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DRAFT

CONSENT AGREEMENT

Montgomery County, Maryland (hereinafter the “County’), by and through its lawful
agent, the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (hereinafter the “HPC”), and

(hereinafter the “Owner”) do hereby consent and agree to the following

stipulation of facts and resolution of issues regarding review of Historic Area Work Permit
Applications by the HPC for modifications to an existing historic structure at 6807 Meadow Lane,
Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815 (hereinafter the “Property”).

A. Stipulation of Facts

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)
6)

7

8)

9

The Property contains square feet of land as further identified as Parcel

located at tax map grid coordinate , and is also described by the deed
found at Liber , Folio among the Land Records of the County;
and ~

The Property is currently improved with a historic one-and-one-half story structure
listed in the Locational Atlas & Index of Historic Sites in Montgomery Coun
Maryland in Historic Site #35/13, Chevy Chase Historic District, and

The Property and the surrounding historic district (#35/13-1, Chevy Chase
Historic District, Town of Chevy Chase) have been surveyed by the HPC staff, but
have not been reviewed for designation for inclusion in the Montgomery County
Master Plan for Historic Preservation; and '

The process for designation for inclusion in the Master Plan is not scheduled to be
completed before 2001; and

The Owner seeks to demolish the structure; and

The Owner proposes to construct a new dwelling on the Property; and

The process- for determination of Master Plan designation of a Locational Atlas
property for which a demolition permit is requested is stated in The Montgomery
County Code Chapter 24A-10, Preservation of Historic Resources, Moratorium on

Alteration or Demolition; and

The Owner requested a waiver of the requirements of Chapter 24A-10 in order to
expedite the development of the Property; and

The Owner requested that the Property be considered as subject to the same
review process by the HPC as is required for a Master Plan Site; and
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10)

Given the historic nature of the district and the needs of the owner to expedite
modification of the Property, the HPC is willing to approve the waiver request
subject to certain conditions.

Resolution of Issues

The parties agree as follows:

1

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

The Owner agrees to make Historic Area Work Permit Applications governed by
the procedures established in Section 24A-7; and

The Owner agrees to abide by the decisions of the HPC in carrying out these /[—°
procedures as if the Property were a designated site, including the right )}6 appeal
such decisions to the Board of Appeals; and

This agreement will become null and void at such time as the Property has been
designated a historic resource within a historic district in the Montgomery County
Master Plan for Historic Preservation, or it has been determined by the County
Council that the historic district will not be included in the Master Plan; and

The Owner agrees to record this agreement in the County Land Records as a
covenant to the deed for the Property and stipulate that the agreement is binding
on current and future owners of the Property; and

The Owner agrees to be subject to all applicable provisions of 24A including, but
not limited to 24A41.

Effective with the execution date of this agreement, this agreement shall constitute
an irrevocable change in status; the Property is no longer an Atlas site, and all
changes to the site are to be evaluated as a Master Plan, using the process for
approval or denial of Historic Area Work Permit Applications, until such time as
the Property is or is not formally designated.

The Owner, for itself, its agents, legal representatives and assigns, releases and
forever discharges Montgomery County, Maryland, its agencies and officer, agents
and employees, from any and all claims they may now have or that might
subsequently be connected with the review of the modifications for the

Property. This release includes but is not limited to, a release and covenant not to
sue the aforementioned persons in any administrative forum, State or Federal court
upon any claim connected with the review of the modifications for this Property.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this consent agreement is executed upon signature of all parties.

(owner’s name) Montgomery County Council

Date:

Montgomery County
Historic Preservation Commission

Date:

Approved as to form and legality By:

Office of the County Attorney

Date:




MONTGOMERY COUNTY CODE
CHAPTER 24A
PRESERVATION OF HISTORIC RESOURCES

Sec. 24A-1. Purpose

It is the purpose of this chapter to provide for the identification, designation and regu-
lation, for purposes of protection, preservation and continued use and enhancement of those
sites, Structures with their appurtenances and environmental settings, and districts of historical,
archeological, architectural or cultural value in that portion of the county which is within the
Maryland-Washington Regional District. Its further purpose is to preserve and enhance the
quality of life in the county, safeguard the historical and cultural heritage of the county,
strengthen the local economy, stabilize and improve property values in and around such
historic areas, foster civic beauty, and to preserve such sites, structures and districts for the
education, welfare and continued utilization and pleasure of the citizens of the county, the
state, and the United States of America.

Sec. 24A-2. Definitions

(a) For the purposes of this chapter the following words and phrases shall have the
meanings respectively ascribed to them.

" Appurtenances and environmental setting” The entire parcel, as of the date on which
the Historic Resource is designated on the Master Plan, and structures thereon, on
which is located a historic resource, unless reduced by the District Council or the

commission, and to which it relates physically and/or visually. Appurtenances and
environmental settings shall include, but not be limited to, walkways and driveways
(whether paved or not), vegetation (mcludmg trees, gardens lawns), rocks, pasture
cropland and waterways.

"Board" The county board of appeals of Montgomery County, Maryland.

"Commission" The historic preservation commission of Montgomery County, Mary-
land as described hereinafter.

“Demolition by neglect” The failure to provide ordinary and necessary maintenance
and repair to an historic site or an historic resource within an historic district, whether

by negligence or willful neglect, purpose or design, by the owner or any party in
possession of such a site, which results in any of the following conditions:

(a) The deterioration of exterior features so as to create or permit a hazardous
or unsafe condition to exist.

(b) The deterioration of exterior walls, roofs, chimneys, windows, the lack of
adequate waterproofing, or deterioration of interior features or foundations
which will or could result in permanent damage, injury or loss of the exterior
features.

“Director® The director of the department of environmental protection of Montgomery
County, Maryland or his designee.
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“Exterior features" The architectural style, design and general arrangement of the
exterior of an historic resource, mcludmg the color, nature and texture of building
materials, and the type or style of all windows, doors light fixtures, signs or other
similar items found on or related to the exterior of an h1stonc resource.

_HQO_Dmet'l A group of historic resources which are significant as a cohesive
unit and contribute to the historical, architectural, archeological or cultural values
within the Maryland-Washington chmnal District and which has been so de51gnated in
the master plan for historic preservatmn

“Historjc resource” A district, site, building, structure or object, mcludmg its appurte-
nances and environmental settmg, which is significant in national, state or local history,
architecture, archeology or culture. This includes, but is not limited to, all properties
on the "Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites in Montgomery County"

"Historic site" Any individual historic resource that is significant and contributes to the
historical, architectural, archeological or cultural values within the Maryland-Washing-
ton Reglonal District and which has been so designated in the master plan for historic
preservation.

"Permit” An historic area work permit issued by the director authorizing work on.an
historic site or an historic resource located within an historic district.

"Planning Board" The Montgomery County Planning Board of the Maryland-National
Capital Park and Planning Commission.

Sec. 24A-3. Master Plan for historic preservation criteria for designation of hxstonc sites or
districts.

(a) As part of the general plan for the physical development of that portion of the
county within the Maryland-Washington Regional District, there shall be prepared, adopted
and approved a master plan for historic preservation which shall constitute an amendment to
the general plan for the Maryland-Washington Regional District. Such plan shall designate
historic sites and historic districts and describe their boundaries; it shall propose means for the
integration of historic preservation into the planning process; and 1t shall suggest other
measures to advance the goals of historic preservation. =~ -

(b) In considering historic resources for designation as historic sites or historic
districts, the planning board shall apply the following criteria:

1. Historical and cultural significance. The historic resource:

a. Has character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage or cultural
characteristics of the county, state, or nation;

b. Is the site of a significant historic event;
c. Is identified with a person or a group of persons who influenced society; or

d. Exémplifies the cultural, economic, social, political or historic heritage of the county
and its communities; or



2. Architectural and design significance. The historic resource:

a. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction;
b. Represents the work of a master;
c. Possesses high artistic values;

d. Represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack
individual distinction; or

e. Represents an established and familiar visual feature of the neighborhood,
community, or county due to its singular physical characteristic or landscape (ordinance
No. 9-4 (1)). :

. Sec. 24A-4. Historic Preservation Commission - Generally

(a) Created. There is hereby created a commission to be known as the "historic
preservation commission of Montgomery County, Maryland."

ip. The commission shall consist of 9 members appointed by the county
executive with the confirmation of the county council. Each member must be a resident of the
county. The 4 fields of history, architecture, preservation and urban design shall be
represented by a minimum of 1 member qualified by special interest, knowledge or training.
The remaining members of the commission shall, to the extent possible, be selected to
represent the geographical, social, economic and cultural concerns of the residents of the
county.

(c) Officers. The county executive shall appoint the chairman and vice-chairman of
the commission, who shall serve at his pleasure, but such appointments occurring after the
commission's first year of operation shall be made after due consideration has been given to
the recommendation of the commission.

(d) Term. The terms of the members of the commission shall be for a three-year
period and members shall continue to serve until their successors are appointed and qualified.

(¢) Yacancy. Any vacancy in the membership of the commission caused by the
expiration of a term by resignation or death, or by a superseding incapacity to discharge
duties, by a removal for cause, or by any other cause creating such vacancy, shall be filled for
a new term, or for the remainder of the term for which there is a vacancy as the case may be,
in the same manner as provided herein for the nomination and appointment of the initial
numbers of the commission.

(f) Removal for cause. A member may be removed for cause from the commission by
the county executive.

ion. The members of the commission shall serve without compensation
but they may be reimbursed for actual expenses incurred in performance of their duties,
provided such expenses are permitted by the budget and approved by the chief county
administrative officer.
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. ) Regulations. The commission must adopt, under method (2) of section 2A-15 of
this Code, rules, guidelines and regulations that are necessary for the proper transaction of the
l():usmes_s of the commission. This includes provisions governing contested cases before the

ommission.

1. Meetings. The commission shall hold such regular meetings which, in its discretion,
are necessary to discharge its duties. Such meetings shall be open to the public.

2. Staff. There may be appointed and assigned to the commission such employees, and
the chief administrative officer shall make available to the commission, such services
and facilities of the county as are necessary or appropriate for the proper performance
of its duties, and the county attorney shall serve as counsel to the commission. ’

Sec. 24A-5. Same - Powers and Duties
The commission has the following powers and duties:

(@) To research historic resources and to recommend to the planning board that certain
of them be designated as historic sites or historic districts on the master plan for historic
preservation and, hence, be subject to the provisions of this chapter.

(b) To recommend to the Planning Board, as needed, any update to the inventory of
historic resources which is contained in the "Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites in
Montgomery County"”.

(c) To act upon applications for historic area work permits and other matters referred
to it for action pursuant to the provisions of this chapter.

(d) To appoint members to local advisory panels to assist and advise the commission in
the performance of its functions.

(e) To recommend programs and legislation to the council and the planning board to
encourage historic preservation in the Maryland-Washington Regional District.

(D) To review any legislation and proposals affecting historic preservation, including
~ preparation of master plans, and to make recommendations on such legislation and proposals to
appropriate authorities.

(g) To serve as a clearinghouse for information on historic preservation for county
government, individuals, citizens' associations, historical societies and local advisory com-
mittees; to provide information and educational materials for the public; to undertake activities
to advance the goals of historic preservation in the county. '

(h) To employ or hire consultants or other temporary personnel, consistent with county
contract provisions, as deemed necessary to assist the commission in the accomplishment of its
functions, such consultants or other personnel shall be compensated as may be provided for in
the county budget.

() To,administer any revolving funds or grant programs to assist in historic preser-
vation. ’



() To advise the planning board, in the event of subdivision of land containing an
historic resource, on the appurtenances and environmental setting necessary to preserve it.

k) To delmeate the extent of appurtenances and env1ronmenta1 setting associated with
a historic site or resource.

Sec. 24A-6. Historic Area Work Permits - Generally

(a) Required. An historic area work permit for work on public or private property
containing an historic resource must be issued pursuant to the provisions of this chapter before:

1. Constructing, reconstructing, moving, relocating, demolishing or in any manner
modifying, changing or altering the exterior features of any historic site or any historic
resource located within an historic district; . v

2. Performing any grading, excavating, construction, or substantially modifying,
changing or altering the environmental setting of an historic site or an historic resource
located within an historic district;

3. Erecting or causing to be erected any sign or advertisement (with the exception of
those signs which temporarily advertise for sale an historic site or an historic resource
located within an historic district, or which for a temporary period advertise a political
viewpoint) on the exterior or on the environmental setting of any historic site or any
historic resource located within an historic district.

) Exceptions. Nothing in this section shall be construed to require the issuance of an
historic area work permit for any ordinary maintenance, repair of exterior features, any
customary farming operations or any landscaping, which will have no material effect on [an]
historic resource located within an historic district, of which such features are a part. For the
purposes of clarification of this section, the commission shall develop and publish guidelines
regarding what activities constitute ordmary maintenance and shall send a copy of these
guidelines by registered mail to all owners of historic resources designated on the master plan.

(c) Disclosure Requirements

* 1. Applicants for permits to demolish or substantially alter the exterior features of any
historic site, or historic resource located within an historic district, are required to
disclose its identification as such in writing on any application there for.

2. Any person who shall undertake any work as stated in (a) of this section without
first obtaining an historic area work permit shall be subject to the penalties established
in section 24A-11.

(d) Advice of Commission prior to application. The commission shall adopt proce-
dures to encourage owners of historic resources to seek the advice of the commission prior to
filing an application for an historic area work permit, on the appurtenances and environmental
setting appropriate to the resource, construction methods and materials, financial information
concerning historic preservation, or any other matter under this chapter affecting the issuance
of a permit. ,



24A-7. Same - Application procedures: Appeals

(a) Applications. Applications for issuance of an hlstonc area work permit shall be
filed with the director. The application shall be in such form and contain such information as
may be required to provide information as shall be necessary for the commission to evaluate
and act upon such applications in accordance with the provisions of this chapter. :

Upon the filing of a completed application, within 3 days
the director shall forward the apphcatxon and all attachments to the commission for its review.

(¢) Public Appearance. Upon receipt of the application, the commission shall schedule
a public appearance at a commission meeting at which time it will consider the application.

(d) Notice. After scheduling of a public appearance, the commission shall forward
notice of the public appearance to those citizens or orgamzatlons which the commission feels
may have an interest in the proceedings.

Upon being advised by the commission of the scheduling of a public appearance, the
director shall forward the application and all attachments to the planning board for its review
and comments which, if any, are to be made to the commission prior to the public appearance.

(). Conduct of Commission Meeting. At the public appearance, the procedure will be
informal and formal rules of evidence will not be applicable. Interested persons will be
encouraged to comment and minutes of the proceedings will be kept.

() Action by the commission.

(1) Within 45 days after the filing of an application or, in the event the record is left
open by the commission within 15 days after the close of the record, the commission
shall make its decision public.

(2) The commission may instruct the director to:
a. Issue the permit; or

b. Issue the permit subject to such conditiofs as are necessary to insure
conformity with the provisions and purposes of this chapter; or

c. Deny the permit.

