characteristics or incompatibility with improvements and modifications
to the overall garden plan.

The majority of trees being considered for removal are relatively small,
of low ornamental quality, and were planted too close to other trees or to
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structures to allow for proper development. Many have been poorly or
improperly maintained under prior owners.

Removal of one Leyland Cypress requiring a permit along easterly lot
line is necessary to allow for replacement of driveway and to facilitate
improved and safe access to new side entry to home (see attached
drawing).

Three (3) fruit trees at rear of property that would require a removal
permit are under consideration for removal/replacement. These trees are
of low ornamental value, have not been properly pruned or cared for
prior to current ownership, produce an undesirable maintenance problem
due to large amount of dropped fruit that is of low quality/unusable due
to condition of trees, and subsequently attract undesirable levels of
insect activity at certain times of year which limit use and enjoyment of
grounds/garden (see attached drawing).

Garden Plan:
The current garden plan has a primary focus on perennial and annual
flowers as well as flowering bulbs. Since purchase in fall of 2005, the
property owners have had the gardens cleaned out, highly maintained
and improved with expansion of planting beds and the addition of many
new plantings. Many more flowers are planned for 2007 and beyond.
Complimentary additions of shrubs and trees are also under
consideration.

While the foundation of any quality garden is based on a framework of
trees and shrubs, and that is the intention for this garden as well, as
stated, the focus of this garden is flowers. Most flowers require a
minimum number of hours of sun per day. The large number of trees on
the property, the shade produced during the growing season, and the
solar orientation of the lot impact the ability to produce the type and
quality of flower species desired. Due to the comparative small size of
this lot, consisting of approximately 0. 15 acre area not covered by the
structure, which includes paved surfaces, and considering that the lot
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was and is heavily planted with trees, shrubs, and flower beds, it will be
difficult to achieve the desired goals of the garden plan with significant
additions of new trees or retaining some of the existing trees.

Therefore it is requested that consideration be given to the replacement
plans and to allow for potentially less than full replacement of the
number of trees requiring removal permit. If all trees being considered
for removal at this time were removed (four), there would still remain a
large number of trees as well as numerous variety of shrubs.
Additionally, as noted below, at least 2 to 3 new trees are planned for
2007. This garden currently contains a significantly higher
concentration of plantings than most comparable properties.

Current tree species (see attached drawing):
121eyland cypress
1 zelkova (street tree)
1 maple (street tree)
2 magnolia (deciduous)
1 styrax japonica
1 unidentified (at front bed)
5 apple/crab apple (variety/type unknown-fruit bearing)
1 cork screw willow
1 serviceberry
5 holly
1 southern magnolia
2 flowering plum
2 crape myrtle
1 dogwood
4 cryptomeria

Trees considered for removal requiring a removal permit:
1 Leyland cypress at east side along driveway
3 apple/fruit trees at rear yard
(at least two indicated to exceed minimum caliper)
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Species being considered for possible planting/replacements:
Crape myrtle at front bed
Stewartia at rear bed
River birch at rear
Sourwood at rear
Corpus Kousa (to be determined)

Attached: Landscape Plan, 4 Oxford Street
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Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)
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III-A

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 4 Oxford St, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 03/14/07

Resource: Contributing Resource Report Date: 03/07/07
Chevy Chase Village Historic District

Applicant: Mary & Porter Wheeler Public Notice: 02/28/07
(Steven Vance, Architect)

Review: HAWP Tax Credit: N/A

Case Number: 35/13-07E Staff: Michele Oaks

PROPOSAL: Tree Removal

RECOMMENDATION: Approve with conditions
a

RECOMMENDATION

Staff is recommending that the Commission support this HAWP application with the conditions that:

For every tree to be removed, one tree from Montgomery County's native species list (min. 3" caliper

deciduous or 8' high evergreen) will be planted on the property.

The owner may elect to contribute the equivalent cost of tree replacement for two, 8' high evergreen

and two 3" caliper deciduous trees, from the Montgomery County Native Species list for use in the
Chevy Chase Village tree planting program, instead of replanting four (4) of the approved trees to be
removed.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource
STYLE: Colonial Revival
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: 1911

The original house is a three-bay, side-gable roof, dwelling clad in stucco on the first level and
shingle in the second. The asphalt roof contains a whitewashed, brick, exterior-end chimney on both side
elevations. The windows are 6/6 double hung and contain two, paneled louvered shutters. The front
elevation is also ornamented with a wrap-around front porch, detailed at the corners with super-sized Doric
columns. The porch roof is also detailed with a rounded, pediment over the front entry.

The house has had some alterations to its original design including the installation of a bathroom
window in the second floor of the front facade and two, rear additions, built in 1970 and 1990.

O



The current lot that the house is sited is 75' wide and 125' deep. The house is sited in the northern

half of the lot, providing a rear yard. An existing asphalt driveway runs along the east property line. The

property contains several large, mature trees.

In December of last year, the HPC approved alterations to the non-contributing rear addition and

the construction of a new, uncovered rear deck onto the subject house. Since this approval, the applicants

have developed a garden plan for the property, which is the subject of this application.

PROPOSAL-ROPOSAT

RemovalRemoval of:

One (1) Leyland Cypress tree measuring 11.6"dia., located in the east side yard of the property
One (1) Crab Apple tree measuring 11.4"dia., located in the rear yard of the property
One (1) Leland Cypress tree measuring 15"dia., located in the rear yard of the property
One (1) Apple tree measuring 8"dia., located in the west side yard of the property
One (1) Crab Apple tree measuring 12"dia., located in the rear yard of the property
One (1) Crab Apple tree measuring 10"dia., located in the rear yard of the property

STAFF DISCUSSION

As the subject property is currently very, heavily wooded, the applicants are requesting the

Commission support the replanting of only two (2) new trees on the property. The Chevy Chase Village

town managers have voted in favor of this tree removal with the following conditions:

the trees must be removed on or before February 12, 2008, or the permit shall become

void;
the applicants must reforest with at least a River Birch and sourwood as shown on their

landscape plan, or with at least two, (2) deciduous hardwood canopy trees, which must be

at least 2-1/2 inches in caliper at the time of installation and must be of a species that

achieves a mature height of at least 45 feet;

the installation of the reforested trees shall be completed.on or before February 12, 2008,

and as such the trees shall be considered reforestation trees subject to regulation under the

Village Urban Forest Ordinance.

As the Commission has a 1 /1 replacement policy for healthy trees they approve for removal, staff

is recommending support of the Village Managers' approval with the added conditions that the deciduous

trees to be replanted are a minimum of 3" caliper in size and an additional four (4) trees are to be planted

on the subject property (two, 8' high evergreen, two, min 3" caliper deciduous).

Staff does concur with the applicant's testimony regarding the density of the canopy on the subject

property, and as such, we would support the applicant electing to contribute the tree replacement costs for

the four (4) trees for use in the Village of Chevy Chase's tree replanting program instead of installing the

trees on their property.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES

When reviewing alterations within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District several documents

are to be utilized as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing their decision. These documents

include the Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan — Expansion, approved and adopted in

August 1997, Montgomery County Code Chapter 24A (Chapter 24A) and the Secretary of the Interior's

0



Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent information in these documents is outlined as
follows:

Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan

The Guidelines break down specific projects into three levels of review - Lenient, Moderate and
Strict Scrutiny.

"Lenient Scrutiny" means that the emphasis of the review should be on issues of general massing and
scale, and compatibility with the surrounding streetscape, and should allow for a very liberal interpretation of
preservation rules. Most changes should be permitted unless there are major problems with massing, scale or
compatibility.

"Moderate Scrutiny" involves a higher standard of review than "lenient scrutiny." Besides issues of
massing, scale and compatibility, preserving the integrity of the resource is taken into account. Alterations should be
designed so that the altered structure still contributes to the district. Use of compatible new materials, rather than the
original building materials, should be permitted. Planned changes should be compatible with the structure's existing
design, but should not be required to replicate its architectural style.

"Strict Scrutiny" means that the planned changes should be reviewed to insure that the integrity of the
significant exterior architectural or landscaping features and details is not compromised. However, strict scrutiny
should not be "strict in theory but fatal in fact" i.e. it does not mean that there can be no changes but simply that the
proposed changes should be reviewed with extra care.

