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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

STAFE REPORT
Address: 34 W. Kirke St., Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 5/4/2022
Resource: Contributing Resource Report Date: 4/27/2022
Chevy Chase Village Historic District
Applicant: Tony and Melissa Dann Public Notice: 4/202022
Review: HAWP Tax Credit: n/a
Case Number: 989570 Staff: Dan Bruechert

PROPOSAL:  Accessory Structure Construction, Arbor Construction, and Driveway Alteration

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the HPC approve with one (1) condition the HAWP application:
1. Final drawings that show the proposed lattice utilized for the trash enclosure will show a wood
enclosure less than 5°. Final details will be submitted to Staff for final review and approval.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource within the Chevy Chase Historic District
STYLE: Craftsman
DATE: c.1915

W

Figure 1: 34 W. Kirke is at the intersection of W. Kirke and Cedar Parkway in Chevy Chase Village.
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PROPOSAL

The applicant proposes work in three areas:
e Toinstall a new garden shed on the site,
e To install a wood arbor on the side property entrance, and
o Revise a previously approved driveway alteration.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES

When reviewing alterations and new construction 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 Montgomery County Code Chapter 24A (Chapter 24A), the Chevy Chase
Historic District Design Guidelines (Guidelines), and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent information in these documents is outlined below.

Chevy Chase Village Historic District Guidelines
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 ensure 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 following principles are not intended to cover all possible types of exterior alterations,
changes, and/or additions. HAWP applications for other types of exterior alterations, changes and/or
additions should be reviewed in a manner that is consistent with the two paramount principles identified
above — fostering the Village’s shared commitment to evolving eclecticism while maintaining its open
park-like character”

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

o Preserving the integrity of the Chevy Chase Village Historic District. Any alterations should,
at a minimum, perpetuate the ability to perceive the sense of time and place portrayed by the
district.

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

o Maintaining the variety of architectural styles and the tradition of architectural excellence.

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

Driveways should be subject to strict scrutiny only with regard to their impact on landscaping, particularly
mature trees. In all other respects, driveways should be subject to lenient scrutiny. Parking pads and
other paving in front of houses should be discouraged.
Fences should be subject to strict scrutiny if they detract significantly from the existing open streetscape.
Otherwise, fences should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way,
lenient scrutiny if they are not.
Although air-conditioning units are not subject to review under the Historic Preservation
Ordinance, structures to reduce the noise emitted by such units are reviewed and should be
subject to lenient scrutiny, so as not to discourage residents from erecting such structures.
Garages and accessory buildings which are detached from the main house should be subject to lenient
scrutiny but should be compatible with the main building.
Gazebos and other garden structures should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the
public right-of-way, lenient scrutiny if they are not.
Lot coverage should be subject to strict scrutiny, in view of the critical importance of preserving the
Village’s open, park-like setting.
Sheds should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way, lenient
scrutiny if they are not.

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A-8

(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:

(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

(4) The proposal is necessary in order that unsafe conditions or health hazards be remedied; or

(d) Inthe case of an application for work on an historic resource located within an historic district,
the commission shall be lenient in its judgment of plans for structures of little historical or design
significance or for plans involving new construction, unless such plans would seriously impair the
historic or architectural value of surrounding historic resources or would impair the character of
the historic district. (Ord. No. 9-4, § 1; Ord. No. 11-59.)

Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation

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

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a property will be preserved.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means
possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.
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STAFE DISCUSSION

The subject property is a Craftsman bungalow on a corner lot in Chevy Chase Village. The work items
proposed under this HAWP are all to the yard and hardscape surrounding the house and include: installing
a garden shed, installing a wood arbor, and revising a previously approved driveway modification. Staff
finds the effect of these items will be minimal and is generally in keeping with the character of the house
and surrounding district and Staff recommends approval of the HAWP.

Garden Shed

The applicants recently purchased an 8’ x 8” (eight-foot square) wood garden shed from neighbors at 29
W. Kirke Street in the Chevy Chase Village Historic District. The wood shed has clapboard siding and a
pair of doors with a pyramidal roof and a small cupola; and will sit on a gravel foundation. The HPC
reviewed and approved this shed’s installation at 29 W. Kirke St. at the July 31, 2013 HPC meeting, and
details are provided in the attached in the application. The applicant proposes to install this shed from 29
W. Kirke St. at the subject property. It will be located at the end of the driveway, adjacent to a previously
approved flagstone patio. Immediately behind the shed, the applicants propose to install a wood lattice
trash surround.