(3) In the event of a denial of a permit, the applicant shall receive a written notifi-
cation of the reasons for such denial.

(4) If, after a public appearance, the commission finds that denial of the permit applied
for will result in the denial of reasonable use of the property, or impose undue hardship
on the owner, and within a period of 120 days after said finding no economically
feasible plan for the preservation of the structure has been demonstrated by those
seeking preservation, the commission must then instruct the director to issue a permit
with, if applicable, such reasonable conditions which will further the intent and
purposés of this chapter.



(5) Failure of the commission to act on an application within the time periods provided
in the provisions of this subsection shall require that the application be deemed granted.
By his written consent, the applicant may extend the time period for commission
action.

(g) Miscellaneous Provisions.

(1) The applicant for a permit shall have the responsibility of providing information
sufficient to support the application and the burden of persuasion on all questions of
fact which are to be determined by the commission. Properties subject to deeds of
easement held by other historic preservation organizations shall submit proof of
approval of exterior architectural review by the organization holding the easement.

(2) Any permit issued by the director may be subject to such conditions imposed by
the commission as are reasonably necessary to assure that work in accordance with the
permit shall proceed and be performed in a manner not injurious to those characteristics
and qualities of the historic resource which are of historical, architectural, archeological
or cultural value.

(3) In the event that there is a conflict between the permit and the requirements of the
building code, the permit would control provided that all health and safety requirements
are met.

(4) The director is responsible for the enforcement of this chapter.

Appeal. In the event that any party is aggrieved by a decision of the commission,
within 30 days from the date on which the commission's decision is made public, such party
aggrieved may appeal to the Board of Appeals which will review the commission's decision
de novo. The Board of Appeals has full and exclusive authority hear and decide all appeals
taken from decisions of the Commission in the administration of this chapter. The Board of
Appeals has the authority to affirm, modify or reverse the order or decision of the
Commission.

(1) Appeals from decision of the County Board of Appeals shall be in accordance with
~ Section 2-114 of this Code. -

24A-8. Same - Criteria for issuance.

(a) The commission shall instruct the director to deny a permit if it finds, based on the
evidence and information presented to or before the commission that the alteration for which
the permit is sought would be inappropriate or inconsistent with, or detrimental to the
preservation,enhancement or ultimate protection of the historic site, or historic resource within
an historic district, and to the purposes of this chapter.

(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. Th; 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, archeolog-
ical, 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
i:ultuergl value of the historic site or historic district in which an historic resource is
ocated; or :

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

5. The proposal is necessary in order that the owner of the subject property not be
deprived of reasonable use of the property or suffer undue hardship; or

6. In balancing the interests of the public in preserving the historic site, or historic
resource located within an historic district, with the interests of the public from the use
and benefit of the alternative proposal, the general public welfare is better served by
granting the permit.

(c) Itis not the intent of this chapter to limit new construction, alteration or repairs to
any one period or architectural style.

(d) In the 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.

24A-9. Demolition by Neglect.

In the event of a case of demolition by neglect of an historic resource on public or
private property, the following provisions shall apply:

(a) If the historic resource has been designated on the Master Plan as an historic site,
or an historic resource within an historic district, the director shall issue a written notice to all
persons of record with any right, title or interest in the subject property, Or person occupying
said premises, of the conditions of deterioration and shall specify the minimum items of repair
or maintenance necessary to correct or prevent further deterioration. The notice shall provide
that corrective action shall commence within 30 days of the receipt of such notice and be
completed within a reasonable time thereafter. The notice shall state that the owner of record
of the subject property, or any person of record with any right, title or interest therein may
within 10 days after the receipt of the notice, request a hearing on the necessity of the items
and conditions contained in such notice.

In the event a public hearing is requested it shall be held by the commission upon 30
days written notice mailed to all persons of record with any right, title or interest in the subject
property and to all citizens and organizations which the director feels may have an interest in
the proceedings.



1. After a public hearing on the issue of necessity of improvements to prevent
demolition by neglect, if the commission finds that such improvements are necessary, it
shall instruct the director to issue a final notice to be mailed to the record owners and
all parties of record with any right, title or interest in the subject property advising of
the items of repair and maintenance necessary to correct or prevent further
deterioration. The owners shall institute corrective action to comply with the final
notice within 30 days of receipt of the revised notice.

2. In the event the corrective action specified in the final notice is not instituted within
the time allotted, the director may institute, perform and complete the necessary
remedial work to prevent deterioration by neglect and the expenses incurred by the
director for such work, labor and materials shall be a lien against the property, and
draw interest at the highest legal rate, the amount to be amortized over a period of 10
years subject to a public sale if there is a default in payment.

3. Failure to comply with the original or final notice shall constitute a violation of this
chapter for each day that said violation continues and shall be punishable as set forth in
Section 24A-11. _

4. In the event that the commission finds that, notwithstanding the necessity for such
improvements, action provided in paragraphs (1) and (2) of this subsection would
impose a substantial hardship on any or all persons with any right, title or interest in
the subject property, then the commission shall seek alternative methods to preserve the
historic site, or historic resource located within an historic district. If none are
confirmed within a reasonable time, the director shall not proceed in accordance with
paragraphs (1) and (2).

(b) If the historic resource is listed in the "Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites
in Montgomery County, Maryland," or the microfilmed addenda to said Atlas, published by
the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission, the director shall advise the
planning board which, after receiving the recommendation of the commission, shall conduct a
public hearing to determine whether the historic resource will be designated as an historic site
or historic district in the master plan for historic preservation.

1. Where the planning board determines that the historic resource will not be included
" in the master plan for historic preservation, no further action will be taken.

2. Where the planning board determines that the historic resource in all likelihood will
be included in the master plan for historic preservation, the planning board shall initiate
an amendment to the master plan for historic preservation pursuant to the provisions of
Article 28 of the Annotated Code of Maryland.

(a) In the event that said amendment is adopted and the historic resource is

placed on the master plan for historic preservation as an historic site, or an

historic resource within an historic district, the director shall give written notice

to all persons with any right, title, or interest in the subject property of the

conditions of deterioration and shall specify the items of repair or maintenance

necessary to stabilize the condition of the historic resource and prevent further
, deterioration.

(b) Such notice shall provide that such stabilization work shall commence



within 30 days of receipt of the notice and shall be completed within a
reasonable time thereafter.

(c) In the event that stabilization action is not instituted within the time allotted,
or not completed within a reasonable time thereafter, the director may institute,
perform and complete the necessary stabilization work and the expenses
incurred by the director for such work, labor or materials shall be a lien against
the property, and draw interest at the highest legal rate, the amount to be
amortized over a period of 10 years subject to a public sale if there is a default
in payment.

24A-10. Moratorium on Alteration or Demolition

(a) Application for Permits for Historic Resources on Locational Atlas. Any applicant
for a permit to demolish or substantially alter the exterior features of any historic resource
which is listed in the "Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites in Montgomery County,
Maryland,” or the microfilmed addenda to said atlas, published by the Maryland- National
Capital Park and Planning Commission, but which is not designated as an historic site or
historic district on the master plan for historic preservation shall be required to disclose said
fact on the application.

. Upon receipt of such application, the director shall
promptly forward the same to the planning board to make a finding, after a public hearing, as
to the significance of the historic resources and to determine whether in its opinion, after due
consideration has been given to the recommendations of the commission, it will be designated
as an historic site, or an historic resource within an historic district, listed in the master plan
for historic preservation. The Planning Board's public hearing on an application to demolish
or substantially alter any historic resource listed in the locational atlas satisfies the
requirements of Section 33A-6 of the Code for a public hearing on a preliminary draft
amendment to the Historic Preservation Master Plan if all notice requirements of that Section
are met.

(c) Determination by the Planning Board.

(1) Where the planning board determines that the historic resource will not be included
" in the master plan for historic preservation, the director shall forthwith issue the
permit.

(2) Where the planning board determines that the historic resource in all likelihood
will be included in the master plan for historic preservation, the director shall withhold
issuance of the permit once for a maximum period of 195 days from the date the
application for demolition is filed. If, as a result of the master plan process, the
property is designated an historic site or an historic resource within an historic district,
the application shall be governed by the procedures established in Section 24A-7.

If after a public appearance as provided for in Section 24A-7, the commission deter-
mines that failure to grant the permit applied for will have the effect of denying the
property owner of all reasonable use of his property or causing him to suffer undue
hardship, then the commission must instruct the director to issue the permit subject to
such cbnditions, if any, as are found to be necessary to insure conformity with the
purposes and requirements of this chapter.

10



(d) I- I . . E E] . E l ‘! .

(1) Within 60 days after the filing of an application, or within 15 days after the closing
of the record following a public hearing,whichever occurs later, the planning board
shall render its findings and determinations with respect to an application.

(2) Failure to adhere to the limits specified in Section 24A-10 shall cause the permit to
issue by operation of law, except in the event of a finding and further proceedings as
provided in subsection (C)(2) of this section.

Sec. 24A-11. Violations and penalties.

Any person who violates a provision of this chapter, or fails to comply with any of the
requirements thereof, or disobeys or disregards a decision of the commission, or fails to abide
by the conditions of a permit, shall be subject to punishment for a class A violation as set forth
in section 1-19 of chapter 1 of the County Code. Each day a violation continues to exist shall
constitute a separate offense. (Ord. No.9-4 - 1; 1983 L.M.C. ch.22, 28.)

Sec. 24A-12. Severability

The provisions of this chapter are severable and if any provision, clause, sentence,
section, word or part thereof is held illegal, invalid or unconstitutional, or inapplicable to any
person or circumstances, such illegality, invalidity or unconstitutionality, or inapplicability
shall not affect or impair any of the remaining provisions, clauses, sentences, sections, words,
or parts of the chapter or their application to other persons of circumstances. It is hereby
declared to be the legislative intent that this chapter would have been adopted if such illegal,
invalid, or unconstitutional provision, clause, sentence, section, word or part had not been
included therein, and if the person or circumstance to which the chapter or part thereof is
inapplicable had been specifically exempted therefrom.

Sec. 24A-13. Historic Preservation Easement Program.

(a) There is a county easement program to preserve historic resources in Montgomery
County. The commission must administer the program in accordance with this section.

(b)) (1) Anowner of an historic resource may offer the county a preservation ease-
ment to protect or conserve interior or exterior features of the historic resource and its
environmental setting or appurtenances by making application to the commission.

(2) Upon receipt of an application, the commission must immediately forward the
application for review and comment to:

(A) the planning board if the historic resource is located within the Maryland-
Washington Regional District; and

(B) the appropriate agency of a municipality if the historic resource is located
within a municipality.

Review and comment under this paragraph must be made within 45 days and should

includé an evaluation of the proposal using the criteria specified in this section as well
as identification of competing or supporting land use priorities or other relevant factors

11



or issues. Recommendations may include proposed easement terms and conditions.
(3) The commission must review the application to determine if acceptance of the
preservation easement would further the county's historic preservation goals. In
making its determination, the commission should consider, among other relevant
factors: -

(A) the relative significance of the historic structure;

(B) the structural condition;

(C) the owner's planned or completed preservation efforts;

(D) the existing zoning and nature of the surrounding neighborhood; and

(E) whether an easement will promote the long-term survival of the historic 4
resource.

(c) If the historic resource is designated as an historic site in the county master plan for
historic preservation, either as an individual site or located within an historic district, the
county may acquire an easement upon positive recommendation of the commission and
approval of the county executive. If the historic resource is not designated as an historic site
in the master plan, the additional approval of the county council is required prior to any
acceptance by the county. The commission must forward any comments received under
subsection (b)(2) to the county executive and the county council, as appropriate.

(d) A preservation easement under this section should be granted in perpetuity and
include appropriate terms and conditions that: : :

(1) restrict changes and alterations;
(2) require maintenance, repairs, and administration;
(3) authorize public access;

" (4) provide a right of governmental inspection; . ~

(5) provide for a right of assignment to the Maryland Historical Trust or other .
appropriate agency Or entity; and ‘

(6) establish enforcement remedies.

(e) The county may hold a preservation easement jointly with the Maryland Historical
Trust. :

(f) A preservation easement must be recorded by the grantor among the land records of
the county at the grantor's cost. The grantor must notify the supervisor of assessments and the
Office of the Public Tax Advocate of the recordation of the preservation easement.

(8) A’preservation easement may be extinguished by judicial proceeding if an unex- -
pected change in the conditions applicable to the property, such as casualty, make it impossible

12



or impractical to continue to use it for preservation purposes. The terms of an easement
related to extinguishment should identify appropriate changes in condition, provide that the
county share in any proceeds from a subsequent sale or exchange of the property after the
easement is extinguished, and be in accordance with any applicable executive regulations. The
sharing in proceeds may include the recapture of property taxes saved by the grantor or its
successor in interest, either in part or in full, as & result of the easement.

(h) The commission may enter into a cooperative agreement with the Maryland
Historical Trust or other appropriate agencies or entities for technical assistance in admin-
istering the historic easement program. This may include assistance in property evaluation,
negotiation, and inspection.

(i) (1) The easement program authorized under this section is in addition to, and does
not supersede or otherwise affect, any other county or municipal program or policy requiring
the donation of a preservation easement as a condition of financial assistance. It must operate
in conjunction with other county or municipal easement programs.

(2) The grant of an easement under this section does not eliminate or otherwise alter
any county or municipal regulatory requirement applicable to the historic resource,
including any requirement to obtain an historic area work permit.

() The county executive, with the advice of the commission, may adopt regulations
under method (2) to administer the historic preservation easement. :

To assist the County in its administration of the historic preservation easement program,
the supervisor of assessments is requested to maintain records of both the assessment of the
property as restricted under this program by easement and the assessment that would apply if
the property was not subject to an easement. '

Adopted July 24, 1979
Cited Montgomery County 1984
Revised 1987,_ 1989
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CONSENT AGREEMENT

Montgomery County, Maryland (hereinafter the “County’), by and through its lawful
agent, the Mentgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (hereinafter the “HPC”), (or is
it the County Council or Planning Board?) and (hereinafter the

“Owner”) do hereby consent and agree to the following stipulation of facts and resolution of

- issues regarding review of Historic Area Work Permit Applications by the HPC for modifications
to an existing historic structure at 6807 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815
(hereinafter the “Property™).