The Guidelines state three basic policies that should be adhered to, including:

Preserving the integrity of the contributing structures in the district. Alterations to contributing structures
should be designed in such a way that the altered structure still contributes to the district.

Design review emphasis should be restricted to changes that will be visible from the front or side public
right-of-way, or that would be visible in the absence of vegetation or landscaping.

Alterations to the portion of a property that are not visible from the public right-of-way should be subject to
very lenient review. Most changes to rear of the properties should be approved as a matter of course.

The Guidelines that pertain to this project are as follows: r•.

Tree removal should be subject to strict scrutiny and consistent with the Chevy Chase Village Urban
Forest Ordinance.

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A

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 district in which a

9



historic resource is located and would not be detrimental thereto of to the achievement of
the purposes of this chapter.

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, spaces and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be
avoided.

#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 or related 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 RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with conditions the HAWP application as being

consistent with Chapter 24A-8(b)(1) & (2);

and with the Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan — Expansion, Adopted April 1998

and with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation;

and with the general condition that the applicant shall present the 3 permit sets of drawings to Historic
Preservation Commission (HPC) staff for review and stamping, if applicable prior to submission for
the Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permits;

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.
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Contractor RegistrMian No.: MontgomeryCounty Builders License 4 10720

Agent for Owner: Steyt Vft U Daytime Phone No.: 204-337-72SS

House ft, bW. 4 stteec Oxford Stnet

Towntity: 0YyChm Narestcrmsnm COOOecdWAVem
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Approved:
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Application /Permit No.:

For Chairpetmq Historic Praservatiwn Commission
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Date Filed: Deft Issued:
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HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING
[Owner, Owner's Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Property Owners]

Owner's mailing address Owner's Agent's mailing address
Porter 

& 

Mary Wheeler Barnes Vanze Architects, Inc.
4 Oxford St. 1000 Potomac St.
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Ste. L-2

Washington, DC 20007

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addresses

Dane H Butswinkas Byron E. & M.L. Anderson
3 Newlands St 5 Newlands St
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Jay 
& D. Martin Emmett B. & E.S. Lewis

4-A Oxford St. 6 Oxford St.
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Elizabeth K. Boas Robert Wilson
11 Oxford St. 7 Oxford St.
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Chevy Chase, MD 20815
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Urban Reforestation/Tree Replacement Proposal
4 Oxford Street, Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

Residence of Mary & Porter Wheeler

Report Prepared by Madison Garden Design-Installation-Maintenance
Rockville, Maryland 20850 301-762-7548 Prepared 1/18/07

General Property Description:
Legal Description - CHEVY CHASE SEC 2, BLOCK 54

PART OF LOTS 8&9
4 Oxford Street consists of a lot approximately 9375 square feet and is
improved by a 2 story single family dwelling originally constructed in
1911. The structure occupies approximately 3028 square feet,
approximately 32% of the lot leaving approximately 6,347 square feet
(about .15 acre). The structure has been modified/expanded by previous
owners. The grounds currently consist of a large number and variety of
trees (40 trees including street trees), shrubs, and an exceptionally large
number and variety of flowering bulbs, perennials, and planted
seasonally annuals in flowering border beds at front and rear of property.

Purpose of Landscape and Tree Plan:
A proposal for improvements to the structure has been approved by
Montgomery County. Owners propose related tree and landscape
modifications to complement the building renovation plan. Renovations
will require the removal of the Leland Cypress toward the street end of
the driveway. Additionally, the removal of three fruit trees and several
other undersize trees is being considered due to undesirable
characteristics or incompatibility with improvements and modifications
to the overall garden plan.

The majority of trees being considered for removal are relatively small,
of low ornamental quality, and were planted too close to other trees or to
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structures to allow for proper development. Many have been poorly or
improperly maintained under prior owners.

Removal of one Leyland Cypress requiring a permit along easterly lot
line is necessary to allow for replacement of driveway and to facilitate
improved and safe access to new side entry to home (see attached
drawing).

Three (3) fruit trees at rear of property that would require a removal
permit are under consideration for removal/replacement. These trees are
of low ornamental value, have not been properly pruned or cared for
prior to current ownership, produce an undesirable maintenance problem
due to large amount of dropped fruit that is of low quality/unusable due
to condition of trees, and subsequently attract undesirable levels of
insect activity at certain times of year which limit use and enjoyment of
grounds/garden (see attached drawing).

Garden Plan:
The current garden plan has a primary focus on perennial and annual
flowers as well as flowering bulbs. Since purchase in fall of 2005, the
property owners have had the gardens cleaned out, highly maintained
and improved with expansion of planting beds and the addition of many
new plantings. Many more flowers are planned for 2007 and beyond.
Complimentary additions of shrubs and trees are also under
consideration.

While the foundation of any quality garden is based on a framework of
trees and shrubs, and that is the intention for this garden as well, as
stated, the focus of this garden is flowers. Most flowers require a
minimum number of hours of sun per day. The large number of trees on
the property, the shade produced during the growing season, and the
solar orientation of the lot impact the ability to produce the type and
quality of flower species desired. Due to the comparative small size of
this lot, consisting of approximately 0. 15 acre area not covered by the
structure, which includes paved surfaces, and considering that the lot



3

was and is heavily planted with trees, shrubs, and flower beds, it will be
difficult to achieve the desired goals of the garden plan with significant
additions of new trees or retaining some of the existing trees.

Therefore it is requested that consideration be given to the replacement
plans and to allow for potentially less than full replacement of the
number of trees requiring removal permit. If all trees being considered
for removal at this time were removed (four), there would still remain a
large number of trees as well as numerous variety of shrubs.
Additionally, as noted below, at least 2 to 3 new trees are planned for
2007. This garden currently contains a significantly higher
concentration of plantings than most comparable properties.

Current tree species (see attached drawing):
12 leyiand cypress
1 zelkova (street tree)
1 maple (street tree)
2 magnolia (deciduous)
1 styrax j aponica
i unidentified (at front bed)
5 apple/crab apple (variety/type unknown-fruit bearing)
1 cork screw willow
1 serviceberry
5 holly
1 southern magnolia
2 flowering plum
2 crape myrtle
1 dogwood
4 cryptomeria

Trees considered for removal requiring a removal permit:
1 Leyland cypress at east side along driveway
3 apple/fruit trees at rear yard
(at least two indicated to exceed minimum caliper)
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Species being considered for possible plantin/replacements:
Crape myrtle at front bed
Stewartia at rear bed
River birch at rear
Sourwood at rear
Corpus Kousa (to be determined)

Attached: Landscape Plan, 4 Oxford Street
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Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)
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CASE NO. A-1603(a) through (f)
Appeal of Porter K. Wheeler and Mary T. Wheeler

(Hearing held February 12, 2007)

DECISION OF THE BOARD OF MANAGERS

Summary of Case

This proceeding is an appeal pursuant to Section 17-4 of the Chevy Chase Village Code.

The applicants seek permission to remove (a) one Leyland Cypress tree measuring 11.6 inches in

diameter located in the east side yard of the property; (b) one Crab Apple tree measuring 11.4

inches in diameter located in the rear yard of the property; (c) one Leyland Cypress tree

measuring 15.0 inches in diameter located in the rear yard of the property; (d) one Apple tree

measuring 8.0 inches in diameter located in the west side yard of the property; (e) one Crab

Apple tree measuring 12.0 inches in diameter is located in the rear yard of the property; and (f)

one Crab Apple tree measuring 10.0 inches in diameter located in the rear yard of the property.

The Village Manager denied the application finding that none of the conditions described in

Section 17-3 of the Urban Forest Ordinance apply.

This application is filed pursuant to the provisions of Section 17-4 which provide:

(a) An applicant who is denied a permit by the Village Manager may appeal

the Manager's decision to the Board of Managers in writing within ten (10) days of the Village

Manager's denial of the application for a permit.

