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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT 

Address: 10922 Montrose, Ave., Garrett Park Meeting Date: 5/7/2019 

Resource: Outstanding Resource Report Date: 4/30/2019 

Garrett Park Historic District 

Applicant: Barbara Jackson Public Notice: 4/23/2019 

Review: HAWP Tax Credit: n/a 

Case Number: 30/13-19A Staff: Dan Bruechert 

Proposal: Deer Fence 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  

Staff recommends that the HPC approve with one (1) condition the HAWP application; 

1. The proposed gate to be installed to the south of the house needs to be eliminated.  Permit

drawings submitted for final approval need to reflect either continuous fencing or a gap at

the exiting wood fence gate.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

SIGNIFICANCE: Outstanding Resource to the Garrett Park Historic District 

STYLE: Craftsman 

DATE: 1908 
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Figure 1: 10922 Montrose Ave.

PROPOSAL 

The applicant proposes to enclose the rear yard with a deer fence.  

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES: 

When reviewing alterations and additions for new construction within the Garrett Park Historic 

District several documents are to be utilized as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing 

their decision. These documents include the historic preservation review guidelines in the 

approved and adopted amendments for Comprehensive Amendment to the North Bethesda-

Garrett Park Master Plan (1992), the Montgomery County Code Chapter 24A (Chapter 

24A), and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent 

information in these documents is outlined below. 

Outstanding Resource: A resource which is of outstanding significance due to its architectural 

and/or historical features.  An outstanding resource may date from any historical period and may 

be representative of any architectural style.  However, it must have special features, architectural 

details, and/or historical associations that make the resource especially representative of an 

architectural style, it must be especially important to the historic of the district, and/or it must be 

especially unique within the context of the district.   

Montgomery County Code, Chapter 24A Historic Resources Preservation 

(b) The commission shall instruct the director to issue a permit, or issue a permit subject to

such conditions as are found to be necessary to insure conformity with the purposes and

requirements of this chapter, if it finds that:
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(1) The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features of an historic site or

historic resource within an historic district; or

(2) The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical,

archeological, architectural or cultural features of the historic site or the historic

district in which an historic resource is located and would not be detrimental

thereto or to the achievement of the purposes of this chapter; or

(3) The proposal would enhance or aid in the protection, preservation and public or

private utilization of the historic site or historic resource located within an historic

district in a manner compatible with the historical, archeological, architectural or

cultural value of the historic site or historic district in which an historic resource is

located;

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 

1. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved.  The removal of

distinctive materials or alteration of features, space and spatial relationships that characterize a

property will be avoided.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic

materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the

old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to

protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a

manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic

property and its environment would be unimpaired.

STAFF DISCUSSION 

The applicant proposes to install a deer fence surrounding the rear of the lot at 10922 Montrose 

Ave.  The subject property a four-square house with Craftsman details. The property is 

approximately one half-acre and is characterized by significant terracing with a graduated rise 

from street level.  The rear yard at the house is currently enclosed in a 5’ (five foot), unfinished, 

wood picket fence.  The site terracing coupled with the curve in Montrose Ave. make visibility 

of the rear of the site from the right-of-way minimal.   
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Figure 2: Front elevation of 10922 Montrose Rd. showing the first terrace.  The proposed fence may be partially visible on the 

left side.

The applicant proposes to install 267’ (two hundred sixty-seven linear feet) of 8’ (eight foot) tall 

deer fencing to the interior of the existing fence in the rear yard of the property at 10922 

Montrose Ave.  The fence will be comprised of a 2” (two inch) mesh supported by 1 5/8” (one 

and five-eighths inch) black metal posts.  The applicant proposes to add a single gate on the east 

of the rear lot to the south of the house.  The posts in the corner and supporting the proposed gate 

will have concrete footings at a depth of 12” (twelve inches).  The remainder of the posts will be 

driven directly into the ground at 10’ (ten foot) spacing.  This is done because supporting the 

weight of the fence does not require concrete footers and if a deer were to run at the fence, the 

fence would collapse, rather than injure the animal.  The fence will not impact any trees on the 

site.   