A.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)
6)

7)

8)

9

) 3
The Property contains square feet of land as further identified as Parcel
located at tax map grid coordinate - , and is also described by the deed
found at Liber , Folio among the Land Records of the County;

and

The Property is currently improved with a historic one-and-one-half story structure
listed in the Locational Atl Index of Historic Sites in Mon
Maryland in Historic Site #35/13, Chevy Chase Historic District, and

The Property and the surrounding historic district (#35/13-1, Chevy Chase
Historic District, Town of Chevy Chase) have been surveyed by the HPC staff, but
have not been reviewed for designation for inclusion in the Montgomery County
Master Plan for Historic Preservation; and

The process for designation for inclusion in the Master Plan is not scheduled to be
completed before 2001; and

The Owner seeks to demolish the structure; and
The Owner proposes to construct a new dwelling on the Property; and

The process for determination of Master Plan designation of a Locational Atlas
property for which a demolition permit is requested is stated in The Montgomery
County Code Chapter 24A-10, Preservation of Historic Resources, Moratorium on
Alteration or Demolition; and
4wy 2HAI DO

The Owner requested a waiver of the requirement that the property or the historic
district in which it is located be subject to the designation process as defined in
Chapter 24A-10; and o

v Loy do 4x peBte 00 Awa,ocgmw&h
The Owner requested that the Property be considered as subject to the same
review process by the HPC as is required for a Master Plan Site; and @r?\'

"N\
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CONSENT AGREEMENT

10)  Given the historic nature of the district and the needs of the owner to expedite s d)
modification of the Property, the HPC (or whomever) is willing to approve the 8-§
waiver request subject to certain conditions. —

B. Rgiflfgign of Issues
The HPC =~ * will review Historic Area Work Permit Apphcatlons for the
roperty when the conditions below have been agreed to . =ompleted by the Owner

Rl hels B FoTOpeR g A doc e

1) The Owner agrees to make Historic Area Work Permit Applications governed by
the procedures established in Section 24A-7; y and

2) The Owner agrees to abide by the decisions of the HPC in carrying out these
procedures as if the Property were a designated site, including the right the appeal
such decisions to the Board of Appeals; and

3) This agreement will become null and void at such time as the Property has been
designated a historic resource within a historic district in the Montgomery County_ 5

Master Plan for Historic Preservation, or it has been determined by the County
Council that the historic district will not be included in the Master Plan; and g

KR e W

4) The Owner agrees to record this agreement in the County Land Records as a
covenant to the deed for the Property and stipulate that the agreement is binding

on current and future owners of the Property,
ON c_a-—QLO aﬂ— ("bw)\ <t
—| 95 The Owner agrees to be - some)hmg about Sogg 24A4-11. V'olatzons W
Penalties; and or is this covered under 4)? Q-L( A Vugc,Q DN
o A1
Something about once this is signed he can’t go back to being an Atlas site - is
bound by the terms of this agreement? %

The Owner, for itself; its agents, legal representatives and assigns, releases and S\
forever discharges Montgomery County, Maryland, its agencies and officer, agents ¢
and employees, from any and all claims they may now have or that might

subsequently as onnected with the review of the modifications for the

Propertfj This release includes but is not limited to, a release and covenant not to < S
sue the afqrementioned persons in any administrative forum, State or Federal court

upon anyi@mamg—eut—eﬁef-connected with the review of the modifications ,zcsj
for this Prope_rE_( ol.

W LA




DRAFT

CONSENT AGREEMENT

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this consent agreement is executed upon signature of all parties.

Mam?). et Covnte Covn e

(owner’s name)

-

S
Date: Date:
Approved as to form and legality ~ By:
Office of the County Attorney (Who?)
Date:
Post-it” Fax Note 7671 Date 4 / —, I gfagg > 2
;o% ) l"\ A"CK/\(“/\% From ?e\/ —1
o./Dept. Co 7
' or 2400
Phone # on
g et 20152 B0
| 9\ \'-7 1 (O [Q’l Fax # e
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TO: HPC Staff

RE: Short staff meeting oh 3/17/98

I'would like to have a short staff meeting tomorrow morning, at 9:30am, as some of us already
discussed. Iknow you-don’t normally have such meetings but we have a meeting with Jeff on
Wednesday regarding Chevy Chase Village and a current question on dealing with owners in
Town of Chevy Chase (see below). I would like to be prepared for that.

AGENDA

A._Dealing with Town of Chevy Chase

Question: Do we need any new or special procedures to deal with requests from DPS
to consider property owners’ permit applications to demolish or make
substantial alterations?

Background:

1. Likely time frame for designation is three years. In the meantime, we need
to be prepared for what might be increasing requests and avoid
duplication of “West Lenox St.” phenomenon i.e. facilitated designation
process for a portion of the town.

2. Request came in to Clare last week regarding a proposed demolition

3. Joey did a “drive by” on Friday - her view

4. Is it appropriate to anticipate an increase in such applications?

5. Is our current way of working with DPS on these applications adequate?

6. If NO, is it a question of changing procedures, more resources, etc.?

[s there any need to make clear to Jeff or others how we will handle
' them or what we need? -
7. If YES, is there any need to say anything to anybody?
8. We all need clarity - especially Sue who handles so many calls

B. Mailing to Chevy Chase Village property owners

Question: Clare with Mary’s help is preparing mailing for CC Village owners.
What are your responses to the contents thus far?

"
C. Any other sgarini?a“c\e‘ KC‘[Q ?mpgm_ ‘__ q00b% '5/22—/70
223

272 [Lé
March 3, 1998
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FAX from John White

70: __CIELI;CEXLQQhL___. _MQD&9&_Cnt¥;_HLELQILQ_EISEQK!~JENML§LEﬁf ' i
COMPANY :

FAX #:__301-563-3412

VOICE VERIFICATION#: 301-563-3400

PROM:__John White  §807 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase. MD 20815

NAME ADDRESS
VOICE PHONE :_ (W) 202-208-1812
(H)_301-718-3780
DATE: ' 03-18-98

COMMENTS : Mx_lghtsr_nQ_Lhs_a;aII;sdL1JmL;ﬁalshﬂ:leing_my;snxxgn;_
1ig] ting buildi 6007 Meadow I e
Town of Chevy Chase, I've also included a copy of the
Inc., which I mention in my letter,

éLs’C%>“&LL‘V““~“4“~*\ <3=’VN15~>\téjF1erwr1

TRANSMITTAL CONSISTS OF COVER SHEBT PLUS SIX PAGES.

PLEASE CALL THE ABOVE "FROM" TELEPHONE NUMBER IF YOU DID NOT
RECEIVE THE PFPAX IN ITS ENTIRETY.
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DATE: Maxrch 18, 1998

TO: The Staff of the Montgomery County Historic Preservation
Commission

Since February 10, the efforts of my wife, Elizabeth, and I
to construct over this summer a new house on our property at 6807
Meadow Lane in the Town of Chevy Chase have been at a standstill.
That was the day we found out that, to get a demolition permit
for the existing house, we needed to obtain the approval of the
Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission.

I am writing you this letter, about one month later, to
present tc you the situation in which we now find ourselves.

We purchased the property at 6807 Meadow Lane (which is a
corner lot) in the Town of Chevy Chase in August of 1991 for
almost the full list price of $385,000, which was well above its
innate market value if drastic renovations are not allowable. We
did this in spite of the fact that there were many serious
drawbacks to the house, including but not limited to:

a) a structurally-unattractive architectural style,

b) no normal access to the sleeping quarters above the

main floor,

c) a damp, leaky, rundown, low-ceilinged cellar that spans

only ¥ the footprint of the house,

a) leaking galvanized piping,

e) a mixture of old, outdated ectrical wiring and "Harry-

Homeowner" electrical wiring.
£f) a small, dark, cheaply-finished kitchen,

g) an extremely poor design for traffic-flow among the
main floors mostly-undersized rooms

h) poorly-fitting windows and exterior doors, with almost
nc storm windows or doors,

i) leaking gutters all the way arcund the house,

3) a tiny, poorly-maintained wooden garage that was useful
as a storage shed and little else, and, _ '

k) a long driveway and a front patio in desperate need of
replacement.

The reason we were willing to pay almost full price for the
property in 1991 was that the list price for the property was
very comparable to the sales price of large (and therefore, rare)
empty lots in Chevy Chase. For example, the 1991 list price of
6807 Meadow Lane was only about $30,000 more than the recent
sales price for a comparably-sized empty lot just around the
corner on Woodside Place onto which a large custom home was built
around 1990. The real estate "fact sheet" from Kelley Company,
Inc. on the house even stated the following:

202:% 2/ 7
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THIS HOMEOFFERS TERRIFIC POTENTIAL FOR EXPANSION WITH

NO CONCERN OF OVERIMPROVEMENT.
So, we were willing to pay a small premium for the 6807 Meadow
Lane property, because we planned to dramatical}y @mprove the
property someday by, effectively, razing the existing structures
and building a more substantial house of a style consistent and
compatible with the houses of our neighbors.

Around 1993, we re-financed our mortgage, whichz because b?
fees and points, added approximately $10,000 to our investment in
the property.

In December of 1996, Elizabeth's mother, Mazie, (then 81)
suffered a stroke, which left her unable to care for herself. 1In
January of 1997, Elizabeth's father, John, (then 83 and suffering
from high blood pressure) suffered a severe heart attack.
Elizabeth, who is a teacher for Montgomery County Public Schools,
immediately flew to Floxrida to take care of her parents until the
gsituation stabilized; she remained there for more than 3 weeks.
And then, in December of 1997, John was diagnosed with bladder
cancer, for which he now is undergoing chemotherapy treatment.

In early January, as together we faced the inevitable
further deterioration of Elizabeth's parents' health, we realized
that the time had come to do that which we had always intended:
replace the exigting insufficient structures on our property with
one that would properly suit the needs of our family - a house
that would: '

a) have sufficient space, facilities, layout, and flow so
as to permit the proper care for the grandparents of
our daughter Jacqueline, in their remaining years;

b) be a sound architectural design

c) allow us to recoup our initial, substantial overpayment
for the property at 6807 Meadow Lane.

Elizabeth and I initially looked at performing a major
renovation on the house. However, all the designs that would fit
inside the allowable building envelope (which is smallexr than one
would expect for a 12,000 sf lot because the 6807 Meadow Lane
corner lot faces two streets) would appear forced and would be
unattractive to potential future buyers. In addition, the total
cost per square foot for quality renovation is estimated to be
$140-220/8f, which, even if a design existed that would be a good

financial investment, we could not afford because of the scale of
renovation we require.

So, we turned to the possibility of constructing an entirely
new house. After talking to several reputable builders, we have
egtablished that we can, indeed, build today the type of house we
want in about 5 months at a price ¢lose to the $100/3f we can
afford BUT ONLY IF WE CAN DEMOLISH THE CURRENT STRUCTURES. And,
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of course, once we looked into the process of demolition, we
found the law required us to obtain approval for gucy work from
the Montogomery County Historic Preservation Commission.

I have already listed above the some of the major defects in
the property's structures. Below, I have echoed some of these
defects and added others. Please forgive me for the fact that
these lists are not finished products, but I felt that getting
the information to you sooner so that you could better appreclate
our situation was most important.

Sincerely, W

ohn D. White
(H)301-718-3780
(W)202~-208-1812

1) The existing house is too small, poorly-designed, and poorly
laid-out for our current, near-term, and long-term needs
(current: 2 adults, one 5-year old child, 2 50-1b. dogs;
near-future: 2 elderly adults (grandparents) with existing,
~serious health issues (heart condition, stroke, cancer), and
possibly a live-in nurse.

2) Renovation would be: :

a) much too costly (very expensive ($140-220/sf, with
EVERY aspect of the entire house needing renovation and
expansion (creating a new dining room, family room,
kitchen, and a raised roof in addition to total
renovation of all of the house's systems and other
spaces would still leave us with a house with no
basement, or garage, or decent driveway, or curb
appeal.) : :

b) a very bad financial investment which we would never
recoup on re-sale due to the house's innate and
irreversible poor-deaign characteristics (e.g., only %
cellar (spans only % of house footprint and the main
-floor joists are less than 7 feet above the foundation
cement's (leaky) floor), foundation walls leaking and
floor seeping water when it rains, exterior appearance
of house has zero curb appeal)), no space for an
addition AND a back yard, );

c) too long timewise (taking a year or more);

d) long-term dislocating and disruptive to our family and
potentially life-threatening to the elderly, infirm
grandparents. .
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3)
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Most of the house's main areas and systems are in need of
major repair, upgrade, or replacement. A partial list of
areas needing major investments are:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

£)

g)
h)

i)

3)

k)

1)

m)

n)

the cellar (not a basement) - only % cellar (that leaks
when it rains (walls leak and middle of floor has
cracks that seep water).  Even with a de-humidifier
running almost constantly, anything placed in the
cellar for an extended period mildews. The stairs to
the basement are dangerously uneven and worn, and must
be replaced. .

water service - the house has extensive galvanized
piping that now leaks in many places, has caused
clogged pipes and low water pressure, and needs to be
entirely replaced.

electrical system - has old electrical wiring -
potential fire hazard - always tripping circuit
breakers.

sewer - has a sewer line that has backed up into the

houge about 4 times so far, despite our repeated "Roto-

rootering® of the line.

floors - the house has worn-down pine floors that
cannot be re-finished and must be replaced; also, in
certain parts of the house, the floor shakes when a
person walks across it.

windows - not the originals, yet they do not all fit
properly into frames - let in lots of drafts. Many do
not open at all, and many others have broken/rotted
sash-cords. »

.exterior doors - do not fit correctly into frames, and

80 let in lots of drafts.

HVAC system installed by previous owner doesn't
properly heat and cool the house - needs extensive
ducting repair/replacement, some register re-location &
replacement, and possible re-sizing of the AC/furnace
unit.

storm windows, doors, screens - none on 90% of the
windows and doors.

small refrigerator has to be turned off about once
every other day (due to a loud noise it makes) - we're
trying not to invest in another if at all possible,
prior to building.

"bathroom shower pan leaks extensively into the floor

below it. .
bathroom shower piping leaks, causing bathroom floor

.now to rot

previous water (and termite/ant?) damage has caused
floor to give way in one place and be close to giving
way in others.

suspected carpenter-ant damage (extent unknown) in
flgor by the back door and in the garage roof and
walls.
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o)

p)
q)
r)

s)

t)
u)

v)

w)
x)

Y)
z)

aa)

202:% 8/ 7

flreplace is inoperable - damper is rusted closed.

Flue is in unknown (but probably deteriorated)

condition.

chimney needs to be re-built, at least above the

roofline.

gutters leak in many places and are broken in two

places - need immediate attention; :
exterior stucco is cracked in many places and has !
fallen off in a few places .
driveway is a combination of ¥ being completely- ;
fractured and water-undermined concrete and the other ¥%

being a blacktop top layer which is peeling off of a

brick underlayer.

not water heater will need to be replaced within the

year.

brick steps from driveway to walkway in front of house

have settled unevenly and the left gide has broken off.

small brick front porch has some bricks that are loose.

iron roof supports are rusting, and the single

remaining iron railing has rusted through.