(b) The Board of Managers shall have the authority to permit the removal or

destruction of a tree or the undertaking of any action that will substantially impair the health

or growth of a tree if, after a public hearing, the Board finds that such removal, destruction or

other action will not adversely affect the public health, safety or welfare, nor the reasonable



use of adjoining properties and can be permitted without substantial impairment of the

purpose and intent of this Ordinance.

The subject property is known as the East 45 feet front on Oxford Street by the full

depth thereof of Lot 8 and the West 30 feet front on Oxford Street by the depth thereof of Lot

9, in Block 54, in the "Chevy Chase, Section 2" subdivision, also known as 4 Oxford Street,

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815. Notice of the hearing in this matter was posted at the Village

Hall and on the property and was mailed to all abutting property owners on February 1, 2007.

Summary of Evidence

The applicants submitted an application, a plat of survey denoting the location of the

subject trees in relation to improvements on the applicants' property and the public right-of-

way, a photograph of the applicants' front yard, a written tree replacement proposal prepared

by a professional landscaping company, a landscape plan depicting the location of existing

and proposed replacement trees, and a letter explaining the basis for the applicants' request.

A tree inspection report, prepared by the Village Arborist, was submitted for the record.

Photographs taken by Village staff showing the appearance and location of the trees were

entered into the record of this matter.

The applicants' letter in support of the application states that the applicants propose to

reforest with at least two trees and the landscape plan proposes reforestation with a

Riverbirch, Sourwood or other canopy tree species. The letter contains the following

representations:

First to achieve the proposed renovations and redevelopment of the
house and driveway, we feel it is necessary to remove a Leyland
Cypress tree, Tree #2 on the Tree Preservation Plan. The location of
this tree would unnecessarily restrict driveway renovations and
effective use of access and parking space. There are also ground
subsidence and other water issues requiring landscaping attention at
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this location. Removal of this tree (Tree #2) is necessary to
accommodate an effective renovation plan for our historic home.

Second, further to the rear of the lot, along the fence line on the east,
there is a second Cypress that has overgrown its position against the
fence while also blocking the morning sun and should be removed.
Third, in order to pursue our landscape plan ... we are also requesting
permission to remove four fruit trees ... The fruit trees proposed for
removal drop large amounts of unusable fruit and attract bees and
other insects to the property, posing a hazard to the safety of persons
and generally detracting from our peaceful use of the property.

At the hearing, Porter K. Wheeler appeared and testified that the applicants' yard is

small and densely populated with large trees. He represented that the yard contains forty trees.

In addition, he asserted that most of the large trees are located along side lot lines and have

been compromised by construction on neighboring lots. He explained that the applicants wish

to remove the subject trees in order to complete renovations to their house and to implement a

new landscaping plan.

Mr. Wheeler stated that the applicants wish to remove the first of the subject Leyland

Cypress trees to make room for parking on the side of their house. According to Mr. Wheeler,

the applicants' driveway is narrow and the Leyland Cypress tree encroaches into their

driveway, narrowing the 10-foot driveway to approximately 7 1/2 to 8 feet. Mr. Wheeler

explained that without a garage, the applicants must park their automobiles in the driveway

and have limited space to do so because of the location of the Leyland Cypress tree. He

asserted that the other Leyland Cypress tree that the applicants seek to remove pushes up

against a lot-line fence. He reiterated that the fruit trees produce unusable fruit that attracts

undesirable bees and other insects. According to Mr. Wheeler, one of the subject trees should

be removed to promote the health of an existing Magnolia tree. He asserted that his neighbors

do not object to the request to remove the subject trees.

—3—



Sam Lawrence, of the Village Tree Committee, reported that the Tree Committee has

no objection to the removal of the Leyland Cypress trees, and does not object to removal of

the subject fruit trees if there is appropriate reforestation. Mr. Lawrence explained that the

Tree Committee does not object to the applicants' request because the trees do not materially

contribute to the Village tree canopy.

No other testimony in support of or in opposition to the application was received.

Findings of Fact

The Board has considered the factors set forth in Section 17-6 of the Urban Forest

Ordinance and makes the following findings.

Sec. 17-6(a) Criteria specified in Section 17-3.

There is no evidence to support a conclusion that the subject trees are seriously

diseased or dying. Although there is evidence that some of the trees are close to existing

structures and may at some point in the future pose a risk, there is insufficient evidence to find

that the trees currently constitute a hazard to the safety or health of persons, property or other

trees. Although the applicants assert that the subject fruit trees attract bees, there is

insufficient evidence to conclude that the trees currently pose a risk to the safety or health of

persons. The Board notes that most trees in the Village drop fruit and foliage.

Sec. 17-6(b) The reasons cited by the applicant for wanting to remove or destroy the
tree.

The applicants propose to remove the trees to facilitate renovations and to implement

a new landscaping plan that would include at least two new canopy trees. The applicants'

landscaping plan would enhance the tree canopy and improve the urban forest to a greater

extent than would preserving the two Leyland Cypress trees, the Apple tree, and the three

Crab Apple trees, which are not particularly desirable.

BEAW



Sec. 17-6(c) The reasons, if any, cited by residents who are either in favor of or in
opposition to the issuance of the permit.

Other than the applicants, no residents in favor of or in opposition to the issuance of

the tree removal permit submitted any written or oral evidence. The Village Tree Committee

had no objection to the proposed removal if appropriate reforestation is implemented.

Sec. 17-6(d) Whether tree clearing is necessary to achieve proposed development,
construction or land use otherwise permitted under the Village Code, and the extent to
which there is no reasonable alternative.

Based on the evidence of record, including, but not limited to the applicants'

representations, the report submitted by the Village arborist and the testimony by Mr.

Lawrence of the Village Tree Committee, the Board finds that removal of the subject trees is

necessary to facilitate the applicants' renovations and landscaping plan which are otherwise

permitted by the Village Code. The Board further finds that it would be impractical and

difficult to preserve the two Leyland Cypress trees, the Apple tree, and the three Crab Apple

trees, which are not particularly desirable, while also assuring the healthy development of the

existing Magnolia tree and the replacement trees proposed by the applicants' in their

landscaping plan. Thus, if the applicants are to implement the landscaping plan as proposed,

there is no reasonable alternative to the removal of the subject trees.

Sec. 17-6(e) Whether the applicant proposes reforestation.

The applicants propose reforestation with at least_two new trees. The Village Tree

Committee recommended that the applicants be required to install two reforestation trees.

The Board concurs with the Village Tree Committee's recommendation.

Sec. 17-6(f) Hardship to the applicant if a permit for the requested action is denied.

The applicants propose to maintain all other canopy trees on the subject property and

to reforest. Requiring the applicants to forego renovations and implementation of 
a
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landscaping plan that are otherwise in full compliance with the Village Code in an attempt to

save two Leyland Cypress trees, one Apple tree, and three Crab Apple trees, which are not

particularly desirable, where there are other mature canopy trees on the subject property,

would impose a hardship on the applicants without any counterbalancing benefit to the public.

Sec. 17-6(g) The desirability of preserving a tree by reason of its age, size or
outstanding qualities, including uniqueness, rarity or species specimen.

Although the trees are mature and large enough in circumference to be protected by

the Village Urban Forest ordinance, the two Leyland Cypress trees, the Apple tree, and the

three Crab Apple trees are not otherwise remarkable and do not significantly contribute to the

Village tree canopy. The Board finds that, given all of the facts and circumstances of this

case, the subject trees do not have outstanding qualities such that preservation of the trees is

required.

Sec. 17-6(h) Such other relevant matters as will promote fairness and justice in
deciding the particular case.

Taking all of the foregoing findings into consideration, with the reforestation agreed

to by the applicants, the Board finds that the removal of the subject trees would not materially

impair the purposes of the Village Urban Forest Ordinance.

Conclusions

Based upon the testimony and evidence of record, the Board finds that the removal of

the two Leyland Cypress trees, the Apple tree, and the three Crab Apple trees would not

adversely affect the public health, safety or welfare, nor the reasonable use of adjoining

properties and can be permitted without substantial impairment of the purpose and intent of

the Village Urban Forest Ordinance, provided that the applicants comply with the conditions

set forth in the following paragraph.