Staff was only able to locate one instance of a deer fence approved for a historic resource within 

the county (at Woodend in 2017), however, Staff supports consideration of this HAWP due to 

the unique siting and grade at this lot.  

Due to the slope of the surrounding area, the proposed fence will not be visible from the public 

right-of-way from the north, west, or south.  The fence will, however, be visible from the 

southeast. This view is shown in the photo above.   
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Figure 3: Representative example of the fence proposed.

Staff finds that although the proposed fence would not be appropriate in most locations under the 

purview of the HPC.    The height of the fence at 8’ (eight feet) would be out of character in a 

more densely platted district such as Kensington or Takoma Park.  However, this section of Garrett 

Park has half-acre lots with significant setbacks between the houses.  In this instance, the house to 

the south is more than 110’ (one hundred ten feet from the subject property) and while the house to 

the north is separated by 50’ (fifty feet), the fence will be further and obscured by the detached 

garage on the subject property.  Staff finds that this distance lessens the impact of height of the 

fence from the adjacent properties.   

Figure 4: Fence elevation and gate detail. 

The fence will only be visible from the public right-of-way from the area shown in Fig. 2.  The 

fence and proposed gate will be setback approximately 80’ (eighty feet) from the front property 

boundary and more than 15’ (fifteen feet) above street grade.  Staff finds that from this distance the 

proposed fence will be visible but will not obscure any historic features of the historic site or 
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surrounding district.  Staff finds, however, that the proposed gate and vertical supports will add 

more visible structure that will visually compete with the surrounding landscape.  Staff 

recommends the HPC include a condition for approval that this HAWP does not include the gate to 

the south of the house and that permit drawings reflect that condition as identified above.  To 

accommodate this condition, Staff suggest the applicant could either run the fence, uninterrupted, 

from the southeast corner to the lot to the southwest corner of the house.  This would eliminate the 

use of a gate in this elevation.  The other alternative is to leave a gap in the new fencing that would 

allow access through the existing wood fence.  This would create a means of accessing the side 

yard from the rear but could potentially provide a means of egress for deer.  With this added 

condition, Staff finds that the proposal will not alter the historic features of the house (24A-

8(b)(2)) and that the fence will not destroy any historic features (Standard 9). 

Staff met with the applicant and their contractor about fence support alternatives in this location.  

Upon thorough evaluation, Staff did not find that these alternatives were compatible with the 

existing fencing or the surrounding district.  One of the proposals was to use wood supports in 

place of the metal supports on the street-facing elevation.  Due to the added weight of the wood, 

the supports would be 4” × 4” (four inches square) post laid in concrete.  To support the fence, 

they would be need to be 8’ (eight feet) tall.  Staff found that the dimensions would have been out 

of character with the surrounding fencing and would have drawn more attention to the new fencing 

in this location.   

While Staff finds that the proposed deer fencing is appropriate in this instance, Staff acknowledges 

that HPC decisions do not create precedent and recommends directing Staff to conduct a thorough 

evaluation of the proposal upon completion. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with one (1) condition the HAWP application; 

1. The proposed gate to be installed to the south of the house needs to be eliminated.  Permit

drawings submitted for final approval need to reflect either continuous fencing or a gap at

the exiting wood fence gate.

as being consistent with Chapter 24A-8 and the Takoma Park Historic District Design 

Guidelines; and with the general condition applicable to all Historic Area Work Permits that the 

applicant will present 3 permit sets of drawings to HPC staff for review and stamping prior 

to submission for permits (if applicable).  After issuance of the Montgomery County 

Department of Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant will arrange for a field inspection 

by calling the DPS Field Services Office at 240-777-6370 prior to commencement of work and 

not more than two weeks following completion of work. 
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