Wood on front portico has rotted through.

kitchen is very small and narrow, and ite design and

aesthetics are extremely poor - to be a positive

marketable part of the house, it would need to be

completely expanded and renovated.

access to attic-area bedrooms - has no regular stair

access, but only a narrow spiral staircase. A regular

staircase needs to be installed.

dormer on back of finished-off attic leaks, causing

mildew and rotting problems in the wall with the

sliding glaes door

Tiny "garage" with makeshift front doors has holes in

roof and sides and is rotting in places

Of course, this list doesn't address the fact that the house

also needs to be repainted and will need new roof in another
year or two...

e ———
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KELLEY COMPANY IN C.

- REALTORS
4600 WAVERLY AVENUE - PO BOX 570 GARRE’IT PARK, MD 208960670 |
301-933-8333 FAX. 301.982-8348.
WELCOME

6807 Meadow -Lane - Chevy Ck:@se MD 20815

fc*ttt*atltttt**kxtﬂt*tt*tt***ttk**t!tktk*txt*kk*k*k*n*ttt****a*!*
cnevy crlase Section IV

8385 ,000.00

* TAXES: $2,678.00 - LEGAL DESCRIPTION: LOT 10
L ' BLOCX 7 CHEVY CHASE SEC IV
POSSESSION AT SETTLEMENT ' ‘
LOT SIZE 12,101 Sq. Ft.

FIRST FLOOR PLAN OFFERS ENTRY FOYER, NICE SIZED LIVING ROOM,
MODERN KITCHEN WITH STEP DOWN BREAKFAST ROOM, 2 LARGE BEDROOMS
AND FULL BATH, PLUS SUITE THAT INCIYDES SITTING ROOM, SHALI:
BBDROOH AND 2ND FULL BATH.

AR

orms 3 BEDROOMS AND A FULL BATH, ONE BEDROOM IS A’ BRIGHT

- AND SUNNY ROOM WITH GLASS SIIDING DOORS, IDEAL AS UPSTAIRS DEN.
THERE I8 ALBO A mca HALL S'I‘ORAG’Q CLOSET.

mx_sgsm;_
__ THERE 18 A WORK AREA WITH STATIONARY SINK PLUS LAUNDRY
AREA ON THIS LEVZ.

CUSTOM FEATURES:

LARGE PATIO OFF RIiCu.BN OVERLOOKS WONDERFUL REAR YARD.
1 CAR GARAGE (CONVEYS "AS IS“) 8PECTACULAR 12701 SQ FT YARD IS
FULL OF WONDERFUL AZALEAS AN PLOWERING PLANTS.

*_ ASSESSMENT DY MONTOOMERY COUNTY "LAND VALUE® $359,020.00-=
+ “THPROVEMENTS® $52,3(0.00-==~----TOTAL FULL VALUE $411,330.00

THE CHEVY CHASE.  AREA THAT SURROUNDS THIS HOME IS NOTBD FOR ITS
FINE COLLECTION OF LARGE HOMES OF DIVERSE ARCHITECTURAL STYLES.

MANY OF THE SURROUNDING HOMBSS ARE VALUED IN THBE $500,000.00 TO
$750,000.00 PRICE RANGE.

-

- TH18 HOMBE OF!’BRS TERR{FIC POTENTIAL FOR- BXPANSION WITH NO
CONCERN 0? OVERIMPROVEMENT. v

LISTER: GENE KELLEY
HOME # 301-654-7359 OFFICE 301-933- 8333 g
e dbon iltomtion is desned reliadle Bat is not qumtml. o

l: S The complets REAL ESTATE SERVICE for Montgomery County
. . m"’-&\uhﬂmmxmuaw
REALTOR : .
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ROBERT BELL. ARCHITECTS
3230 P Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.2007
rbell@erols.com
t. 202-333-8412
f. 202-333.5150

March 30, 1998

Perry Kephart
Montgomery County HPRB staff

t. 301-563-3400
f. 301-563-3412

Dear Ms. Kephart,

Enclosed is a set of photos from 1978 béfore its present remodeling. Unfortunately the I do not
have any photos in the office of the present elevations. But I have enclosed our drawing of that
elevation as well as the elevation showing the second addition to the structure made in 1987
which also altered the front facade by adding a wing equal to 2/3 of the width of the original.
The house has new be remodeled where well over 75% of the house has been changed. [am
flattered that the original historic staff report had mistaken the present facade g the original- but
I would hate to have to defined changing the 1978 facade I had designed- it would make me feel
just too old.

If this is not sufficient information please call me and I will drive out there to photograph it this
lunch time.

Sincerely yours,

RaxRA|

Robert A. Bell
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

March 30, 1998

MEMORANDUM

TO: Tootle Shipley, Department of Permitting Services
FROM: Perry Kephart, Historic Preservation Secti%/\/(/
RE: 5 Grafton Street, Chevy Chase

We were contacted by Robert Bell, the owner of the Bungalow at 5 Grafton Street, after
my meeting with you to discuss proposed plans for alterations that he had submitted to your
department. )

He has demonstrated to our satisfaction that the front facade of the resource has already
been significantly altered and much of the material is not original. Pictures of the building from
1978 and drawings from 1979 and 1989 confirm that the changes to the front facade, the
windows, the front dormer and the overall massing of the property are extensive.

We would recommend that the changes to the property that heis currently proposing not
be considered substantial alterations to a historic resource.

Thank you for your patience with this matter. Please call me at 301-563-3400 if you have
any questions.

Post-it” Fax Note ‘7671  |Date 3 /3 o Ip’28£s> \

I N W o VR

Co./Dept. Co. A}
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CoLnie TEZRY

6807 MEADOW LANE, TOWN OF CHEVY CHASE
(EARLIER KNOWN AS 6307 MEADOW LANE)

SUMMARY OF HTISTORICATL, INFORMATION

A map dated 1907 (source?) shows a cluster of four dwellings
between the old water tower and Chevy Chase College in an area
that corresponds to the current location of the subject lot at
the corner of Meadow Lane and Woodside Place. Further research
is needed.

Deed research (see below) shows that Chevy Chase Land
Company sold subdivided Lot 10 to Edwin Wilson in 1919. Other
members of the Wilson family presumably inherited the property
and sold it to William H. Tayloe in 1922. Tayloe is listed in
Polk’s directory of 1927-28 as living at 6307 [now 6807] Meadow
Lane. Sanborn map of 1927 shows a one-story frame house at this
address, although Klinge maps of 1931 and 1941 show a two-story
dwelling. The Sanborn 1958 update shows a one story dwelling.
The conclusion is that this was always a one-story house,
probably dating from the mid-1920s. {Note that a one or one and
a half story Cape Cod was constructed in 1924 at 3800 Williams
Lane.) Houses on the other side of Meadow Lane apparently are
correctly shown as two story dwellings on the Klinge maps.

RESEARCH OF LAND_ RECORDS

October 17, 1919

288:173

Chevy Chase Land Company, Montgomery County, to Edwin W. Wilson,
D.C., for $2722.72, Lot 10, Block 7, in subdivision made by Chevy
Chase Land Company known as “Chevy Chase, Section 4,” recorded in
plat book #2, p. 104. Covenants include restrictions limiting
use of premises to residential purposes; a 25-foot setback from
the front property line with stables, etc. to be erected only at
the rear (with the notation that “In the case of corner lots any
and all lines bordering upon a street, avenue, or pathway shall
be considered a front line”); no house to cost less than $4000;
single family occupancy only with a side yard setback of 5 feet
and 10 feet from nearest adjacent house; all restrictions apply
to successors and assigns.

September 20, 1922

324:40 ' _
Mabel Wilson Beale, Swarthmore, PA and Carroll Beale, husband,
D.C.; Walter M. Wilson and Patience McKey Wilson, wife, Colorado
Springs, Colo.; and E. Percival Wilson and Elizabeth Keech
Wilson, wife, Montgomery County, to William H. Tayloe of
Montgomery County. Lot 10, Block 7, Chevy Chase Section 4, with
same restrictions as deed filed at 288:173.

March 26, 1956

2193:276 _

Elizabeth W. Tayloe, an unmarried woman, and Louise Plater
Tayloe, an unmarried woman, devisees under will of William H.



Tayloe (died on or about December 10, 1937) and also of Estelle
Tayloe (died on June 5, 1955), with the notation that Elisabeth
W. Tayloe is also known of record as Elizabeth W. Tayloe, to
Mabel L. Alexander and Esther M. Baughman, Lot 10, Block 7,
Section 4 of Chevy Chase.

August 26, 1968

3785:100

Mabel L. Alexander and Esther M. Baughman to Richard A. Garner
and Margaret O. Garner, wife, Lot 10, Block 7, Section 4 of Chevy
Chase.

January 14, 1970

3953:26

Richard A. Garner and Margaret O. Garner to Charles E. Garner and
wife Lucy V. Garner, Lot 10, Block 7, Section 4 of Chevy Chase.

October 16, 1972

4287:563

Charles E. Garner and wife Lucy V. Garner to Richard A. Garner,
Lot 10, Block 7, Section 4 of Chevy Chase.

August 12, 1991

9889:303

Richard A. Garner, sole owner, to John O. White and Elizabeth M.
White, husband and wife, for $379,500, 6807 Meadow Lane, Chevy
Chase, Maryland 20015. '



CHEVY CHASE SURVEY FORM, 1995 ¥ SURVEY AREA # ’

. ) FAZ, e f A rie
ADDRESS 280 Ui/ iamS Contact éheet #
| -
ARCHITECTURAL STYLE CATEGORY: 1 2 NC oop )
1. Gothic Revival 7. Colonial Revival
2. Renaissance Revival 8. Four Square
3. Tudor Revival - 9. Craftsman
4. Classical Revival 10. Bungalow
5. Mission 11. Art Deco
6. Dutch Colonial 12. Other éﬁégwgéﬁ{
NUMBER OF STORI‘ES/ /
1 1.5 2 2.5 3 or more
— — (indicate #)
NUMBER OF BAYS /
1 2 3 VvV 4 S 6 or more

(indicate #)
PRINCIPAL WALL MATERIALS - 1lst story '

CES\WOOd - clapboard 3. Brick 5. Concrete 7. Stucco
2. Wood - shingle 4. Stone 6. Aluminum/Vinyl 8. Other
d story ;
Wood - clapboard 3. Brick 5. Concrete 7. Stucco
. Wood - shingle 4. Stone 6. Aluminum/Vinyl 8. Other

PRINCIPAL WINDO YPE - 1st Story
a. 1/1 b. 8/8 6/1 4. 6/6 e. 9/1 f. Casement g. Other

2nd Story )

a. 1/1 b. 8/8 c, 6/1 d. 6/6 e. 9/1 f. Casement g. Other
ROOF SHAPE

Gabled: ‘ Hipped:

2O & b ©og=

ot + bk s 1 [aitennd
Fetod quans

—y e
Heitosnid Lorst Con boidt 2 Forn

ROOF MATERIALS o (Rl 5T Y ldlanis i 192,

THliome | menwote | pontie | prce | o fage som ons Wooo _— 7 7
. AsPHAC Cenad" $= Mindes Nov. 19,

& ololalsefE %

DATE/ERA OF CONSTRUCTION |3

cther
pre-1916 1916-27 v/ 1927-45 post-45 unknown

notes on back



spacially and generally the._property heraby_conveyedi thst they.selzed. of _tha_land hersby .

|
conveyed: tmt thay have r right to gconvey said land; that the seid pegt of the eegond __

- part she 11 qudetly enjoy said land; that they dons no act to encwnber sedd land: and_that

they will execute sugh further assursnces of sald land a® my be requisite,

WITNESS our nands and seals, -
L ’ Py *
. hast ¢ Joseph 0. Murray (SEAL)
C.R. Ravdybush <75 0tilla W. Murrey {S=AL)
" ~
: e .
s (Interra 1 Revenue £2.00) L
L.——’:""
) _ 8TATE OF MARYLAWD, COUNTY OF MONTGOMERY, SS: . o o — e
B € I HRREBY OERTIPY that on _this 20th day of october 1919, before the subseriber,
o P
‘r j‘___ a Notery Publie persomlly appeared Joseph O. Murray and Otilla W. Murray, his wife, —_
“k e, .
£ end did eech acknowledge the aforegoing Deed to be thoir aet. I
Y - ST
IN TESTIMONY WHERECF, I Have effixed my offieial seal this 29th day_of October_
¥y ' __A.D, 1919, . ~- 3 afaa eewiva

. : -C.R, _Rowdybuen

) ‘ NotaTy Public inend_for Montgomery Co. Md.
E 1 'ﬂ,‘ “r FS
v i N P omilil
i .v? q’{j ey v .
Y .
&ah ¢ . - Notary Pub 1l4e . . — —— e —
- = =
g N  Bmen st s Pranan e Montgomery Co.. - -
! e aryland., —
- 1 - F e R S I S TR 2 VR PUTIRS L R G s 15 I B . - . 5 '.w
p : o :
- A . 2P .
AR o X
XA MINFED : At:the request of Pdwin W, Wilson the followimg deeq was_resorded Navember Sth, A.D. 1919 __.

ﬁWj 1 mt‘B.Sg o'eloak. A.M., to.wit:

6
nnmuen. »y and between The _Chegx Cmse land Company, of Montgomery Coumty, Marylsndl

oot o B

ZZMK gﬁpw {a cbrporat.ion duly organized under and by virtue_of the laws of the Stete of Maryland), __ .

. party of the first part, and Edwin W, Wilson, of the District of Columdbia, party of the_.

seeond part:

4

of the sum of Mnty-sevon ‘hurdred and twenty-two and 72/100 .dollare to it paid wy_the

__said mrty _of the seeond part, and of the coverants end agreements of the said party .of

the 8eeond part as hereinafter set forth, does hereby grant and convey uﬁtg the satg

party of the seeond part, in fee simple, the following deseribed lsnd and_premises

- ®with the improvements, easements end appurtensnses thersunto bdelonging, situs:t_e_in_thé

~County of Montgamery, State of Maryland, hamsly! LOT mumdered Ten (10) in Bleek_numbered

seven (7) in the subdivision mad by The Chevy Chase Land Company of Montgomery _Courty,_

Marydand, koown as "Chevy Chase, Section Four" a8 per plat of ssid subdivision recorded in_

Plat Book #2 _Pp8ge 104, of the Land _Raogords_of Montgomery County, Msry lend.

R
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_ . Montgomery Cainty, Maryland, ite successors and assigns {essigns including sny
_person deriving title medistely or immediately from said Jompeny to any lo& &

. square in the Seotlion of the Subdivision of wnisoh the.land hereby conveyed forms a

_ epecially the property hereby conveyed, and to execute such further assursmses aof

and appurtenancet, unto and to the use of the said party of _the sseond part, his
heirs and aseigns, in fee-simple,

IN CONSIDFRATION of the execution of this Dsed tne said party of the
sadond part, ror himself and rfor his heirs and assigns, hereby covemmnte and sgrees
with the party of the firet part, its suceessore and essigns (such covermants snd
.agreements to run with the land), as follows, viz:

1. That all houses upon the premises hereby conveyed. sisll be built and

used for residence purposes exclusively, except steblss, oarrisge-nhouses, sheds o W[_ 3

other outbuildings, for use in connsction with such residences, and tmt no trags,

business, msnufacture or sales, or ruisance of any kind shall be carrisg om or per-

mitted upon aaid premises,
2. Thet no structwwre of axw?aescri;;tion shall pe erected within twenty-
,five (25) reet of the front lins of easid premises; and tmat no etabls, carrisge~
house, shed or'o;nbuild:.m shall be erected except on the rear of saild premises,
. . In the osse of cormer lots any and all lines bordering upon a street,
avemie, or parkway shall be considerad & rront lins. '
Z. That no house 6hall be ereasted on ssid preomises at a cost lese than

Four thousand (4000) Dollare.