Accordingly, the request for a permit to remove (a) an 11.6-inch diameter Leyland

Cypress tree located in the east side yard of the property; (b) an 11.4-inch diameter Crab

Apple tree located in the rear .yard of the property; (c) a 15.0-inch diameter Leyland Cypress

located in the rear yard of the property; (d) a 8.0-inch diameter Apple tree located in the west

side yard of the property; (e) a 12.0-inch diameter Crab Apple tree located in the rear yard of

the property; and (f) a 10.0-inch diameter Crab Apple tree located in the rear yard of the

property, is granted, provided however that:

1. the trees must be removed on or before February 12, 2008, or this permit

shall become void;

2. 'the applicants must reforest with at least a River Birch (Betula nigra) and

Sourwood (Oxydendrum arboretum) as shown in their landscape plan, or with at least two (2)

deciduous hardwood canopy trees, which must be at least 2 '/z inches in caliper at the time of

i-nstallation and must be of a species that achieves a mature height of at least 45 feet; and

3. the installation of the reforestation trees shall be completed on or before

February 12, 2008, and such trees shall be considered reforestation trees subject to regulation

under the Village Urban Forest Ordinance.

Resolution

The Chevy Chase Village Board of Managers hereby adopts the following

Resolution:

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Managers of Chevy
Chase Village that the Decision stated above be adopted
as the decision required by Section 17-5(b) of the Chevy
Chase Village Code, and the Village Manager be and he is
hereby authorized and directed to issue a permit for the
removal of a (a) a 11.6-inch diameter Leyland Cypress
tree located in the east side yard of the property; (b) a
11.4-inch diameter Crab Apple tree located in the rear
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yard of the property; (c) a 15.0-inch diameter Leyland
Cypress located in the rear yard of the property; (d) a 8.0-
inch diameter Apple tree located in the west side yard of
the property; (e) a 12.0-inch diameter Crab Apple tree
located in the rear yard of the property; and (f) a 10.0-inch
diameter Crab Apple tree located in the rear yard of the
property, upon the conditions, terms and restrictions set
forth above.

The foregoing Resolution was adopted by the Chevy Chase Village Board of

Managers with the following members voting in favor of the Resolution: Susie Eig, Gail

Feldman, Robert Jones, Douglas B. Kamerow, David L. Winstead, and Peter Yeo. Betsy

Stephens was not present for the hearing in this matter and did not participate in this Decision.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Decision.and Resolution were approved and

adopted by the Chevy Chase Village Board of Managers on this day of February, 2007,

Susie Eig, Secretary
Board of Managers

L:\CLIENTS\C\CHEVY CHASEICCV\Tree Removal Decisions\359-Wheeler.A1603.doc
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Oaks, Michele
b

From: Davis-Cook, Shana [Shana.Davis-Cook@montgomerycountymd.gov]
Sent: Monday, February 26, 2007 2:03 PM
To: Oaks, Michele; Fothergill, Anne; Tully, Tania
Cc: Younes, Michael; Lyerly, Doris
Subject: 4 Oxford Street and 4 Newlands Street

Decision 0207.doc Decision 0207.doc

Hello ladies.

The owners of the above-referenced properties both came before our Board
of Managers at its February 12 regular meeting to appeal the removal of
several trees on their properties. The applicants should be coming to
you shortly to obtain their HAWP for same.

I am still waiting for our Board Secretary to sign and return the
approved decisions, but I have attached draft unsigned decisions for
your review. I only ask that you not circulate them outside your staff
as they are not the official decisions. The applicants will be provided
with signed copies which they can submit along with their HAWP
applications.

Take care,

Shana D-C
CCV

Shana R. Davis-Cook
Manager of Administration
Chevy Chase Village
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ADDIMONAL APPROVALS:
Properties located within historic districts, municipalities and special taxing districts may require additional approvals
beyond the required Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permit.
For projects located in the City of Takoma Park's Commercial Revitalization Overlay, certain permits must be approved by
the City prior to commencing construction.
Please refer to "Permit Procedures for Properties within a Montgomery County Municipality' for more information.

TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY WSSC ❑ WELL ❑ OTHER (specify)

SEWAGE DISPOSALWSSC ❑ SEPTIC ❑ OTHER (specify)

MPDU ... 20% of this new home development will be built as Moderately Priced Dwelling Units ❑ Yes ❑ No

IMPACT TAX... New Homes will be assessed an Impact Tax based on the area where the house is built ... (see Impact Tax guide)
❑ 1 will exercise an approved Impact Tax Credit, a copy of which Is attached

DAP & EDAETAGREEMENTS....Agreement must be attached for new homes when applicable.

SPECIAL EXCEPTION: Is this lot subject to a Special Exception? ❑ Yes, Case # ❑ No

VARIANCE: Has a Variance been granted to perform this work? ❑ Yes, Variance # ❑ No

HISTORIC AREA IN ATLAS or MASTER PLAN. Is the property a Historic resource? ❑ Yes ❑ No

AUTHORIZED AGENT AFFIDAVIT: I hereby declare and affirm, under the penalty of peduM that:

1. 1 am duly authorized to make this permit application on behalf of: M62gM t 1--bvT7e'12 Wttt--5LEP
(please print property owners name)

2. The worts proposed by this building permit application is authorized by the property owner, and
3. All matters and facts set forth in this Affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief.

2 2~ c) TVC S
Date (Print Nam

HOMEOWNER ACTING AS NEW HOME BUILDER AFFIDAVIT:
By this instrument, I, as the property owner, am applying for an exemption from the licensing requirements for a building
contractor, I hereby declare and affirm, under the penalty of perjury that:

1. I or a member of my immediate family will perform any and all construction associated with the foregoing building
permit application; and

2. The type of improvement indicated on the building permit application is designed for use as a residence or
dwelling place for my own or my immediate family's use; and

3. 1 take full responsibility for all and any code violations.
4. All matters and facts set forth in this affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and

belief.

(Signature of Property Owner) Date (Print Name)

TO BE READ BY THE APPLICANT:
Any information that the applicant has set forth in this application that is false or misleading may result in the rejection of
the application. A condition for the issuance of this permit is that the proposed construction will comply at all times with
the plans as approved by all applicable govemment agencies. I hereby declare and affirm, under the penalty of perjury,
that all matters and facts set forth in the building permit application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
in lion an lief. 

 (`~22. 10-7 ce.~ J

(Applicant Signature) Date (Print N e)

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: Permit Fee: $ + Impact Tax, DAP or EDAET: $ Balance: $
Bldg.appl.res.6J03
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41

Montgomery County Maryland 255 Rockville Pike, 2n0 Floor 
iC

Department of Permitting Services Rockville, Maryland 20850-4166 r

(240)777-6300 Fax(240)777-6262 * II
17 76 httu://permittingservices.montaomerycountymd.gov

L APPLICATION FOR RESIDENTIAL BUILDING PERMIT 044
MUV3N

Sediment Control # Building AP #(s) 
--1--~-7~7 43 Demolition #

(check all that apply)
u s,
ALTER Gross Sq. Ft of Area Created
CONSTRUCT or Affected by this Action:
DEMOLISH Estimated Cost: $
MOVE Disturbed Land Area:
FOUNDATION ONLY
RESTORE and/or REPAIR

SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING DECK
TOWNHOUSE DUPLEX
FENCE" BASEMENT
RETAINING WALL ❑ POOL IN GROUND
TRAILER" POOL ABOVE GROUND
MODULAR HOME" DETACHED GARAGE
HOTTUB SHED
OTHER T(Z S KtM)VJ&l _

* IF BUILDING A FENCE OR RETAINING WALL
HEIGHT: ft. in. Note: (A signed approval letter from the adjacent lot owner(s) Is required)
❑ Located entirely on the land of the owner ❑ Public Right of Way/Easeinent ❑ Located on the lot line

"`NOTE:
Manufacturer's Name and Model # for All Trailers and Modular Homes

MQDELUS ROE PROGRAM: to build new homes - SACK SYSTEM: to build new homes & pools
ITIAL SUBMITTAL or L3 INITIAL SUBMITTAL or

❑ PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PERMIT # ❑ PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PERMIT #
New Home Model Name or #

REVISION to ORIGINAL PERMIT #
(Original permit has been issued and is active)
❑ SITE ❑ STRUCTURAL ❑ HOUSE TYPE ❑ OTHER:

BUILDING PREMISE ADDRESS: Add7. House Vs If
building new townhouses:

House 
C-Et pc ~~'- Number ~ Street Qn ~ R~ SC~Q-1~( City C~ ~ Zip

Lot(s) i0 t Block L Subdivision VMabkl Of C -:UU E

Nearest Cross Street

APPLICANT INFORMATION: Contact ID M Fax M Email:

Name of Applicant t 10R-CEPZ WNhfSLEP Daytime Phone #:'5° S 3
(Permit will be issued to Applicant)

Address i 01LFD'R-0 Si12E~lC City State Zip ~Opj15 f{Z3 J

CONTACT INFORMATION: Contact ID M Fax #: 2O Z "3'5  7' C (O 02~ Email: n, vA4Sa 1 i,o i) ! a vnCS 0 nYc.