Staff finds itself in agreement with the 2013 approval of the Historic Preservation Commission, finding
that the shed’s design and materials are appropriate for the district. (The 2013 HAWP was approved on
an expedited Staff Report form, so the analysis does not indicate whether the review was under moderate
or lenient scrutiny.) The shed’s proposed location is more visible than its original home at 29 W. Kirke
St. and Staff finds the shed’s review should be under moderate scrutiny. Under that level of scrutiny,
Staff still finds the details are appropriate for the subject property and that the shed will not detract from
the historic house. Staff recommends the HPC approve the relocated garden shed.

Staff additionally finds the proposed trash enclosure will be in an appropriate location where it will be
largely obscured from the public right-of-way. Staff finds the most analogous review is the discussion of
air conditioning screens in the footnote of fences guideline, stating such fences should be subject to
lenient scrutiny “so as not to discourage residents from erecting such structures.” The applicant did not
provide a specification for the wood lattice, so Staff recommends the HPC add a condition to the HAWP
approval that, the proposed wood lattice trash enclosure be no more than 5’ (five feet tall) with final
approval authority delegated to Staff to ensure conformance with the size limitation.

Wood Arbor
To the left of the front porch, the applicants propose to install a wood arbor over the path to the backyard.
The application states there had been a metal arbor in this location installed by the prior owners.

Staff finds the proposed arbor should either be reviewed as a fence or as a garden structure, but
regardless, moderate scrutiny applies to the proposed arbor. Under that consideration, Staff finds the
proposed wood arbor is an appropriate material and design so as not to detract from the character of the
historic house. Additionally, Staff finds the arbor can be removed in the future without damaging any
historic fabric. Staff recommends the HPC approve the arbor under the Design Guidelines and Standard
10.

Driveway Modification

In 2019, the applicants received an approved HAWP to undertake a number of hardscape changes
including installing a pea gravel driveway with cobblestone edging with space for a turnaround. The
applicant now proposes to install an asphalt driveway edged in a Belgian block. The driveway will
maintain a 10’ (ten-foot) width in the designated right-of-way and will then widen to 15 (fifteen feet) on
the applicants’ property. The driveaway will extend to the rear of the proposed shed, discussed above.
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The size of the proposed driveway is approximately the size of the approved driveway without the
additional 10 x 20’ (ten foot by twenty foot) turnaround section.

Staff finds that the reduced size of the proposed driveway is a welcome change and allows additional
porous surface on site. While staff would prefer the pea gravel driveway on aesthetic grounds, Staff finds
the proposed asphalt and block drive is consistent with the character of the house district and satisfies the
requirements of the lenient scrutiny review and recommends the HPC approve the change to the driveway
under the Design Guidelines.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with one condition the HAWP application:
1. Final drawings that show the proposed lattice utilized for the trash enclosure will show a wood
enclosure less than 5°. Final details will be submitted to Staff for final review and approval;
under the Criteria for Issuance in Chapter 24A-8(b)(2), (4),and (d) having found that the proposal will not
substantially alter the exterior features of the historic resource and is compatible in character with the
district and the purposes of Chapter 24A;

and with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #2 and #10.

and with 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;

and with the general condition that final project design details, not specifically delineated by the
Commission, shall be approved by HPC staff or brought back to the Commission as a revised HAWP
application at staff’s discretion,

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. Once the work is completed the applicant will
contact the staff person assigned to this application at 301-563-3400 or
dan.bruechert@montgomeryplanning.org to schedule a follow-up site visit.
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FOR STAFF ONLY:

SRy N HAWP#H
& v ?ﬁ_‘ APPLICATION FOR DATE ASSIGNED_______

- " HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

’\..‘ 1/ HISTORIC PRESF‘;ZQE?SQCOMMISSION
APPLICANT:
vame: Melissa and Tom Dann £ o, Melissasdann@gmail.com
Address: 34 W. Kirke St. ciy: Chevy Chase . 20815

202-489-6201 00457828

Daytime Phone: Tax Account No.:

AGENT/CONTACT (if applicable):

N/A

Name: E-mail:
Address: City: Zip:
Daytime Phone: Contractor Registration No.:

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE: MIHP # of Historic Property

. Chevy Chase Village
Is the Property Located within an Historic District? __Yes/District Name

__No/Individual Site Name
Is there an Historic Preservation/Land Trust/Environmental Easement on the Property? If YES, include a
map of the easement, and documentation from the Easement Holder supporting this application.