4, That any house erected on said premises Bhall pe desigmned for t}e_

ocoupancy of s single remily and no part of any hase or of any sturoture appur-
tepant theroto shall be erected ot maintained within five (5 feet of tqe side
_lipes of premises hereby conveyed, nor within (10) ten reet of the nparest adjscont

houee. e e U

- 5. Thet 8 violation of angcof the aforesaid covemsnts and agreements mey.

.

be enjoindd end the same enforeed at the suit of The Chevy Chese Land Compenys oF..

-

B v R r

mrt). ool B

AND the said party hereto of the first part nsreby covenants to warrant

said land a6 may be requisite,

IN TESTIMONY WHERFOF, on tHe day amd year first hereinbefore written, the
said The Chevy Chase Lsnd Company, of Montgomery County, Maryland, has caused theee
presents to bs £igned with ivs corporste name by Egward J. Stellwagen its President
‘attested by Gaorge F., Fleming its Seeretary, end its corporate seal to be neraunto
affixed, and does hereby constitute and appoint George E. Fleming its true end
lawful Attorney-in-fact, for it end in its name, plaece and stead to scknowledge
‘these presents as ibs ect and deed before any person or officer duly euthorizeg
10 take such acknowledgment, and to deliver the epame a8 suol. . _ .

. __The Chevy Chase Land é.ompamr of ' -

. Montgomery County, .!arylazgd. .
Eqward J, Stellwagen .

- £




o .Chavy Chees ldnd Con

of. Montgomery Co.

Maryland.

Attest: g@eo. E. Pleming\

[ ' Secretary. '
-—-’T——-‘-—‘_

4 ~ ‘ . (Interm1 Revenue $3.00)

[ DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO WIT:

L‘ I, Willlam L, Miller a wotary Public 1n and for the said District of Columbis, do

nerepy oertiry tmt jeorgs E, kloming who 1s rersommlly well~known to me to be the person
‘ . namad as Attormey-in-fect in the raregoing and annexed Deed, dated the 17tn dey of_October,
1919, to acknowledge the same persorslly appeared befere me in the said District of Colum-

! _bia, and as Att.orm.y-in-fa.dt as aforesaid, and' by _virtues of the power and authority in him

vu“d_hy the aforesaid Dead, acknowledged _the_samd to_be_ the ast am deed ép thg said The

+ ‘s X cnav_y Cmaes I Iand _Company, of Montgomery County, Maryland, snd delivered the_tams 68 auon. .
\. - € ey aenen a;v_gn_undor_w_mnd_am_.sesl_thia_17$h.day_or_0ctober,A.D.._1919. -
K - 'i},rj, B N S SO S Wa. L. Madler _ - _._ " - _
‘ A -.,Encx b?.-ﬁ. -‘sg«g.;a.,m % e 1Y LA ."d s = spn o Notary Pub11§, D.Co__. _ L i
3 ' PE
+ A - J_; w .? ﬁ Tei Lkl ZERL . ?_-'.t-u mu 0'11""1_Qm_._1188 ion expdres Maroh 10, 1921, -
" . ’z;n:; § e Y?\{ﬂnxﬂn ‘-"3{'.&:-«-.“4: : ‘ LR A0E T A () mee
aforrdy te -\-m.v,_tya?»?'m-') et 1/ Williem L, ‘lﬂ,lh e
‘i = ": i =‘»)‘«4‘“~:.’.--«'.;' f;‘;jf"' et s ‘H‘Q)cly_ﬁgpug f": cA P YE ‘assuge 8 0% v {20l Ik --f‘..
3 “}_ ! ; < ag otee L, \an-rict of. Colump manze s 4 ZAR e < g1
Y e N _

as

$

4 ~— e

—-—-—'4‘- -- O MM 00 A 20 6 o4 R 14801010 ’.. .' » FI i A bh i s I e 5 08, b .',,‘ ,. .- ..-,. et
E.ﬂ{‘ M ./AZ:...—/ . _ At the request of Jemes H, 1015501 the rollowing. deed wae recorded dovember &th, A.D. X919 _

JI/J,%%Mf st 10,56 _o'clock, A M., towit: = . . __ —— ..

y%M . _THIS DEED,_Made tHis 1st day of novemder in the year nineteen hmundred and nine-

//(%45 . teen hundred snd nineteen hy Benjamin P. Leighton and Sarsh A. Laighton, his. wife, and . .____

Samuel R, Bond and Mary H. Bond, His wife, of Montgomery County, in t'® Stata_of Marylsnd: .__

S —

i

WITNESSETH, THat for and_in consideration of tHe sum o £ Ten Dollars_($10.) and . __

divers other good and valuable considerstions us thersunto moving, we, the asid,_m&;mm —

- . . _Leighton and Serah A. Leighton,. hia wife, and Samuel R._Bond and Mary H._Bond, His wife,
__do grant unto James H, Cissel, also o" 8aid County end St.at.e, all those lota, pisces or

<

. parcels of-land, situate, lying and Being in Montgomery County, in the State_of Maryland, . _

[ SETE— 1A NS “tractstét ladA'ésMidAinAdaitional Manorial Lot®, being part_of_ "Falkland . _
A i
¥ # i __Mopor®, "Girls Porticn” and #Charles and Willfam", and_contained within the metes end
-‘-.-——-——-—-L- bounds,. courses and distances following, towit:. . -

3 R :&l s
. 2T . BFBINNING ot & gas. pipe drivem -on_the North. udg_of o _smal 1’ streo.m.

|
.__},‘__bsiu_thg Norsh cormer_of.thé uy.e..a
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{Internsl Revenue :2.50)

Stete of ¥loride, Osesoly County, wo wit:-

I kers=boy

b

cf liovember iy tha Jear

ninsteen hundred end twenty two, before the subecriber, a Lobtary sublic of the

State_of ¥loride ir end for Cesceola county, perconstlly appeared ¥rank C. 3e£ts

_and hdele I. Belttz, nie wifs, end did each acknovledge the aforegcing snd

annexed deed Lo be vheir respecuivs aot and deed.

Givzn under my nand end novariel sezl tnis 20:5h day of hovembey

+.D. 1922,

e e L ———

\\ Jemes M. Johnson

Hotary Puulic Ztate of Flopid

‘VHZM,M W - y=Ad

Hotery Yublic

L. /
.State of Floriaa /

Riiii "####ﬁ ’

4
At the remecst of William H.m@ayloebghe following deed was reqo

ed ov. 25th a.d. 1922 at 10:47 o'clock sA.l0. to wit:=

Vdd . Thit deed, made this 20th day of teptember in the year of oux
J

Lord one thousand nine hundred and twanty two, by andbetween Ilabel Wileon

Beale, of Swarthmore, Pemneylvania and Carroll Besle, her husband, of the
Distriot of Columbis; Walter M. Wileon and Patience McKey Wilson, hig wife, of

Colorade Spring Colorado and ©. Percivel Wilson and Elizabeth Keech %

nig wife, of Montgomery Qounty, Maryland, parties of the firet pari, and

Willism H. Tayloe of Montgomery County, Masyland, party of the second parts.

money of tne United Statec to them in hand vaid bafore she

seeling and delivery:

cf the first part do grant and convey

unto & ”1111&

. Teylce persy of the cecond mrt, zlf hneirs and assipgns

R

eimple, the followinz deccribzd land wnd prenices, withk the improvements,
easements &nd sppurtenances itnereunte ovelonging, sisuate in the county of

sate of larylend, nomelw:

Lot numbered ter (1C) in bloek numbsred zevs:: (7) in the

divicion mede by Zne Unev. Lund Company of llontgomery Count,
=g "Chev: Cnacs lezuicn Four" ae per pla’ of said subdivici-m recerded

plat book #2, page 104, of the lund reszords of liontso-ary lYounty, laryle
Poy H4 & - - 3 R <

premicss, with
improvements easrmanty, and a purtenances, unie and to the ues of the eai
et e e e » -

of the geccend pert, nie teris end assigne in fee cimple.

In coneideration of the execution of this deed, the tald parhy;

of the seccnd partk_ggy himeelf and for hie

N T g g e 0 g 1 %

ch A

menufnesure IF

prcmi;z:.

- s
(.4000) ¢
N

o s .
enjoinsd and tne :

administraters or
bt e
~immediateély from

_gee¢tion of whz su
i

the propery; tzre:

be reguic:ie.

. Clarz o

"Bruce Baird ac to

Yo

Botury sunise i
Bizabesn ieoor
— in =
e o et T



and ecgrees with <he pertiec of the firet parit, their neirs, executore, adminissiravers and

assigne (such covenante and agreements te run with the land}, e followe viz:

1. That &1l housse upon the premiser kareby converad siall be buils and usgad

fer recidence purrposes 2xelusively exee2ptictables, zarrisge-houzec ched. or othor

outbuiidings, for use in corxection with suer resideness, and that ne trade, businesg,

manufacture or geles, or nuizance cf any kind shall b earried on or permitted uporn esid

hra:?:&-‘.’mi.usr' a1y o

sgg};ﬁbe_ﬁrected 2x2ep7 on ths rear of tald premices;
In <hs case of cornxr lots any and all linecs bordering aoon & cstreet avenue

or parkway shall be conctidered a froni line.

o Bf Zhat no house chall be erected on said premicss wi & cost legs that frur

t%ogsand (>4000) dollars.

4. That any house erected on eaid premices cihall be dei:gned for tie occupancy

of & single family, ard no pert of eny houre or of eny ciruetur: oppurtenant theresc shell

be erected Or mairsained witnin five (5) feet of the side lines of premisas nereby

eonveyed, nor wiskin (10) ten feet of the nearect adjacent houce.

5. That a viclasion of any of the aforecsaid covensute snd ugrsemente may be

enjoined and the ceme enferc=d at the suit of the grantore hereirn tasir Leire, exescuters
e . N i} ’

adminictratores o= aescigne (acseigns including any person deriving title medisuvely or

~immediatdly from caid grantores to eny lot Or sauare or pert of a lot or .tyumre in the

_fection of the subdivision of whieh the luznd hereby conveyed forme a pars) .

=nd ths said pariier of the first pari naredy covenante to warrant cpecially

-

the property neredy couvayed, and vo execute such furbner sssursiucer ¢l caid land u: may

be requicsite.

Witnessc t:eir hgqg;mﬁgg ceale.

I Mabel Wilson Beale (Zeml)

Andrew .. Clark &% to 17 .3, g ; Carroll Beale (“eal)
. L 1
E B

ru ¢t . C e
~_9?W$§1?d 8 tc C. 3. L . Walter . Vileon {zeal)

Annie Z. Zichel,sze to T. 'I. V. L.+ Patvience lclley Vilecon (Sesl)

B2 50 .elle W 41, 8. Percivel VWilsoxn (Seul)

Elizsbesl Yeeck Tilcon (8eal)

, =2 be 2.0

(Intarral “ovenue - Z.50)

I nereby certify w:ct on thiz 3rd day of October 1922, bzfcere the swbucriber

L°tﬁry Public in and for ssid Dissricy personally appeered £. Percival “ilson, and

13§PEQhHKeechrzilson, hic wife, and did esch uzgknovledge the foregoing deed tc be their act. |

In Sestimony whereof I have effixed my offical sesl fthic Zrd da; of Cctober



. .on or adout Duonb-plo,
,Jine 5,71955 (Kitaabs
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71935 27%

S A mmm vous 10UTsE mm mws,'m.mnm m
Last W11 and- Testasent ‘of Willimi H Tayles, deceased, who disd
‘1937, sodigles 8 Kataile  Taylos, docnud; who diwd on - "

“Chevy Chaser Section [0"

‘o!’ thq Iam Hocm'da {or: said Mont.romorv Cqmt.y\

‘l‘ay).h bcuu; also knm mWWWM .

as per pl\t reoor.ed in Plat Book No. 2, pht IOL, éne’
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P ‘J\f Ki "Z c1 e
| Made this 75"‘ day of W/W/ ‘ : '” 16, %3 rﬁ’z.\qecn hundred and
o HEN]
sixty-eight by and beiween MABEL L. AL&X EDEK and \;{2 M. BAUGHMAN,
e g

+s Joint Tenants, partice of the first part, and RICHARD, &,: GARNER and wife, MARGARET

ek .
F_jq : mﬁnpﬁﬁgﬂ‘!, that for and ir consideration of the su. of Ten Dollars (310.00)}, said parties
[k :
Cl ',I? of the first part do grant - unto the said pert iea of the second part, in fee simple,
9 -
Whiias Tenants by th2 Encirety
=8|
!
e o .
C% i ihe following escribed land end premises, with the improvements, easements and apuurienances thereunto
E_i[ ll { elenging, situate, lying and being in Montgomery County, Maryland, namely;
I# Q i
!
!

Lot rumberad Ten (10) in Block numbered Seven (7) in a subdivision known as
"‘E"TION 4 - CHEVY CHASE" as per plat recorded in Plat Book 2 at Plat 104 among
tae Land Records of Montgomery County, Muryland.

BEING prcperty conveyed to Mabel L. Alexander «nd Egthier M. Baughman, as Joint
Tenaents by Eligabeth W. Tayloe, unmarried, Louisc Plater Taylee, unmarried, davisees
wader the lagt Will and Testament of william H. Taylce, deceased, who died Dec. 10,
1937 and also of Estelle Tayloe, deceased, who died June 5, 1355 (Elisabeth W. Taylde
{ 2180 known as Elizabeth W. Tayloe) by deed dated March 26, 1956 &nd recorded April
¢ 17, 1556 in Liber 2193 at folio 276 among the afoezaid Lsnd Records.

|
':; On ﬁimn‘ and o iggm the same unto ond to the use of the soid pert 1es  kerets of the
i

second part, in fee simple, as Tenants by the Entirety

!‘i AND thesaid psrties of the first part
|
i hereby covenant  to warrant specially the property hereby conveyed, and to execute such further assurances
it 0j said land as may be requisite,

|
i
il
i
i

wﬁﬁl‘ﬁﬁ thetfr - kard 5 and :eals on she day ar}/c‘_. year first herebefore written.