Contact Person Wut-e'Lie- o Daytime Phone # Zo Z ' 33 7 7 ZS5
(If other than Applicant) Sv IFG L-2

Address Woo S-T (L~`7 N'^l City ~ I p C- State Zip 2M10,7-

Contractor

b10,7'

Contractor n L nive—e-h n (q MHIC or Montgomery County Builders License #

215
Contractor Address Le iSl L %'w ~ ~ ~ ►2.~~~ , G ~~ G4~ 

wti
~fl~ Da Im

.1
e Phone # -~L I ' (a • _9020

EXPEDITED PLAN REVIEW: ❑ I request an Expedited Plan Review, when available, which is subjected to additional fees.

(Applicant's Signature) Date (Print Name)



• r ~~A'~c..~ic'''2' x'11

y Montgomery County Maryland 255 Rockville Pike, 2nd Floor
Department of Permitting Services Rockville, Maryland 20850-4166 Q 7

(240) 777-6300 Fax (240) 777-6262
• 17 76 htto://permittingservices.montgomerycountymd.ciov

'yy 
C'

APPLICATION FOR RESIDENTIAL BUILDING PERMIT 

OMall 

MU~̀,~

Sediment Control # Building AP #(s) 7 
Jam% 43 Demolition #

WORK:12ESCIUPTIO OF  (check all that apply)§E 01F CTURE:
LJ ADD SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING ❑ DECK
❑ ALTER Gross Sq. Ft of Area Created 

TOWNHOUSEH 

DUPLEX
El CONSTRUCT or Affected by this Action: FENCE*  BASEMENT
❑ DEMOLISH Estimated Cost: $ ❑ RETAINING WALL ❑ POOL IN GROUND
❑ MOVE Disturbed Land Area: ❑ TRAILER- ❑ POOL ABOVE GROUND
❑ FOUNDATION ONLY ❑ MODULAR HOME— DETACHED GARAGE
❑ RESTORE and/or REPAIR ❑ HOT TUB g SHED

OTHER Tr`?-et-_ 
Kt"t~

VPCi
* IF BUILDING A FENCE OR RETAINING WALL
HEIGHT: ft. in. Note: (A signed approval letter from the adjacent lot owner(s) is required)
❑ Located entirely on the land of the owner ❑ Public Right of Way/Easement ❑ Located on the lot line

"NOTE:
Manufacturer's Name and Model # for All Trailers and Modular Homes

MODEL HOUSE  M: to build new homes - : to build new homes & pools
EJ INITIAL SUBMITTAL or LJ INITIAL SUBMITTAL or
❑ PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PERMIT # ❑ PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PERMIT #
New Home Model Name or #

REVISION to ORIGINAL PERMIT #
(Original permit has been issued and is active)
❑ SITE ❑ STRUCTURAL ❑ HOUSE TYPE ❑ OTHER:

BUILDING PREMISE ADDRESS: Add'l. House #'s Y
building new townhouses:

House
Number Street ON O"aP-D Sleek'( City CttPJ~~ ehtk = Zip 2tgl5 - y isg
Lot(s) t Block .5_ Subdivision V<'11 E Of Chi' 14 C_A~KZE

Nearest Cross Street (py40CCTtCk)+ ANC

APPLICANT INFORMATION: Contact ID #: Fax #: Email:

Name of Applicant. t 1{i6R-7EF?1 \NweE EL ~ Daytime Phone #:3o ~ ' ~ ' _1531
(Permit will be Issued to Applicant)

Address 0&LFD?_D City_-0~k_E\-Q UtASt State Zip ~205IS -

CONTACT INFORMATION: Contact ID M Fax #: 202 ̀5 3 7. D (~ 09 Email: 14\/a- sadiv lab i avrws Uan-jc. (a

Contact Person _ _Wc i. CU.t✓ 0A!=&Pr .( c) Daytime Phone # 2e2 • 337. 7Z9!5-
(if

255
(If other than Applicant) 

Sv l% l,-2
Address W t7 D 'FoA t)" st,c- f f a-lb-1 ?_3W  City I,/,i p L State Zip

Contractor s-C1nCs A Cairtty2+~~ 1 t'1('i MHIC or Montgomery County Builders License #

Contractor Address Le 161 Z. F-Lo r_0 ODIC- s (~C-17 , C ik_ew CttAy ime Phone # ~ I ' LoS (c • .9020

EXPEDITED PLAN REVIEW: 0 I request an Expedited Plan Review, when available, which is subjected to additional fees.

(Applicant's Signature) Date (Print Name)



ADDITIONAL APPROVALS:
Properties located within historic districts, municipalities and special taxing districts may require additional approvals
beyond the required Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permit.
For projects located in the City of Takoma Park's Commercial Revitalization Overlay, certain permits must be approved by
the City prior to commencing construction.
Please refer to "Permit Procedures for Properties within a Montgomery County Municipality" for more information.

TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY] WSSC ❑ WELL ❑ OTHER (specify)

SEWAGE DISPOSAL WSSC ❑ SEPTIC ❑ OTHER (specify)

MPDU ... 20% of this new home development will be built as Moderately Priced Dwelling Units ❑ Yes ❑ No

IMPACT TAX... New Homes will be assessed an Impact Tax based on the area where the house is built ... (see Impact Tax guide)
❑ 1 will exercise an approved Impact Tax Credit, a copy of which is attached

DAP & EDAET AGREEMENTS.... Agreement must be attached for new homes when applicable.

SPECIAL EXCEPTION: Is this lot subject to a Special Exception? ❑ Yes, Case # ❑ No

VARIANCE. Has a Variance been granted to perform this work? ❑ Yes, Variance # ❑ No

HISTORIC AREA IN ATLAS or MASTER PLAN: Is the property a Historic resource? ❑ Yes ❑ No

AUTHORIZED AGENT AFFIDAVIT. I hereby declare and affirm, under the penalty of perjury, that:

1. 1 am duly authorized to make this permit application on behalf of: MA, t t Pbvfle-12 W tt'Efl~LEDF-
(please print property owner's name)

2. The work proposed by this building permit application is authorized by the property owner; and
3. All matters and facts set forth in this Affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief.

2 ~-2-L~-7 Tit E-4mL,-t,"

(Signature 3Tuthorized Agent) Date (Print Nam

HOMEOWNER ACTING AS NEW HOME BUILDER AFFIDAVIT:
By this instrument, I, as the property owner, am applying for an exemption from the licensing requirements for a building
contractor, I hereby declare and affirm, under the penalty of perjury that:

1. 1 or a member of my immediate family will perform any and all construction associated with the foregoing building
permit application; and

2. The type of improvement indicated on the building permit application is designed for use as a residence or
dwelling place for my own or my immediate family's use; and

3. 1 take full responsibility for all and any code violations.
4. All matters and facts set forth in this affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and

belief.

(Signature of Property Owner) Date (Print Name)

TO BE READ BY THE APPLICANT.•
Any information that the applicant has set forth in this application that is false or misleading may result in the rejection of
the application. A condition for the issuance of this permit is that the proposed construction will comply at all times with
the plans as approved by all applicable government agencies. I hereby declare and affirm, under the penalty of perjury,
that all matters and facts set forth in the building permit application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
in ation an lief. 