Are other Planning and/or Hearing Examiner Approvals /Reviews Required as part of this Application?
(Conditional Use, Variance, Record Plat, etc.?) If YES, include information on these reviews as

supplemental information.
W. Kirke St

Building Number: 34
Town/City: Chevy Chase Nearest Cross Street: Cedar Parkway

ot: P7&8 Block: 32 ivisi 2(cev) Parcel: 106

Subdivision:

Street:

TYPE OF WORK PROPOSED: See the checklist on Page 4 to verify that all supporting items
for proposed work are submitted with this application. Incomplete Applications will not

be accepted for review. Check all that apply: Shed/Garage/Accessory Structure
[[]  New Construction [0 Deck/Porch [] Solar

] Addition Fence [] Tree removal/planting

] Demolition Hardscape/Landscape [ | Window/Door

[ Grading/Excavation [ |  Roof [[]  Other:

I hereby certify that | have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct
and accurate and that the construction will comply with plans reviewed and approved by all necessary

agencies and hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.
Melissa S. Dann 4/10/2022

Signature of owner or authorized agent Date 6



Adjacent and Confronting Properties:

Chevy Chase, MD 20815

32 West Kirke Street
35 West Irving Street
37 West Irving Street
5908 Cedar Parkway
5906 Cedar Parkway

33 West Kirke Street



Description of Property: Please describe the building and surrounding environment. Include information on significant structures,
landscape features, or other significant features of the property:

The existing home, built between 1915-1917, occupies a corner lot in Chevy Chase Village. The house
is masonry and shingle construction and exhibits identifying features of the Craftsman style. This
includes a large front porch supported by sloping brick piers, front and rear gabled dormers, a deep
roof overhang with exposed rafter tails and knee braces. A detached garage similar in style to the
principle structure is located in the rear corner of the lot.

The property has received a number of prior HAWP's for work done between 2018-2020 including
extensive renovation to the main house. We are currently working under a HAWP to restore the
detached garage.

Description of Work Proposed: Please give an overview of the work to be undertaken:

We are seeking permission for the following:

#1

Put in place an 8'x8' garden shed that we purchased from neighbors Katy and Bryan Anderson who had
applied and received permission from HPC for this same shed several years ago (they are now in the
process of buying a larger one). We intend to put it on a bed of gravel and on 2x4s so it will not be a
permanent structure. The key issue is the placement: as you can see from the attached drawing, we
have a very small side and rear yard and as a corner lot, we have two front yards. It will frankly be a
hardship if not impossible to put in the rear yard. Our detached garage takes up a lot of space (it is 20' x
20"); in front of we put in a french drain. We are hoping that we can put it on our drivewaywe between
our rear yard line and the BRL.

Install a trash corral on the rear side of the shed that will be hidden by lattice on all sides;

#2 Revise a driveway that had been previously approved by both HPC and CCV. We propose to
significantly reduce the scale of the driveway that was going to have a parking pad. For the new
driveway, we want to 1) angle it straight off the apron (right now it runs continguous to the fence, making
it difficult to exit the vehicle. This section will be 10' wide in the ROW; once it gets to our property line,
we will increase the width to 15'. 2) It will flank the garden shed (which will have a gravel bed) 3) it will be
asphalt (currently it is concrete) with a belgian brick border

#3 We would like to install an arbor in our side/year yard on the east side of the house. There had been
a metal arbor there before with the prior owners; we would like to install a wooden arbor (see photo).

We want to go ahead with the rear and side fence that received prior approval.