.1 :

«| "oned realed and delwered i presence of, uu‘,“‘, S //,/, /// . e
a e T ; i/ /' It / s ’
. . . - / .
'?{ // e TS f U o

Habcl 1. Alaxander\

l‘lChrrn1 A Thamag g
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A —
Made this / ‘f/' ~ day of Jd_,m"]/ . in the year Ninete~r, hundred und
Seventy : by and between  YRICHARD 4. GARNER and .ife, MARGARET 0.

GARNER, Tenants by the Entirety, parties of the first ﬁart; and CHARLES E, .GARNER

tnd wife, IUCY V., GARNER, parties of the secend part.

mimyggpxh. that for and in consideration of the sum of Ten Dollars (810.00), said part ies

- of the first pare do grant unto the said parties of the second part, in feec simple,

gs Tenants by the Entirety,

the following described land and premises, with the 1mprovemer.m easements and appurtcnances thereun:o
belonging, suuaze, lying and being in Moutgomery County, Maryland, ramely:

Lot numbered Ten (10) in Block numbered Seven (7) in a subdivision known as

'SECTION 4 - CHEVY CHASE', as per plat recorded in Plat Book 2 at Plat 104 among

the Land Records of Montgomery County, Maryland.

BEINC property conveyed to Richard A. Garner and wife, Margaret O. Garner
Tenants by the Entirety by Mabel L. Alexander and Esther M. Baughman Joint Tenants
by Deed dated August 26th, 1968 and recorded August 30, 1968 in Liber 3785 at
folio 100 among the Land Records of Montgomery County, Maryland

19r0RPR -9 PHIZ 35

@n ﬁam} ann in ﬁum the same unto and 1o the use of the said parfes

i second part, in fee simple,

hereto of the
ag Tenants by the Entirety.

Anh the said

parties of the first part

. hereby covenant  to warrant specially the property. hereby conveyed, and to exccute such further assurances
i of said land as may be requisite. {

N

ot

ﬁﬁtn?ﬂﬁ their haﬂds
S igned, se}i(ed and aelwered in presence of,
: 7

t’k// /\Y{Z’"\ 4/’;‘/ ;u{ "’
/

and seals on the day and year first herebefore written.

Richard A. Carner P
Willfan P, Dainley R
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This Beed

Made this 7/ ‘Zﬁ day of = October " in the year Nineteen hundred and
Scyouty two by and between CHARLES E. GARNER and wife, LUCY

V. GARNER, Tenants by the Entirety, parties of the first part; and
RICHARD A. GARNER, party of the second part.

FORM MD. t & D.C.

Titiivs aeily, thes for and in consideraticn of the sum of Ten Dollurs ($10.00), said parties |

of the first pa}t do grant ‘ unto the said part ¥ . of the second part, in fee simple,

the following descrided land and premises, with the improvements, easements and appurtenances thereunto o
belongirg, situate, lying and being in Montgomery County, Maryland, namely:
Lot numbered Ten (10) in Block numbered Seven (7) in a subdivision §
known as "SECTION 4 - CHEVY CHASE", as per plat recorded in Plat Book
2 at Plat 104 among the _Lahd Records of Montgomery County, Maryland.

BEING property conveyed to Charles E. Garner and wife, Lucy V.
Garner, Tenants by the Entirety, by Richard A. Garner and wife,
Margaret O. Garner, Tenants by the Entirety, by Deed dated January
14th, 1970 and recorded April 9th 1970 in Liber 3953 at folio 26
among the Land Records of Montgomery County, Maryland

L0

.
.

! Wittiess  their hands  and seal's on the day and year first herebefore written,

On ﬁanp and to ﬁnm the same unto and to the use of the said part y hereto of the ]

second part, in fee simple,

Anh the said parties of the first part

hereby covenant to warrant specially the property hereby conveyed, and to execute such further assurances
of said land as ma:. .- requisite.

WITNESS:

) Chax:)les E G

..... R, 2o 1 p/‘CWl/ (SEAL)

Gax n
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0

eonsiosra 3. receipt of which it hereby
i Partylies) ST e fifst ndrt certify under the penalties of perjury es the actunl considera-

L 5,;‘9!“\" the’ frount of £ny mortgage or deed of trust outstandinig, the said partyfies) of
2Atand convey Unta the paryiies) of the second pert in fee simple ax _____Tenants by the

Wil vnat propeny sitrate in o HONTGOHERY - County, State of Mzryland,

BRIy IO . S
e 6d TENE(10) - 40 Block numbersd SEVEN (7), in the subdivission
RS FE R BCTION; 4, . CREVY CHASE®, as per plat thereof duly recorded

“Hr(&“g‘t‘:h%d‘m ds . of Montgomery County, Maryland in.Flat Book 2

cx TAT W THE
.
» *r_,'_—.——-——"

-.X‘-\G!‘JCUL‘:UP-E TRAMEF
< ANOUNT OF %

aigEn

idjeet 1o covenants, easements and restrictions of record.
En?ﬁau:anh Gﬂ 'ﬂulh said 1and and premises sbove described of mentioned.and hereby intended to
he 6i§'v;cycd. together with the buildings and improvements thereupon erected, made or being, and all and svery.ti-
i'gm.:'wii'iic'g'cs. 'abpurlcnanc:s atid advanlages thereunio beionging: or in anvwise apperiaining., unto and for
\ b?ober_'ﬁie only, benefit and hehatf forever of said party{‘ss) of the second part in fec simple.
Beij gv(h‘e same property described in Liber 4287 folio - 3 . amang th: said Land Records.

Aﬂb the said party(ics) of the first part covenants that it wil' warrant specially the prépcrly hereby con-
that it will execute such further assurances of szid land as may be requisite or necessary.

3 B . .
Qnmmtimung @h?f!ﬁf. the ssid party of the first pari has set i_ls hand(s) and scal(s) the year and day
‘Wbave written, : ] ‘
. . C ) C / l/ . -
SEAL) ot T RS GEAD

F O . B (SEf\L) N L . . - (SEAL)

[ER

hugust

Stnte af Burpland’ Countg of . MONTGOMERY

33 \Btﬂbu (Evzrtifg that on 1his ____' dey of
b“cfifr&me. the undersigned subs‘l‘.‘xffcr. did personaliy appear-
-+ RICHAFD A. CXRNER Lo
kROWR 10 e or satisfactorily proved to bz the person(s) whose name(y) are set forth in the within deed, aud did-fur;,
r,.‘\c:'cckno',t'lcdse'(ha: v..___’}f executed the afotegoing deed for the puiposes therein conmin\:d':‘, =3 sy

19
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FAX from John White

TO:__Clair Cavicchi ntg. Cnt Higtoric P
NAME COMPANY
FAX $: 301-563-3412
VOICE VERIFICATION#: __301-563-3400
 FROM:__Johp White
NAME

VOICE PHONE :_ (W) 202-208-1812
(H) 301-718-3780

DATE: 03-18-98

TRANSMITTAL CONSISTS OF COVER SHEET PLUS SIX PAGES.

PLEASE CALL THE ABOVE "FROM® TELEPHONE NUMBER IF YOU DID NOT
RECEIVE THE FAX IN ITS ENTIRETY,
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DATE: March 18, 1998

TO: The Staff of the Montgomery County Historic Preservation
Commission

Since February 10, the efforts of my wife, Elizabeth, and I
to construct over this summer a new house on our property at 6807
Meadow Lane in the Town of Chevy Chase have been at a standstill.
That was the day we found out that, to get a demolition permit
for the existing house, we needed to obtain the approval of the
Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission.

T am writing you this letter, about one month later, to
present to you the situation in which we now find ourselves.

We purchased the property at €807 Meadow Lane (which is a
corner lot) in the Town of Chevy Chase in August of 1991 for
almost the full list price of $385,000, which was well above its
innate market value if drastic renovations are not allowable. We
did this in spite of the fact that there were many serious

' drawbacks to the house, including but not limited to:
a) a structurally-unattractive architectural style,
b) no normal access to the sleeping quarters above the
main floor, ,

c) a damp, leaky, rundown, low-ceilinged cellar that spans

only % the footprint of the house,

d) leaking galvanized piping,

e) a mixture of old, outdated ectrical wiring and “"Harry-

Homeowner" electrical wiring. :

£) a small, dark, cheaply-finished kitchen,

g) an extremely poor design for traffic-flow among the

main floors mostly-undersized rooms

h) poorly-fitting windows and exterior doors, with almost

no storm windows or doors,

i) leaking gutters all the way around the house,

3) a tiny, poorly-maintained wooden garage that was useful

as a storage shed and little else, and,

k) a long driveway and a front patio in desperate need of

replacement.

The reason we were willing to pay almost full price for the
property in 1991 was that the list price for the property was
very comparable to the sales price of large (and therefore, rare)
empty lots in Chevy Chase. For example, the 1991 list price of
6807 Meadow Lane was only about $30,000 more than the recent
sales price for a comparably-sized empty lot just around the
corner on Woodside Place onto which a large custom home wag bullt
around 1990. The real estate "fact sheet" from Kelley Company,
Inc. on the house even stated the following: :

202;:8 2/ 7
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THIS HOMEOFFERS TERRIFIC POTENTIAL FOR EXPANSION WITH

NO CONCERN OF OVERIMPROVEMENT.
So, we were willing to pay a small premium for the 6807 Meadow
Lane property, because we planned to qramatical}y improve the
property someday by, effectively, razing the ex1st1ng'structures
and building a more substantial house of a style consistent and
compatible with the houses of our neighbors.

Around 1993, we re-financed our mortgage, which: becausge bf
fees and points, added approximately $10,000 to our investment in
the property.

In December of 1996, Elizabeth's mother, Mazie, {then 81)
suffered a stroke, which left her unable to care for herself. 1In
January of 1997, Elizabeth's father, John, (then 83 and suffering
from high blood pressure) suffered a severe heart attack.
Elizabeth, who ie a teacher for Montgomery County Public Schools,
immediately flew to Florida to take care of her parents until the
situation stabilized; she remained there for more than 3 weeks.
And then, in December of 1997, John was diagnosed with bladder
cancer, for which he now is undergoing chemotherapy treatment.

In early January, as together we faced the inevitable
further deterioration of Elizabeth's parents' health, we realized
that the time had come to do that which we had always intended:
replace the existing insufficient structures on our property with
one that would properly suit the needs of our family - a house
that would: '

a) have sufficient gpace, facilities, layout, and flow so
as to permit the proper care for the grandparents of
our daughter Jacqueline, in their remaining years;

b) be a sound architectural design

c) allow us to recoup our initial, substantial overpayment
for the property at 6807 Meadow Lane.

Elizabeth and I initially looked at performing a major
renovation on the house. However, all the designs that would fit
inside the allowable building envelope (which ig smaller than one
would expect for a 12,000 sf lot because the 6807 Meadow Lane
corner lot faces two streets) would appear forced and would be
unattractive to potential future buyers. In addition, the total
cost per square foot for quality renovation is estimated to be
$140-220/sf, which, even if a design existed that would be a good

financial investment, we could not afford because of the scale of
renovation we require.

So, we turned to the possibility of constructing an entirely
new house. After talking to several reputable builders, we have
establighed that we can, indeed, build today the type of house we
want in about 5 months at a price close to the $100/sf we can
afford BUT ONLY IF WE CAN DEMOLISH THE CURRENT STRUCTURES. And,
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of course, once we looked into the process of demolition, we
found the law required us to obtain approval for guc@ work from
the Montogomery County Historic Preservation Commission.

I have already listed above the some of the major defects in
the property's structures. Below, I have echoed some of these
defects and added others. Please forgive me for the fact that
these lists are not finished products, but I felt that getting
the information to you sooner so that you could better appreciate
our situation was most important.

Sincerely, W

ohn D. White
(H)301-718-3780
{W)202-208-1812

1) The existing house is too small, poorly-designed, and poorly
laid-out for our current, near-term, and long-term needs
{current: 2 adults, one S-year old child, 2 50-1b. dogs;
near-future: 2 elderly adulte (grandparents) with existing,
‘serious health issues (heart condition, stroke, cancer), and
possibly a live-in nurse.

2) Renovation would be:

a) much too costly (very expensive ($140-220/sf, with
EVERY aspect of the entire house needing renovation and
expansion (creating a new dining room, family room,
kitchen, and a raised roof in addition to total
renovation of all of the house's systems and other
spaces would still leave us with a house with no
basement, or garage, or decent driveway, or curb
appeal.) ' :

b) a very bad financial investment which we would never
recoup on re~-sale due to the house's innate and
irreversible poor-design characteristics (e.g., only %
cellar (spans only % of house footprint and the main
floor joists are less than 7 feet above the foundation
cement's (leaky) floor), foundation walls leaking and
floor seeping water when it rains, exterior appearance
of house has zero curb appeal)), no space for an
addition AND a back yard, );

<) too long timewise (taking a year or more);

d) long-term dislocating and disruptive to our family and
potentially life-threatening to the elderly, infirm
grandparents,
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3) Most of the house's main areas and gystems are in need of
major repair, upgrade, or replacemerit. A partial list of
areas needing major investments are:
al the cellar (not a basement) - only ¥ cellar (that leaks

when it rains (walls leak and middle of floor has
cracks that seep water). Even with a de-humidifier
running almost constantly, anything placed in the
cellar for an extended period mildews. The stairs to
the basement are dangerously uneven and worn, and must
be replaced. : _

b) water service - the house has extensive galvanized
piping that now leaks in many places, has caused
clogged pipes and low water pressure, and needs to be
entirely replaced.

c) electrical gystem - has old electrical wiring -
potential fire hazard - always tripping circuit
breakers.

d) sewer - has a sewer line that has backed up into the

" hougse about 4 times so far, despite our repeated "Roto-

rootering" of the line.

e) floorse - the house has worn-down pine floors that

‘ cannot be re-finished and must be replaced; also, in
certain parts of the house, the floor shakes when a
person walks across it.

f) windows - not the originals, yet they do not all fit
properly into frames - let in lote of drafts. Many do
not open at all, and many others have broken/rotted
sash-cords.

g) exterior doors - do not fit correctly into frames, and
so let in lots of drafts. '

h) HVAC system installed by previous owner doesn't
properly heat and cool the house - needs extensive
ducting repair/replacement, some register re-location &
replacement, and possible re-sizing of the AC/furnace
unit.

i) storm windows, doors, screens - none on 90% of the
windows and doors.

j) small refrigerator has to be turned off about once
every other day (due to a loud noise it makes) - we're
trying not to invest in another if at all possible,

' prior to building.
k) bathroom shower pan leaks extengively into the floor

below it.

1} -~ bathroom shower piping leaks, causing bathroom floor
now to rot

m) previous water {(and termite/ant?) damage has caused

floor to give way in one place and be close to giving
-way in others. :

n) suspected carpenter-ant damage (extent unknown) in
f1§gr by the back door and in the garage roof and
walls.
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o)

p)
q)
r)

s)

t)
u)

V)

w)
X)

Y)

z)

aa)

flreplace is inoperable - damper is rusted closed.
Flue is in unknown (but probably deteriorated)
condition.