2 2A o-7 -T~ 
(~ (

(Applicant Signature) Date (Print N e)

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: Permit Fee: $ + Impact Tax, DAP or EDAET: $ Balance: $
8ldg.appl.res.W03
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GEOFFREY B_ RIDDLE
"11W Manager

DAVID R. PODOLSKY
f,qal Comet

Mr. and Mrs. Porter Wheeler
4 Oxford Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Wheeler:

CHBVY CHASE VfLLAGE
5906 CONNECTICUT AVENUE

CIMVX CHASE, MD 20815

Wepbono (301) 6547300 BOARD OF MAUGBRS.

Pax (301) 907.9721 DOUGLAS B. KAMBROW

ccv~ncnnt8omerycountyntd.gav CW *
DAVID L. WINSTEAD

We Mafr

February 13, 2007
IE BIG

SUs&- 
GAIL S. FELDMAN

Am urer
BETSY STEPIIENS
AttW&V 71ra ww
PETER M. YEO
Nom d Member

ROBERT L, JONES
BaarciManhrr

As you are aware, your appeal to remove two Leyland Cypress trees, three Crab ,Apple
trees and one Apple tree located on. your property has been approved by the Chevy Chase
Village Board of Managers.

Pursuant to the Board's approval, Village Counsel will draft a written decision for the
Board to review. Once approved and signed by the Board Secretary, a copy of the
decision will be mailed to you. 'The Village's Tree Removal Permit will not be issued
until you have obtained a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) from the Historic
Preservation Commission and submit the T3AWP to our office. The trees are not to be
removed until you have received both required pern its.

For your reference, enclosed please find a list of acceptable species for the reforestation
requirements that will be contained in the Board's written decision.

If you have any questions or need further assistance, please contact the Village office at
(301) 654-7300.

Sincerely,

Michael. Younes-
Chevy Chase Village

Enclosure



Porter K. Wheeler
4 Oxford Street

Chevy Chase, MD 20815
(301) 657-7531

January 29, 2007

Board of Managers
Chevy Chase Village
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Appeal for Tree Removal

Dear Sirs:

This letter addresses our residence at 4 Oxford Street in Chevy Chase Village.
We are preparing to submit our drawings and residential renovation plans to the
Village for approval. We have received our Montgomery County historic area
work permit and building permit and are going through the necessary processes,
one of which was to obtain a Tree Preservation Plan done by the Village Arborist,
dated 9/13/06. We assure you that all the steps recommended for protection of
the southern magnolia tree will be followed, but we would like to address certain
other tree and landscape issues prior to beginning construction activity,

Therefore, we are submitting herewith an application for a Tree Removal Permit
for the following purposes.

• First to achieve the proposed renovations and redevelopment of the house
and driveway, we feel it is necessary to remove a Leyland Cypress tree,
Tree #2 on the Tree Preservation Plan. The location of this tree would
unnecessarily restrict driveway renovations and effective use of access
and parking space. There are also ground subsidence and other water
issues requiring landscaping attention at this location. Removal of this
tree (Tree #2) is necessary to accommodate an effective renovation plan
for our historic home.

• Second, further to the rear of the lot, along the fence line on the east,
there is a second Cypress that has overgrown its position against the
fence while also blocking the morning sun and should be removed.

• Third, in order to pursue our landscape plan, as outlined in the attached
owner's report titled "Urban Reforestation..." we are also requesting
permission to remove four fruit trees, as follows:

o The two apple trees toward the left rear of the property, previously
identified as trees #3 and #4 on a Village tree inspection report
dated 9/22/05.

o One crab apple tree by the right rear corner of the house, which
may be undersize, but was identified as tree #4 in the tree
protection plan of 9/13/06.



Wheeler Letter
January 29, 2007

o Another apple or crabapple tree sits along the middle right (west)
lot line. This tree receives little sun due to being blocked by the
large newer house (#4A) to the west and should be removed and
replaced.

The fruit trees proposed for removal drop large amounts of unusable fruit and
attract bees and other insects to the property, posing a hazard to the safety of
persons and generally detracting from our peaceful use of the property.-

N

Reforestation Proposal. Further to complement these requests, I am attaching a
discussion of our landscape and reforestation plan. Pursuit of this landscape
plan is already yielding benefits in comfort and beauty to our property, and we
are proposing to add at least two or three trees, likely more, that will more
appropriately enhance the urban forest for our area.

The location of most existing trees on the property are shown on the attached
chart titled "landscape plan" (based on an enlarged survey copy), including trees
requested for removal shown by dark circles and probable locations for
replanting trees indicated by wavy shaded circles on the plan.

Please find enclosed my check to accompany the application. We will appreciate
you consideration in reviewing our proposal. Thank you very much.

Sincerely yours,

. " xo~-I
Porter K, Wheeler

Enclosed:
Check for fees
Tree Removal Application
Urban Reforestation Proposal

Mary T. Wheeler



The information shown hereon has been prepared without benefit of a Title Report, therefore,
may not reflect all easements or encumbrances which may affect subject 
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property.

Notes:

1) Flood zone information is not
available.

2) All property corners have been
recovered or set and verified
per field survey performed:
AUGUST 22 & 25, 2005.

3) I.P.F. Indicates iron pipe found.
I.P.S. Indicates iron pin set.
P.O.L. Indicates nail set along
property line.

4) *Total area = 9,375 sf.(RECORD-TOTAL)
*Total area = 9,385.11 sf.(SURVEY-TOTAL)
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Chevy Chase Village
Tree Removal Permit Permit Number:

Application Date of Application:

Applicant Name: 
oEE WiteELEE

Address: j 
OXT~1Zd ST

Phone: 
iD5 •753 7

Contractor:
t' me-fitiq

Phone:
Cc N b 5 - 5DZO

Contact Person: 
FOt~f

?~2sr C~✓r.~C~cTL2: /Y• ,F&f& eV > Avo c 77V"M "WO- ' Tyr lvrcs
Chapter 17. Urban Forest § 17-1 and 17-2. Permit Required . e7Mrt6,).!;2- e—.2 o51

Chapter 17 applies to trees on private property with trunks that measure at least twenty-four (24) inches in circumference at four and
one-half (4 %:) feet above ground level. § 17-2 reads: "no person shall remove or destroy, or cause the removal or destruction, of a tree
or undertake any action that will substantially impair the health or growth of a tree without first obtaining a permit from the Village
manager. No permit shall be required for normal and reasonable trimming or other tree care designed to maintain the health, shape, or
balance of a tree. "

§17-3 Permit Standards

The Village manager is authorized to issue a permit only if at least one (1) of the following conditions
applies:

❑ The tree is damaged beyond restoration, insect infected beyond restoration, or injured beyond restoration;

❑ The tree is dead or dying or in danger of falling;

❑ The tree constitutes a hazard to the safety of persons;

❑ The tree constitutes a hazard and threatens the safety of property;

❑ The tree constitutes a hazard and threatens injury to, or would have a negative effect on the health of other trees;

❑ The tree is injurious to or creates a condition injurious to the health of a person, certified to by a qualified medical
practitioner.

An applicant who is denied a tree removal permit by the Village manager may appeal the manager's decision to the
Board in writing within ten (10) days of the denial for the application of the permit.

Filing Requirements

There is a $50.00 filing fee for a Chevy Chase Village Tree Removal Permit.
Copy of the findings and recommendations report from either the Village staff or the Chevy Chase Village
Consulting arborist.
A completed Permit Application and payment of filing fees.

By signing below, I understand that no work may be performed until the Village permit is issued and
posted to be visible from the stregit.

Applicant's Signature:;e~ Date: 
. 
2~2~ -~  ( .