Install 8' x 8' Garden shed and trash corral
Work Item 1:

escription of Current Condition:

Currently we
do not have
any space to
store our
garden tools.
We also do
not have a
covered area
for trash and it
is unattractive

IProposed Wor

: We purchased an 8' x 8' garden shed (see photos)

from neighbors Katy and Bryan Anderson that had
received prior approval from HPC. We would like
to put it on a bed of gravel on 2x4s so it will not be
permanent. We do not have room in the rear or
side yard and would like to put it between the rear
yard and the BRL. We also want to install a trash
corral on the rear side of the shed that will be
hidden behind lattice. As you can see from the
diagram there are limited areas where either could
go. As a corner lot, both the W. Kirke and Cedar
Parkway sides are considered front lots. The
driveway, however, is off Cedar Parkway so it
functions more as a rear/side yard. The shed is
similar style to our house: gray shingles. It will be
visible from the ROW and Cedar Parkway but we
feel it will compliment our proprety and be visually
pleasing.

Work Ttem 2: R€pPlace driveway

escription of Current Condition:

We currently
have a
concrete
driveway that
is broken up in
many places
and runs
virtually
against the
neighbor's
fence.

IProposed Work: We want to install an asphalt driveway

bordered by belgian bricks. Instead of running
straight, we would like to run it at a slight
diagonal the same angle as the apron to
create room between the driveway and fence
(it would then straighten). The drive would
wrap around the shed, providing a smooth
area for the trash corral behind (but the shed
will be placed on a bed of gravel). It will of
course be 10'in the ROW and expand to 15'
once it crosses our proprty line.

Work Item 3: Install arbor and fence

property, there is
an unattractive
chain link fence
and on the east a
stockade fence
belonging to our
neighbor that is in
poor repair (our
large golden
retriever could go
through holes in
their fence).

escription of Current Condition: In the rear of our IProposed Work: We want to move ahead and remove

the chain link fence and then install
the fence for which we received prior
approval along the rear (south) side of
the property, continuing along the side
(east) yard. We would like to install an
arbor in the side/rear yard just behind
the front plane.




HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Marc Elrich Sandra I. Heiler
County Executive Chairman

Date: July 30, 2019

MEMORANDUM

TO: Hadi Mansouri, Acting DPS Director
Department of Permitting Services

FROM: Michael Kyne

Historic Preservation Section
Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission
SUBJECT:  Historic Area Work Permit #878368: Hardscape alterations and new fence

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached application
for a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP). This application was Approved at the July 10, 2019 Historic
Preservation Commission meeting.

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: Melissa and Tin Dann (Kathryn Everett, Agent)
Address: 34 West Kirke Street, Chevy Chase

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.
Once work is complete the applicant will contact Michael Kyne at 301.563.3400 or
michael.kyne@montgomeryplanning.org to schedule a follow-up site visit.

Historic Preservation Commission e 1109 Spring Street, Suite 801 e Silver Spring, MD 20910 e 301/563-3400 e 301/563-3412 FAX
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REVIEWED J

By Michael Kyne at 12:06 pm, Jul 30, 2019

APPROVED
Montgomery County
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Isiah Leggett William Kirwan

County Executive Chairman

Date: 8/1/13

MEMORANDUM

TO: Diane Schwartz Jones, Director
Department of Permit{ing Services

FROM: Anne Fothergi I

Planner Coordinx
Historic Preservation Section-Planning Department
Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit #640765—shed installation and patio expansion

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached application for a
Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) and this application was approved by the HPC on July 31, 2013.

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: Kathleen Anderson
Address: 29 West Kirke Street, Chevy Chase

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. Once the work is completed
the applicant will contact the staff person assigned to this application at 301-563-3400 to schedule a follow-up site
visit.

piAMe,

B Al

*m*
C

Historic Preservation Commission e 8787 Georgia Ave., Suite 206  Silver Spring, MD 20910 « 301/563-3400 ¢ 301/563-3412 FAX
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MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS
General description of materials and ifa d items
design drawmngs,

proposed for incorp 'hmmawmmmmummm
PHOTOGRAPHS

a MMWW@N&&MMQ{WW&,mmwmmm~MMMhMm&
front of photographs.

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the ummmmmmawmmnmwumm
the front of photographs.

IREE SURVEY

it you are p ing construction adj wmwmnrhezsnpmgfmyu«&*mmmmiamm4wmmgm;m
must file an accurate ree Survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least thet dimension.

w&m,mmwwﬁmmmmmmmimmW‘w&m%w
MWMW:K;K%wmmmmmhma%»%mxiabﬁﬁ«w@tﬁm%m:ﬁm
the streevhighway from the parcelin question.