‘chimney needs to be re-built, at least above the

roofline.

gutters leak in many places and are broken in two
places - need immediate attention;

exterior stucco is cracked in many places and has
fallen off in a few places

driveway is a combination of % being completely-
fractured and water-undermined concrete and the other %
being a blacktop top layer which is peeling off of a
brick underlayer.

hot water heater will need to be replaced within the
year.

brick steps from driveway to walkway in front of house
have settled unevenly and the left side has broken off.
small brick front porch has some bricka that are loose;
iron roof supports are rusting, and the single
remaining iron railing has rusted through.

Wood on front portico has rotted through.

kitchen is very small and narrow, and ite design and
aesthetics are extremely poor - to be a positive
marketable part of the house, it would need to be
completely expanded and renovated.

access to attic-area bedrooms - has no regular stair
access, but only a narrow spiral staircase. A regular
gstaircase needs to be installed.

dormer on back of finished-off attic leaks, causing
mildew and rotting problems in the wall with the
sliding glass door

Tiny "garage" with makeshift front doors has holes in
roof and sides and is rotting in places

Of course, thie list doesn’'t address the fact that the house
also needs to be repainted and will need new roof in another
year or two...

202;%# 6/ 7
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KELLEY COMPANY KNC

- REALTORS |
4600 WAVERLY AVENUE POBOX 5%  GARRETT PARK, MD 208060670
3019338333  FAX: 301983839
WELCOME

6807 Meadow Lane Chevy Cl:se MD 20815

ktkn*kaax*tuxutx:*k**n**t**x***w**ﬁt*t*x**tt**k*ttn*x*xttx*t*****
Chawy Chase Section IV

5385 ,000.00 .

* TAXES: 8$2,678.00 : LEGAL DESCRIPTION: LOT 10
: ' . BLOCX 7 CHEVY CHASE SEC 1V

POSSEBSION AT SETTLEMENT ' '

LOT SIZE 12,101 Sq. Ft.

FIRST FLOOR: : : _ |
FIRST FLOOR PLAN OFFERS ENTRY FOYER, NICE SIZED LIVING ROOM,
MODERN KITCHEN WITH STEP DOWN BREAKFAST ROOM, 2 LARGE BEDROOMS
AND FULL BATH, PLUS SUITE THAT INCLYDES SITTING ROOM, SMALL
BEDROOM AND 2ND FULL BATH.

SECOND EQQ%&, : ;
OFFERS 2 BEDROOMS AND A FULL BATH, ONE BEDROOM IS A BRIGHT
* AND SUNNY ROOM WITH GLASS SLIDING DOORS, IDEAL AS UPSTAIRS DEN.
THERE I§ ALSO A LARGE HALL STORAGE_CLOSET.
LOWER LRVEL:
. TRERE 18 A HORK AREA WIT4 STATIONARY SINK PLUS LAUNDRY
AREA ON THI8 LEV2I.

Us ' . E

LARGE PATIO OFF KIiiiEM OVERLOOKS WONDERFUL REAR YARD.
1 CAR GARAGE (CONVEYS "AS IS") SPECTACULAR 12701 8Q FT YARD IS
FULL OF WONDERFUL AZALEAS AN" PLOWERING PLANTS.

_ASSESSMENT BY MONTGOMERY COUNTY “LAND VALUE" $359,020,00-
. 5D R R TOTAL FULL VALUE §411,320.00

THE CHEVY cnaszgnnah-runw SURROUNDS THIS HOME IS NOTEDP FOR ITS
FINE COLLECTION OF LARGE HOMES OF DIVERSE ARCHITECTURAL STYLES.
MANY OF THE SURROUNDING HOMES ARE VALUED IN THE $500,000.00 TO
§750,000.00 PRICE RANGE.

. THIS HOME OFFERS TERRIFIC. POTENTIAL FOR sxpansxon WITH NO
CONCERN OF OVERIMPROVEMENT. A , o

LISTER: GENE KELLEY _
HOME # 301-654-7359 OFFICE 301-933- 8333 ,
The sbove ilfmstiu is deened reliable but is mot quarasteed.

l{ v; o The complete REAL ESMM&RRVIC!MUMWM
. . cmmmwae-m Chwrehn,tmdm and Rockuille
REALTOR
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March 17, 1998

TO: Jeff Zyontz
FROM: HPC Staff
RE: Situation developing with homeowner in Chevy Chase

This is to give you a little info on the above situation before our meeting tomorrow.

Homeowner (Mr. White) has approached the Town of DPS to get a permit to demolish his house
at 6807 Meadow Lane and build another. The Town referred it to our office and has indicated
their general support for the owner’s request to demolish. Clare & Petry have discussed his
request, recommending he consider a) watting until designation process is complete and then
follow HAWP process, c) proposing a design which would alter the present house to
accommodate his needs but which would not be a substantial alteration in terms of the
Ordinance, or ¢) proceed with permit application to demolish which would “kick in” the master
plan process for a portion of, or the whole town. Mr. White holds that other properties have
been demolished (prior to 1994) and that his house is not a historically important house and
structurally inferior and that alteration would not meet his needs. He has provided staff a
drawing of what he wants to build.

ISSUES:

1. If Mr. White proceeds with requesting a demolition permit, it will require Clare to interrupt
progress on the Phase II designation process and focus on Section 4. It would probably also
impact on her other responsibilities, including the Silver Spring project.

2. There is nothing to prevent other requests from other Sections in the future with the same
implications for staff deployment.

3. There is a potential PR nightmare in requiring a 195 day wait or a three year wait for full

designation after which staff would still have to deal with what might be a denial of this
application or having to be overruled in favor of demolition.

QUESTION: Given that this same scenatio can re-occur, is there some way, legally, to develop



a procedure which would allow HPC to apply the existing HAWP process to applications from
Chevy Chase Locational Atlas sites? This would be an orderly process, the owner still has the
right of appeal, and it would help to preserve a potentially designated district.

3 3 ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok

On another matter, we need to discuss the contents of the mailing to Chevy Chase Village
owners. Particularly, whether we need to include the Resolution (not yet ready as per

Jean Arthur) and the Amendment. We have completed a cover letter and a four-page

piece on, “THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION ORDINANCE:
What it means for property owners in designated historic districts.



TO: HPC Staft
FROM: Mary
RE: Short staff meeting on 3/17/98

I would like to have a short staff meeting tomorrow morning, at 9:30am, as some of us already
discussed. Iknow you don’t hormally have such meetings but we have a meeting with Jeff on
Wednesday regarding Chevy Chase Village and a current question on dealing with owners in
Town of Chevy Chase (see below). I would like to be prepared for that.

AGENDA

A._Dealing with Town of Chevy Chase

Question: Do we need any new or special procedures to deal with requests from DPS
to consider property owners’ permit applications to demolish or make
substantial alterations?

Background:

1. Likely time frame for designation is three years. In the meantime, we need
to be prepared for what might be increasing requests and avoid
duplication of “West Lenox St.” phenomenon i.¢. facilitated designation
process for a portion of the town.

2. Request came in to Clare last week regarding a proposed demolition

3. Joey did a “drive by” on Friday - her view

4. Is 1t appropriate to anticipate an increase in such applications?

5. Is our current way of working with DPS on these applications adequate?

6. If NO, is it a question of changing procedures, more resources, ctc.?

Is there any need to make clear to Jeff or others how we will handle
them or what we need?

7. If YES, is there any need to say anything to anybody?
8. We all need clarity - especially Sue who handles so many calls

B. Mailing to Chevy Chase Village property owners

Question: Clare with Mary’s help is preparing mailing for CC Village owners.
What are your responses to the contents thus far?

C. Any other sharing?

1. MPI Awards
2. Amassing info on present work load for HAWPs
3. Training on effective meetings
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7.

Description: Summary paragraph and general description of

the resource and its various elements as it
exists today (i.e., August 1998):

The house at 6807 Meadow Lane is a 1% story, four bay
Colonial Revival Cottage clad in stucco (using a wire mesh
base) with a peaked roof portico over the front entrance.
The roof 1is asphalt shingle (age unknown). The windows are
1/1. Currently, there are decorative panel shutters (with no
evidence of original shutters) and aluminum storm windows on
each window. The original windows are of two types. The
large 1/1 windows across the front facade and on the front
of the two side facades have corded sash weights and
interior recessed brass sash lifts. Screw holes remain in
the top of the lower sash where center locking hardware was
used. The second type of original windows are narrow 1/1
windows in paired and triplicate sets. These are seen on
the side and rear facades. At the rear is a peaked roof
dormer over a center bumpout that is a recent addition. The
front gutter is the original steel half-round with clip
brackets. The downspouts are not original.

The second-from-left bay contains the painted front
door, and the other three, one 1/1 oversized windows. The
house also contains a centrally-located 2-flue brick
chimney, and the small front brick porch has metal vertical
supports for the gabled porch roof, along with small plaster
rosettes where the porch roof beams connect to the house,
and a plaster cherub over the front door. Simple, small
rectangular designs are on the house's wood soffits.

A simple, small, single-car, box-style, clapboard-sided
garage with a gable roof sits in the south-east corner of
the property, with significant insect damage on the roof and
walls.

The first floor has narrow pine flooring with diagonal
pine sub-flooring.

The cellar is under the rear half of the original
footprint. It contains ceramic fixtures, galvanized piping,
cement walls, two 6-light wood awning windows (one on the
driveway side and the other on the "Woodside Place" side),
and a crawl space under the front half of the house. The
floor is poured concrete with a central drain hole. A
center interior staircase is comprised of 10 wooden steps
with a simple wood railing. -There is no exterior egress
from the cellar.

K:\ELIZ\CCNEWHSE\OHSDCMTN.WPD



8.

Significance: Summary paragraph of significance and general
statement of history and support:

Chevy Chase is historically significant in the context
of suburban development in Montgomery County. In the late
19th and early 20th century, scores of subdivision sites
were created - first along the B&0 Railroad, then along
streetcar lines, and then on routes accessible by
automobile. Among all of these communities in the county,
Chevy Chase stands apart for its comprehensiveness. The
Section 4 portion of the Town of Chevy Chase is significant
for representing a continuation of Francis Newlands' vision
that began with Section 2, the Village.

The house at 6807 Meadow Lane appears to have been
constructed before 1935, probably in the 1920's, based on
changes to the property shown on the 1933 Sanborn Plats that
are not shown on the 1909 Thomas Fisher Plan, and from
recorded deeds 1/ for the site. There is no indication

1/

On October 17, 1919 [reference 288:173], Chevy Chase Land
Company sold Lot 10, Block 7 in the Chevy Chase Land Company
subdivision known as Section 4 to Edwin W. Wilson. Recorded
in Plat Boock #2, p.104.

On September 20, 1922 [reference 324:40], Carroll and Mabel
Wilson Beale (husband and wife), Walter M. and Patience
McKey Wilson (husband and wife), and E. Percival and
Elizabeth Keech Wilson (husband and wife) sold Lot 10, Block
7 of Chevy Chase Section 4 to William H. Tayloe.

On March 26, 1956 [reference 2193:276], Elizabeth W. Tayloe
(unmarried) and Louise Plater Tayloe (unmarried) sold Lot
10, Block 7 of Chevy Chase Section 4 to Mabel L. Alexander
and Esther M. Baughman.

On August 26,“1968 treféréﬁce 3785:1001; Mabel L. Alexander
and Esther M. Baughman sold Lot 10, Block 7 of Chevy Chase

- Section 4 to Richard A. And Margaret O. Garner (husband and

wife) .

On January 14, 1970 [reference 3953:26], Richard A. and
Margaret O. Garner (husband and wife) sold Lot 10, Block 7
of Chevy Chase Section 4 to Charles E. and Lucy V. Garner
(husband and wife).

On October 16, 1972 [reference 4287:563], Charles E. and
Lucy V. Garner (husband and wife) sold Lot 10, Block 7 of
Chevy Chase Section 4 to Richard A. and Margaret O. Garner
(husband and wife) .

(continued...)
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(from recorded deeds, the writer's and the Montgomery County
Historic Preservation Commission staff's knowledge of
history, etc.) that the house possesses individual historic
significance, or has been a contributor to local or national
history, or has been associated with local or national
historic figures.

Nor does the house possess architectural or design

significance, because it does not:

- embody a distinctive type, period, or method of
construction,

- represent the work of a master,

- possess high artistic value, or

- represent an established and familiar v1sua1 feature of
the neighborhood.

Although it has been in place for many decades, the
house has undergone too many changes and has been too
significantly altered to be distinguished as being a
familiar feature of the neighborhood. Also, for this same
reason, it can not be characterized as being of any
particular syle or period. This appears to have been one of
a group of one story cottages constructed by a developer,
using moderately priced materials after World War I in the
Town of Chevy Chase.

1/

{...continued) .

On August 12, 1991 [reference 9889:3031, Richard A. Garner,
sole owner, sold 6807 Meadow Lane (Lot 10, Block 7 of Chevy
Chase Section 4) to John D. and Elizabeth M. White (husband
and wife) .

K:\ELIZ\CCNEWHSE\OHSDCMTN.WPD



White's House at 6807 Meadow Lane in Chevy Chase Section 4:
First Floor Window sizes:

Window Type | Number |Window Size
(inches)
A’ 3 69" X 41"
B 3 69" X 35"
o 4 69" X 28"
D 3 69" X 23n
E 6 56" X 23"

Breakfast nook: 2 : each 69" X 41" (Type 'A')

Fam Rm Bathroom: one: 56" X 23" (Type 'E')

Fam Rm: 3: (on NE-facing wall): each 69" X 23" (Type 'D')
Fam Rm: 3: (on NW-facing wall): each 69" X 28" (Type 'C')
Dining Rm: one: (on NW-facing wall): 69" X 28“.(Type 1CY);

one: (on SW (Meadow Lane) -facing wall): 69" X 35"
(Type 'B')

"Living Rm: 3: one: (next to front door): 69" X 41" (Type 'A')

two: (one facing Meadow Lane &
one facing drivewy): 69" X.35" (Type 'B')

Den (by Jacqg's Rm): 2: 56" X 23" (Type 'E')

Jacqueline's Rm & Bathrm: 3: 56" X 23" (Type 'E')

K:\ELIZ\CCNEWHSE\OHSDCMTN . WPD
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7. Description: Summary paragraph and general description of
the resource and its various elements as it
exists today (i.e., August 1998):-

The house at 6807 Meadow Lane is a 1Y% story, four bay
p Colonial Revival Cottage clad in stucco with a peaked roof
¢ portico over the front entrance. The roof is asphalt

S shingle® The windows are 1/1, dn—a—-aumber-eof-stytes, with

Qf"/" aluminum storm windows, and degorative eznel shutters. At
&9\ the rear is a peaked roof dormef over a center bumpout that
is a recent addition. o ia:éJuﬁeewak,.,ﬁ Mo\ers

The second-from-left bay contains the painted front
door, and the other three, one 1/1 oversized windows. The
house also contains a centrally-located 2-flue brick
chimney, and the small front brick porch has metal vertical
supports for the gabled porch roof, along with small plaster
rosettes where the porch roof beams connect to the house,
and a plaster cherub over the front door. Simple, small
rectangular designs are on the house's non-functional (v sed
soffits.