For use by HPC only:
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GEOFFREY B. BIDDLE
Yllage Manager

DAVID R. PODOLSKY
Legal Counsol

CHEVY CHASE VILLAGE
5906 CONNECTICUT AVENUE

CHEVY CHASE, MD 20815

Telephone (301) 654-7300

Fax(301)907-9721

ccv@montgomerycountymd.gov

October 12, 2006

Mr. Stephen J. Vanze, AIA
Stephen Vanze Architects, Inc.
1000 Potomac Street, NW, Suite L-2
Washington, DC 20007

BOARD OF MANAGERS
DOUGLAS B. KAMEROW

Chair
DAVID L. WINSTEAD

Vice Chair
SUSIE EIG
Secretary

GAIL S. FELDMAN
7heasarer

BETSY STEPHENS
Assistant 7Kvsuner
PETER M.YEO
Board Member

ROBERT L. JONES
Board Member

RE: Wheeler Residence, 4 Oxford Street, Chew Chase Village

Dear Mr. Vanze:

Pursuant to our conversation this morning, enclosed please find a tree preservation plan for the
proposed improvements at the above-referenced property.

Upon receipt, please review the preservation plan and contact me if you need additional
information. I can be reached at (301) 654-7300 or shana.davis-cook a,montpomeKycountymd.,,ov.

Sincerely,

ti

Shana R. Davis-Cook
Manager of Administration
Chevy Chase Village

Enclosure



Tree Inspection Request

Address. ~~~p(' ~,(' QA_ Date r

Resident's Name 63\-) Cl-Q-\ C4  (1 C -f,, Phone #s

Circle One: 'ate Pro rty Village Street/Park Tree

Concem(s) ̀ r~ \t Q. ,,~M (,`~ s~,pa

Call taker to indicate location of tree(s) using "plat"
and Number designation itemized below.

~® #2 -

#3 -

(Please list no more than three trees per page)

•saMs~x~ssx~ss~M!*,—To be completed by arborist rs*Mk+# *+ss..srw 

nn
Tree # 1: Type afdlDiameter &,,I
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Urban Reforestation/Tree Replacement Proposal
4 Oxford Street, Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

Residence of Mary & Porter Wheeler

Report Prepared by Madison Garden Design-Installation-Maintenance
Rockville, Maryland 20850 301-762-7548 Prepared 1/18/07

General Property Description:
Legal Description - CHEVY CHASE SEC 2, BLOCK 54

PART OF LOTS 8&9
4 Oxford Street consists of a lot approximately 9375 square feet and is
improved by a 2 story single family dwelling originally constructed in
1911. The structure occupies approximately 3028 square feet,
approximately 32% of the lot leaving approximately 6,347 square feet
(about .15 acre). The structure has been modified/expanded by previous
owners. The grounds currently consist of a large number and variety of
trees (40 trees including street trees), shrubs, and an exceptionally large
number and variety of flowering bulbs, perennials, and planted
seasonally annuals in flowering border beds at front and rear of property.

Purpose of Landscape and Tree Plan:
A proposal for improvements to the structure has been approved by
Montgomery County. Owners propose related tree and landscape
modifications to complement the building renovation plan. Renovations
will require the removal of the Leland Cypress toward the street end of
the driveway. Additionally, the removal of three fruit trees and several
other undersize trees is being considered due to undesirable
characteristics or incompatibility with improvements and modifications
to the overall garden plan.

The majority of trees being considered for removal are relatively small,
of low ornamental quality, and were planted too close to other trees or to
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structures to allow for proper development.. Many have been poorly or
improperly maintained under prior owners.

Removal of one Leyland Cypress requiring a permit along easterly lot
line is necessary to allow for replacement of driveway and to facilitate
improved and safe access to new side entry to home (see attached
drawing).

Three (3) 
fruit trees at rear of property that would require a removal

permit are under consideration for removal/replacement. These trees are
of low ornamental value, have not been properly pruned or cared for
prior to current ownership, produce an undesirable maintenance problem
due to large amount of dropped fruit that is of low quality/unusable due
to condition of trees, and subsequently attract undesirable levels of
insect activity at certain times of year which limit use and enjoyment of
grounds/garden (see attached drawing).

Garden Plan:
The current garden plan has a primary focus on perennial and annual
flowers as well as flowering bulbs. Since purchase in fall of 2005, the
property owners have had the gardens cleaned out, highly maintained
and improved with expansion of planting beds and the addition of many
new plantings. Many more flowers are planned for 2007 and beyond.
Complimentary additions of shrubs and trees are also under
consideration.

While the foundation of any quality garden is based on a framework of
trees and shrubs, and that is the intention for this garden as well, as
stated, the focus of this garden is flowers. Most flowers require a
minimum number of hours of sun per day. The large number of trees on
the property, the shade produced during the growing season, and the
solar orientation of the lot impact the ability to produce the type and
quality of flower species desired. Due to the comparative small size of
this lot, consisting of approximately 0. 15 acre area not covered by the
structure, which includes paved surfaces, and considering that the lot
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was and is heavily planted with trees, shrubs, and flower beds, it will be
difficult to achieve the desired goals of the garden plan with significant
additions of new trees or retaining some of the existing trees.

Therefore it is requested that consideration be given to the replacement
plans and to allow for potentially less than full replacement of the
number of trees requiring removal permit. If all trees being considered
for removal at this time were removed (four), there would still remain a
large number of trees as well as numerous variety of shrubs.
Additionally, as noted below, at least 2 to 3 new trees are planned for
2007. This garden currently contains a significantly higher
concentration of plantings than most comparable properties.

Current tree species (see attached drawing):
12 leyland cypress
1 zelkova (street tree)
1 maple (street tree)
2 magnolia (deciduous)
1 styrax japonica
1 unidentified (at front bed)
5 apple/crab apple (variety/type unknown-fruit bearing)
1 cork screw willow
1 serviceberry
5 holly ,
1 southern magnolia
2 flowering plum
2 crape myrtle
1 dogwood
4 cryptomeria

Trees considered for removal requiring a removal permit:
1 Leyland cypress at east side along driveway
3 apple/fruit trees at rear yard
(at least two indicated to, exceed minimum caliper)
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Species being considered for possible planting/replacements:
Crape myrtle at front bed
Stewartia at rear bed
River birch at rear
Sourwood at rear
Cornus Kousa (to be determined)

Attached: Landscape Plan, 4 Oxford Street
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Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)

Detail:

Detail: A-pb 1 TktFE -66

Applicant: • Page: 'Z-



Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)
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HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING
[Owner, Owner's Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Properly Owners]

Owner's mailing address Owner's Agent's mailing address
Porter 

& Mary Wheeler Barnes Vanze Architects, Inc.
4 Oxford St. 1000 Potomac St.
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Ste. L-2

Washington, DC 20007

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addresses

Dane H Butswinkas Byron E. & M.L. Anderson
3 Newlands St 5 Newlands St
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Jay 
& D. Martin Emmett B. & E.S. Lewis

4-A Oxford St. 6 Oxford St.
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Elizabeth K. Boas Robert Wilson
11 Oxford St. 7 Oxford St.
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Chevy Chase, MD 20815



02/16/2007 11:42 .4102888495 STRATEGIC DEVELOPM'T PAGE 02/02

GEOFFREY B. HMDLB

DAVID R. PODOLSKY
,IqW CMWI

Mr. and Mrs. Porter Wheeler
4 Oxford street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Wheeler:

CHEW CHASE VILLAGE
5906 CONNBC11CUTAVEMJS

0jzVY C fAM, MD 24815

Tal bone (301) 6547300 BOARD OF M¢I&GBRS.

Paz (301) 907.9721 DOUGLAS B. KAA(WW

m$~,
C9rair

DAVID L. WIIQS'I'1iAA
we Ok*

February 13, 2007
EIG

3—WWY
GAM S. FBLDMAAI

Shea
BETSY s'1' PHENS
AarldW 9bxew v
kBTER M. YEO

• ,BomdMernbe~
ROBERT L. JONES

As you are aware, your appeal to remove two Leyland Cypress trees, three Crab Apple
trees and one Apple tree located on your property has been approved by the Chevy Chase
Village Board of Managers.

Pursuant to the Board's approval, Village Counsel will draft a written decision for the
Board to review. Once approved and signed by the Board Secretary, a copy of the
decision will be mailed to you. Th.e Village's Tree Removal Permit will not be issued
until you have obtained a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) ;from the Historic
Preservation Commission and submit the HA.WP to our office. The trees are not to be
removed until you have received both required permits.