WW{%W&WM&M%W&W?M?&
ma&mwm&mmnmm&m@c@&amymﬁmm

D
o

&
S



€102 WbuAdoneo
uonde |eB9) ul Ynsar  pm  pue me| ayy
40 uone(om 1a1p ut 51 ubisap iyl Jo uonew:
lo uonedydnp Auy  me| buAdod 1pun
pa12>3101d a1e pue Suf ‘spaysuapien) jo Auadoid
1en1djIul 8yl aie subisap pue suonejuasaidal
[eNsIA |y “Ju1 'spaysuapies Ag ubisap aalsn|ox3

¥

.08

I

e b S SN AR

jeacidde Juay>

16

QN "aseyD Aasus
BDUBPISEY LOSIBPUY U
w2185R1D Bungsuserim 133foid

I S RN

T upspaysusprecs

Yousiy4 arenbg
0-9

d fan L11-D0
suofleuea 1a1uud 01 13fgns pue $50|D-1WaS
10|02 [enioe jo uonewxoidde
Ue 348 313 UMOYS $10|0D 130N ALHM ATdWIS We
SI00Q/SMOPUIM
ejodny/wy

319[ed J0J0) -7 J01IBIXT

09-LE1T

MO AVYO Wi
Buipis

—_
-
-
-
—
-—
-
—
—
67,01 "
6-0 ]
P —
- ? s316urys jooy
Jepa) PIY uRISIM
b
olalelo ejodn) 31039800
P P3UBIIS pue paIusA

£841 ite aa.%u.z »o3g

0




ﬂw?ﬁ :ﬁ{ ©3 bkﬁ 3 V_. U ;tw wsx nw,
Y
™

G /}/@/g@mq!l y}f >SNyt

———

M
M Qj\u& ¢ VU i s

Wi

17

0

W o A
VALY D PR

e G AL Mﬁ Al i

e ;
\C%w@ M w”% g ﬂxuw

LANH

hnuw i m., ?gﬁi uh. |

RN f
ARy

o TR W TR,
TH RN b ;ﬁﬁa) /




Forei __J Ji (¢ 4 f el r‘#;;zw“n |
| | . o ; . L .
| —_— |
1 Rear Yard '

ORIC boundaries in BFy
red A L

ﬂ

Existing
French
_ drain

ent ch:
docul

Drd-pre
ion. Y
es to
yed al

/: X8
Garden Shed ou't

e P e S s .o e S il i

Proposqa
Arpor

. i ANN RESIDENCE
EVERETT | tmeHARDSCAPE PLAN | mee s

GARDEN DESIGNSLLC i - -28-19, 7-2-19, 8-19-19 ; @
wWVW Wmm . . RS :-w,ﬂ-n:-“-""‘_-'*f" YTV ] TN .__?:,_ - 1 .u.—_:m T*F:ﬁllr;r:i:prd r." E. :;;? LH ';f: 1, . .._-ng _.'4

— . i e M BRI ':\ - J - | :'#I". | . I et o B b U] I'||""'|. W N p d ¥ I ¥ . :
— yeyarvppTensrmmpr aery I WETEITTITY SR e T SR S (R Ty BAGI v - Sav Iy SIS SRR A YD S b g RN e
: _— " . - e = i g # - " ¥ : i % 1 °g - ) 5 . i |,.. LT ¥ n w g | "

" Fap BT T T | e . A 3
; J.ﬂ Co. 0 WS Y PR T h § WA PN o TN Y38 etk e
Tk "i' n ) W v 1 ,J\:ﬁ i | e LATE b L _.r YR ¥ Pl e « | ":i.'l_' Sy -
o lr"- J"'}-‘ i Itl,' -"4h-r_-"i"i| N g | ‘r'n: L l-'.ll-.. b ek Tl L;J- - Bldenr W
L MR T R L g BT R R T W L N el e

& i e 2 T il iy :l'-u-"- 5




6:01PM Sun Apr 10

“:_—._Fh'i'S*iS the e t shed t;at@—we
~dought from tResAndersan’s; we

Plan to paint it the same gray-as
oM our shingles.
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