CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS
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RALEIGH HISTORIC

DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

404 Polk St
Address Remove 2 diseased trees; plant 2 replacement trees

Project Description:

Oakwood
Historic District

Historic Property

COA-0009-2024

Certificate Number

2/5/2024

Date of Issue

8/5/2024

Expiration Date

This card must be kept posted in a location
within public view until all phases of the
described project are complete. The work
must conform with the code of the City of
Raleigh and laws of the state of North
Carolina. When your project is complete,
you are required to ask for a final zoning
inspection in a historic district area.
Telephone the RHDC office at 832-7238
and commission staff will coordinate the
inspection with the inspections

Department. If you do not call for this final Sl S M fi Puad

inspection, your Certificate of

Appropriateness is null and void. Raleigh Historic Development Commission

Pending the resolution of appeals, commencement of work is at your own risk.




Type or print the following:

Applicant name:Eugene Conti

Mailing address:400 Polk St

City:Raleigh State:NC Zip code:27604
Date:1/26/24 Daytime phone #:919 345-8764

Email address:ginoconti46@gmail.com
Applicant signature:

Minor work (staff review) — one copy Office Use Only
Major work (COA committee review) — ten Transaction #:
copies File #: COA-0009-2024
Additions > 25% of building sq. footage | Fee:
New buildings Amount paid:
Demolition of building or structure Received date:
All other Received by:

Post approval re-review of conditions of

approval

Property street address:404 Polk St

Historic district: Oakwood

Historic property/Landmark name (if applicable):

Owner name:Eugene Conti

Owner mailing address:ginoconti46@gmail.com

For applications that require review by the COA Committee (major work), provide addressed
and stamped envelopes for owners for all properties with 100 feet on all sides of the property,
as well as the property owner.

Property Owner Name & Address Property Owner Name & Address
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| understand that all major work applications that require review by the Raleigh Historic
Development Commission’s COA Committee must be submitted by 4 p.m. on the date of the
application deadline; otherwise, consideration will be delayed until the following committee
meeting. An incomplete application will not be accepted.

Will you be applying for rehabilitation tax credits for this project? Office Use Only
Yes No Type of work: 76

Did you consult with staff prior to filing the application?

Yes No

Design Guidelines: please cite the applicéble sections of the design guidelines (www.rhdc.org).

Section/Page

Topic

Brief description of work (attach additional sheets as needed).

1

3.5

remove diseased trees

Please post the enclosed placard form of the certificate as indicated at the bottom of the card. Issuance of a Minor Work
Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contractor, tenant, or property owner from obtaining any other permit required by
City Code or any law. Minor Works are subject to an appeals period of 30 days from the date of approval.

Signature (City of Raleigh) & AA~. M A M Date 0210512024

Minor Work Approval (office use only)

Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Director or designee, this application becomes the Minor Work
Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until 08/05/2024
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TREE REMOVAL 404 POLK ST 12/11/2023

We have 2 diseased maple trees on a vacant lot next to our house at 400 Polk St.
These trees have dropped several limbs on our neighbor’s house and fence.

We have attached an arborist’s report which recommends removal.

Eugene Conti
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This datasheet was produced by the Internatonal Society of Arboriculture (ISA) — 2017
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Acer rubrum
Common Name(s): Carolina Maple; Red Maple; Scarlet Maple; Soft Maple; Swamp Maple

Previously known as: Acer sanguineum; Rufacer rubrum

Phonetic Spelling
AY-ser ROO-brum

Description

Red maple is a native, deciduous tree in the Sapindaceae (soapberry) family that may
grow to 120 feet tall with a trunk 6 feet in diameter, but is more commonly 40 to 70
feet high and 1 1/2 to 2 1/2 feet across. It is 2 handsome shade tree with a rounded
crown and ascending branches to a 30- to 50-foot spread. In nature, it can be found
growing in upland deciduous forests, up to at least 1500 meters in elevation.

Red maple is easy to grow in average, medium to wet, well-drained soil in full sun to Leaves
partial shade. It is tolerant of a wide range of soils, including clay, but prefers moist, Frankenschulz
: oy s CC BY-NC-SA

slightly acidic conditions. It is very cold hardy and grows faster than Norway and SR

sugar maples, but slower than silver maples.

This is one of the first trees to show color in the fall. The leaves are opposite, with
three to five palmate lobes and toothed margins on long red stems. The red maple

has a slightly smaller leaf than most other species of maples. Its leaves’ most
distinctive feature is a rough, saw-like edge. If the leaf margin, or edge, of your ) )
sy ¢ . ‘Red Sunset’ Form {Daniel Stowe Botanical
maple's leaves appear serrated, it is probably a red maple. The bark of young trees is Garden, NC)
smooth and silvery-gray, becoming scaly and dark with age. Small, red flowers in Jim Robbins
clusters mature in late winter, and the tree is one of the first to flower in early spring. CC BY-NC-ND 40
During spring, light brown or red-winged samaras mature, In the fall the leaves turn
orange-red, though the brilliance of this color can vary among individual trees. It is
easy to plant and establish as a transplant of a small specimen bare-root, or balled

and burlapped.

This tree is the best choice for a soft maple. It makes an excellent lawn, park, or street
tree. It has some tolerance for air pollution. The light, creme-colored wood, which is

known commercially as soft maple, is heavy, closed grained, and rather weak. It is