For your reference, enclosed please find a list of acceptable species for the reforestation
requirements that will be contained in the Board's written decision.

If you have any questions or need further assistance, please contact the Village office at
(301) 654-7300.

Sincerely,

Michael Younes-
Chevy Chase Village

Enclosure



Porter K. Wheeler
4 Oxford Street

Chevy Chase, MD 20815
(301) 657-7531

January 29, 2007

Board of Managers
Chevy Chase Village
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Appeal for Tree Removal

Dear Sirs:

This letter addresses our residence at 4 Oxford Street in Chevy Chase Village.
We are preparing to submit our drawings and residential renovation plans to the
Village for approval. We have received our Montgomery County historic area
work permit and building permit and are going through the necessary processes,
one of which was to obtain a Tree Preservation Plan done by the Village Arborist,
dated 9/13/06. We assure you that all the steps recommended for protection of
the southern magnolia tree will be followed, but we would like to address certain
other tree and landscape issues prior to beginning construction activity,

Therefore, we are submitting herewith an application for a Tree Removal Permit
for the following purposes.

First to achieve the proposed renovations and redevelopment of the house
and driveway, we feel it is necessary to remove a Leyland Cypress tree,
Tree #2 on the Tree Preservation Plan. The location of this tree would
unnecessarily restrict driveway renovations and effective use of access
and parking space. There are also ground subsidence and other water
issues requiring landscaping attention at this location. Removal of this
tree (Tree #2) is necessary to accommodate an effective renovation plan
for our historic home.
Second, further to the rear of the lot, along the fence line on the east,
there is a second Cypress that has overgrown its position against the
fence while also blocking the morning sun and should be removed.
Third, in order to pursue our landscape plan, as outlined in the attached
owner's report titled "Urban Reforestation ..." we are also requesting
permission to remove four fruit trees, as follows:

o The two apple trees toward the left rear of the property, previously
identified as trees #3 and #4 on a Village tree inspection report
dated 9/22/05.

o One crab apple tree by the right rear corner of the house, which
may be undersize, but was identified as tree #4 in the tree
protection plan of 9/13/06.



Wheeler Letter
January 29, 2007

o Another apple or crabapple tree sits along the middle right (west)
lot line. This tree receives little sun due to being blocked by the
large newer house (#4A) to the west and should be removed and
replaced.

The fruit trees proposed for removal drop large amounts of unusable fruit and
attract bees and other insects to the property, posing a hazard to the safety of
persons and generally detracting from our peaceful use of the property.

2

Reforestation Proposal. Further to complement these requests, 1 am attaching a
discussion of our landscape and reforestation plan. Pursuit of this landscape
plan is already yielding benefits in comfort and beauty to our property, and we
are proposing to add at least two or three trees, likely more, that will more
appropriately enhance the urban forest for our area.

The location of most existing trees on the property are shown on the attached
chart titled "landscape plan" (based on an enlarged survey copy), including trees
requested for removal shown by dark circles and probable locations for
replanting trees indicated by wavy shaded circles on the plan.

Please find enclosed my check to accompany the application. We will appreciate
you consideration in reviewing our proposal. Thank you very Much.

Sincerely yours,

Porter K, Wheeler

Enclosed:
Check for fees
Tree Removal Application
Urban Reforestation Proposal

Mary T. Wheeler



The information shown hereon has been prepared without benefit of a Title Report, therefore,
may not reflect all easements or encumbrances which may affect subject property.

Notes:

1) Flood zone information is not
available.

2) All property corners have been
recovered or set and verified
per field survey performed:
AUGUST 22 & 25, 2005.

3) I.P.F. Indicates iron pipe found.
LOT 2

I.P.S. Indicates iron pin set. S 890521201 W
P.O.L. Indicates nail set along I.P.S. WESTERLYI Pproperty line.
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Chevy Chase Village
Tree Removal Permit Permit Number:

Application Date of Application:

Applicant Name: E W R
Address: .4 O 

S~T
Phone: -; 

3
Contractor: 

VAty'"}t'lt s
Phone: 

b -9DZd
Contact Person: 

Tb~

/CeAl

'MCC A" APOrGy MoLoC TAA04ti► waeQf 7WSr )/CE
Chapter 17. Urban Forest §17-1 and 17-2. Permit Required ~%03J.!!;2t3'-- 20Sr

Chapter 17 applies to trees on private property with trunks that measure at least twenty-four (24) inches in circumference at four and
one-half (4 %) feet above ground level. § 17-2 reads: "no person shall remove or destroy, or cause the removal or destruction, of a tree
or undertake any action that will substantially impair the health or growth of a tree without first obtaining a permit from the Village
manager. No permit shall be required for normal and reasonable trimming or other tree care designed to maintain the health, shape, or
balance of a tree. "

§17-3 Permit Standards

The Village manager is authorized to issue a permit only if at least one (1) of the following conditions
applies:

❑ The tree is damaged beyond restoration, insect infected beyond restoration, or injured beyond restoration;

❑ The tree is dead or dying or in danger of falling;

❑ The tree constitutes a hazard to the safety of persons;

❑ The tree constitutes a hazard and threatens the safety of property;

❑ The tree constitutes a hazard and threatens injury to, or would have a negative effect on the health of other trees;

❑ The tree is injurious to or creates a condition injurious to the health of a person, certified to by a qualified medical
practitioner.

An applicant who is denied a tree removal permit by the Village manager may appeal the manager's decision to the
Board in writing within ten (10) days of the denial for the application of the permit.

Filing Requirements

There is a $50.00 filing fee for a Chevy Chase Village Tree Removal Permit.
Copy of the findings and recommendations report from either the Village staff or the Chevy Chase Village
Consulting arborist.
A completed Permit Application and payment of filing fees.

By signing below, I understand that no work may be performed until the Village permit is issued and
oosted to be visible from the street.

Applicant's Signature: 
Io 

1 Date: % 2~ D

For use by HPC only:
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GEOFFREY B. BIDDLE
Ydlage Manager

DAVID R PODOLSKY
Legal Connrel

CHEVY CHASE VILLAGE
5906 CONNECTICUT AVENUE

CHEVY CHASE, MD 20815

Telephone (301) 6547300

Fax(301)907-9721

ccvQmontgomerycountym&gov

October 12, 2006

Mr. Stephen J. Vanze, AIA
Stephen Vanze Architects, Inc.
1000 Potomac Street, NW, Suite L-2
Washington, DC 20007

BOARD OF MANAGERS
DOUGLAS B. KAMEROW

Chair
DAVID L. WINSTEAD

Vice Chair

SUSIE EIG
Sacre-Y

GAIL S. FELDMAN
Drarurer

BETSY STEPHENS
Anislant Thumirer
PETER M. YEO
BoordManber

ROBERT L. JONES
Board Mmrber

RE: Wheeler Residence, 4 Oxford Street, Chew Chase Village

Dear Mr. Vanze:

Pursuant to our conversation this morning, enclosed please find a tree preservation plan for the
proposed improvements at the above-referenced property.

Upon receipt, please review the preservation plan and contact me if you need additional
information. I can be reached at (301) 654-7300 or shana.davis-cookol nontgomerycountymd., ov_.

Sincerely,

Shana R. Davis-Cook
Manager of Administration
Chevy Chase Village

Enclosure



Tree, 
ee Inspection Request

Address_ Date

Resident's Name t~i~(i¢—a—\ Phone #s

Circle One: ' ate Pro rty Village Street/Park Tree

Concern(s)` ~~ ~ ~t QsC ̂ t-D

~o qY

Q House

a•

Tree # 1: Type

^~ Assessment:

Assessment: 3

Trce # 3:

Call taker to indicate location of trees)  using "plat"
and Number designation itemized below.

#1 - ha %~4

#2 -

#3 -

(Please list no more than three trees per page)

Z51

beCOD~Ttd~ by 

eflt0[I~d iameter

If removal requested. - ApproWd Denied Permit Required? Y N
Tree I

Tree 2 a

Tree 3 ❑

Signature --------~~~///~~~"'---
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