A simple,  small, single-car, box-style, clapboard-sided
garage with a gable roof gits in the south-east corner of
the property, with significant insect damage on the roof and
walls.

The house's half-cellar suffers from many regular water
leaks and seapages. Insects and water have significantly
damaged the flooring of the first level (in the breakfast
room, the southeast first floor bedroom, and in the
northeast first floor bathroom). Also, there are apparent
cracks and chips in the stucco exterior, and the metal
supports for the front porch are in the middle stages of
rusting away.

- Y
° \?AJ\_\o\Ams G- vt 2. \—-"\ WuS ‘. . < ' \/
&r\_ﬂ»

) D
\;“"G\r_ (c}\\:w- .)3 \/\ Gc.wof-.sc{'lrh\’ QC—“A" %( i Leoss
2 e faaf, o Priamd guleg 1622 2020,
- ‘\Aslv \\3\3 - 1\9_,\0&? )t- N \ yewnaa vl
o "'"91--'(5‘1“"-75) \/l})'\ /?c:ufq) 3 ve £

e, C"’“"‘“";\“\ 9—("""'-‘&?»_>

~ 5. a@gw WV‘M& Q(oorih&, M/MW-J ?LM

F’\b'or‘uutﬂw ovev B ) A
Cronv S R AN WA s 7
C%\J¥XLQ€;LAi o a\ysqjl 441&3 \Lz,rCnJ-a&/b uv-\gﬂ Q’? |
Aoonggouts ars oo : s pes

. @\v'ﬁ e '5 >
v - Caver v kC*‘t\""'U’ ; 4 e L:oo; r
"\J\\.ﬂ.‘;‘“lzh 6\ bV"; =\ fc\b»\"ec—« . .'¥ - &;AW\/ H&\\G L’\\‘.L\/ﬁ»\-’ V\\»-\c\
(o w&o g - (-V‘a.u-)\ $pa Yy O I :CV'&\«\ '\)tb\g - £(;‘uf v '?OV'V NO;’A
L ARV .»} Sreay alls . ceanNav O - ader v (ke 4,,\.3 goslf(,& -J:%‘\:;—c\ &)



8.

Significance: Summary paragraph of significance and general
statement of history and support:

Chevy Chase is historically significant in the context
of suburban development in Montgomery County. In the late
19th and early 20th century, scores of subdivision sites
were created - first along the B&0 Railroad, then along
streetcar lines, and then on routes-accessible by
automobile. Among all of these communities in the county,
Chevy Chase stands apart for its comprehensiveness. The
Section 4 portion of the Town of Chevy Chase is significant
for representing a continuation of Francis Newlands' vision’
that began with Section 2, the Village.

The house at 6807 Meadow Lane appears to have been
constructed before 1935, probably in the 1920's, based on
changes to the property shown on the 1933 Sanborn Plats that
are not shown on the 1909 Thomas Fisher Plan, and from
recorded deeds 1/ for the site. There is no indication

On October 17, 1919 ([reference 288:173], Chevy Chase Land
Company sold Lot 10, Block 7 in the Chevy Chase. Land Company
subdivision known as Section 4 to Edwin W. Wilson. Recorded
in Plat Book #2, p.104.

On September 20, 1922 [reference 324:40], Carroll and Mabel
Wilson Beale (husband and wife), Walter M. and Patience
McKey Wilson (husband and wife), and E. Percival and
Elizabeth Keech Wilson (husband and wife) sold Lot 10, Block
7 of Chevy Chase Section 4 to William H. Tayloe.

On March 26, 1956 [reference 2193:276], Elizabeth W. Tayloe
(unmarried) and Louise Plater Tayloe (unmarried) sold Lot
10, Block 7 of Chevy Chase Section 4 to Mabel L. Alexander
and Esther M. Baughman.

On August 26, 1968 [reference 3785:100], Mabel L. Alexander
and Esther M. Baughman sold Lot 10, Block 7 of Chevy Chase
Section 4 to Richard A. And Margaret O. Garnexr (husband and
wife) .

On January 14, 1970 [reference 3953:26], Richard A. and
Margaret O. Garner (husband and wife) sold Lot 10, Block 7
of Chevy Chase Section 4 to Charles E. and Lucy V. Garner
(husband and wife).

On October 16, 1972 [reference 4287:563], Charles E. and
Lucy V. Garner (husband and wife) sold Lot 10, Block 7 of
Chevy Chase Section 4 to Richard A. and Margaret O. Garner
(husband and wife). |,

(continued. . .)
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(from recorded deeds, the writer's and the Montgomery County
Historic Preservation Commission staff's knowledge of
history, etc.) that the house possesses individual historic
significance, or has been a contributor to local or national
history, or has been associated with local or national
historic figures.

Nor does the house possess architectural or design

significance, because it does not:

- embody a distinctive type, period, or method of
construction,

- represent the work of a master,

- possess high artistic value, or

- represent an established and familiar visual feature of
the neighborhood.

Although it has been in place for many decades, the
house has undergone too many changes and has been too
significantly altered to be distinguished as being a
familiar feature of the neighborhood. Also, for this same
reason, it can not be characterized as being of any
particular syle or period.

a(’w\«aw\rw«vx w—«-v}b@ﬂm% "’3“’“"‘3”-5
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1/

(...continued)
On August 12, 1991 [reference 9889:303], Richard A. Garner,
sole owner, sold 6807 Meadow Lane (Lot 10, Block 7 of Chevy

Chase Section 4) to John D. and Elizabeth M. White (husband
and wife) .
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18-413-1998 12:32PM FROM HIST PRES / HUM RES 381 563 3412

My notes:

7. .. Theroofis asphelt shingle, age unknown. The windows are 1/1 with no evidence of
original shutters. Currently there are decorative panel shutters and aluminum storm windows on
each window. The original windows are of two types. The large 1/1 windows across the front
Jfacade and on the front of the two side facades have corded sash weights and intevior recessed
brass sash lifts. Screw holes remain in the top of the lower sash where center locking hardware
was used. The second type of original windows are narrow 1/1 windows in paired and triplicate
sets. These are seen on the side and rear facades.

. .house’s wood soffits.

wood floors - narrow pine flooring with diagonal pine subflooring.
front gutter is original steel half-round with clip brackets. The downspouts are not original.
cellar is under rear half of the original footprint - ceramic fixtures, galvanized pipes, cement walls,

6 light wood awning windows, crawl space under front half - floor is poured concrete with a

center drain hole - center interior stair (no exterior egress) is 10 steps, made of wood with simple
wood railing,

On last page:

8. . . .appear to have been one of a group of one story cottages constructed by a developer,
using moderately priced materials, after World War I in the Town of Chevy Chase.
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Description: Summary paragraph and general description of

the resource and its various elements as it
exists today (i.e., August 1998):

The house at 6807 Meadow Lane is a 1% story, four bay
Colonial Revival Cottage clad in stucco with a peaked roof
portico over the front entrance. The roof is asphalt
shingle® The windows are 1/1, iR-s—Rumbsr—of—peyres, with
aluminum storm windows, and degorative panel shutters. At
the rear i1s a peaked roof dorzgk over a center bumpout that
is a recent addition. - %“‘;cg%w%.,,‘.g e ofhers

The second-from-left bay contains the painted front
doox, and the other three, one 1/1 oversized windows. The
house also contains a centrally-located 2-flue brick
chimney, and the small front brick porch has metal vertical .
supports for the gabled porch roof, along with small plaster
rosettes where the porch roof beams connect to the house,
and a plaster cherub over the front door. Simple, small
rectangular designs are on the house's SeRGuhcbiomdsl s

soffits.

A gimple, small, single-car, box-style, clapboard-sided
garage with a gable roof sits in the south-east corner of
the property, with significant insect damage on the roof and
walls,

The house's half-cellar suffers from many regular water
leaks and seapages. Insects and water have significantly
damaged the flooring of the first level (in the breakfast
room, the southeast first floor bedroom, and in the
northeast first floor bathroom). Also, there are apparent
cracks and chips in the stucco exterior, and the metal
supports for the front porch are in the middle stages of
rusting away.
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Significance; Sunmmary paragraph of significance and general
gtatement of history and support:

Chevy Chase is hlstorlcally significant in the context
of suburban development in Montgomery County. In the late
19th and early 20th century, scores of subdivigion sites
were created - first along the B&0O Railroad, then along
streetcar lines, and then on routes-accessible by
automobile. Among all of these communities in the county,
Chevy Chase stands apart for its comprehen51veness The
Section 4 portion of the Town of Chevy Chase is 31gn1f1cant
for representing a continuation of Francis Newlands' vision
that began with Section 2, the village.

The house at €807 Meadow Lane appears to have been
constructed before 1938, probably in the 1920's, based on
changes to the property shown on the 1933 Sanborn Plats that
are hot shown on the 1909 Thomas Fisher Plan, and from
recorded deeds 1/ for the site. There is no indication

On October 17, 1919 [reference 288:173), Chevy Chase Land
Company sold Lot 10, Block 7 in the Chevy Chase Land Company
subdivision known as Section 4 to Edwin W. Wilson. Recorded
in Plat Book #2, p.l04.

On September 20, 1922 [reference 324:40), Carroll and Mabel
Wilson Beale (husband and wife), Walter M. and Patience
McKey Wilson (husband and wife), and E. Percival and
Elizabeth Keech Wilson (husband and wife) sold Lot 10, Block
7 of Chevy Chase Section 4 to William H. Tayloe.

On March 26, 1956 {reference 2193:276], Elizabeth W. Tayloe
(unmarried) and Louise Plater Tayloe (unmarried) sold Lot
10, Block 7 ©of Chevy Chagse Section 4 to Mabel L. Alexander
and Esther M. Baughman.

On August 26, 1968 [reference 3785:100], Mabel L. Alexander
and Esther M. Baughman sold Lot 10, Block 7 of Chevy Chase

Section 4 to Richard A. And Margaret O. Garner (husband and
wife) .

On January 14, 1970 [reference 3953:26), Richarxrd A. and
Margaret O. Garner (hugbapnd and wife) sold Lot 10, Block 7
of Chevy Chase Section 4 to Charles E. and Lucy V, Garner
(husband and wife).

On October 16, 1972 [rxeference 4287:563)], Charles E. and
Lucy V. Garner (husband and wife) sold Lot 10, Block 7 of

Chevy Chase Section 4 to Richard A. and Margaret O. Garner
(husband and wife). , :

(continued...)
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b

(from recorded deeds, the writer's and the Montgomery County
Historic Preservation Commission staff's knowledge of
history, etc.) that the house possesses individual historic
significance, or has been a contributor to local or national
history, or has been associated with local or national
historic¢ figures.

Nor does the house possess architectural or design

significance, because it does not: :

- embody a distinctive type, period, or wethod of
congtruction,

- represent the work of a master,

- possess high artistic value, or

- repregent an establighed and familiar visual feature of
the neighborhood. '

Although it has been in place for many decades, the
house has undergone too many changes and has been too
significantly altered to be distinguished as being a
familiar feature of the neighborhood. Also, for this same
reason, it ¢an not be characterized as being of any
particular syle or period.

‘GTnﬁﬁziii;uhe\444~\ a§¢.wk O~ Grep U% Qe)“”fb\ :a¥¥m3fLs
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(...continued)
On Auvgust 12, 1991 ([reference 9889:303], Richard A. Garner,
sole owner, sold 6807 Meadow Lane (Lot 10, Block 7 of Chevy

Chase Section 4) to John D. and Rlizabeth M. White (husband
and wife).
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" MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

M-NCPPC

FAX TRANSMITTAL SHEET

Historic Preservation Section
Department of Park & Planning

Telephone Number: (301) 563-3400 Fax Number: (301) 563-3412
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9. Major Bibliographical References

Survey No.

10. Geographical Data

Acreage of nominated property l &—} 107 S 'f
Quadrangle name

- UTM References do NOT complete UTM references

Quadrangle scale
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PART 1: INTRODUCTION

WHAT IS THE MARYLAND INVENTORY OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES?

The Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties is a broadly
based record of Maryland's historical and cultural heritage.
It consists of information on more than 60,000 properties,
including districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects
of known value to the prehistory, history, upland and
underwater archaeology, architecture, engineering, and culture
of the state. Although generally neither analytical nor
evaluative in nature, the Maryland Inventory of Historic
Properties provides a general basis upon which decisions
regarding significance of historic properties can be made.

The Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties was created by
an act of the Maryland Legislature. The act is recorded in
the Annotated Code of Maryland, Article 83B, Title 5, Subtitle
6, Section 5-615. It is maintained by the Maryland Historical
Trust, Division of Historical and Cultural Programs, Maryland
Department of Housing and Community Development. The
inventory is divided into two parts: standing structures
(buildings, structures, objects, and non-archaeological sites)
and archaeological sites.

Non-archaeological sites generally include parks, gardens,
cemeteries, ruins, or buildings, structures, and industrial
works. Some of these properties could also be recorded on
archaeological site forms.

WHAT QUALIFIES A PROPERTY’ FOR INCLUSION IN THE MARYLAND
INVENTORY OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES?

To be included in the inventory, a property must possess at
least a minimum of historic significance in one or more of
four aspects of Maryland history:

‘A. association with historic events;

B. association with important persons;

C. distinctive design, artistic or physical character, or
representative of the work of a master; or

D. potential to provide important information about history
or prehistory.



WHAT DOES IT MEAN TO BE INCLUDED IN THE MARYLAND INVENTORY OF
HISTORIC PROPERTIES?

The Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties was established
primarily for information and record purposes. Inclusion in
the inventory is a recognition by the state that a property
makes a contribution to the historical and cultural heritage
of Maryland. Protective and financial benefits often
associated with historic properties are not automatically
extended to inventory properties. Inventory properties also
are not automatically evaluated in regard to significance or
eligibility for inclusion in the Maryland Register of Historic
Properties or the National Register of Historic Places.

WHY INCLUDE A PROPERTY IN THE MARYLAND INVENTORY OF HISTORIC
PROPERTIES?

As the broadest of catalogues of historic properties in
Maryland, the inventory is an important source of information
for the study of Maryland's history and culture. It provides
information on a variety of historic properties with a wide
range of levels of significance. It is used by scholars and
planners to identify the state's heritage, evaluate that
heritage, and plan its preservation. Inclusion 1in the
inventory serves as a '"red flag" to note that a property has
historic significance and may require further study.

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF THESE GUIDELINES?

These guidelines are for completing the form for entering
standing structures into the Maryland Inventory of Historic
Properties. The guidelines for completing inventory forms for
Maryland Historical Trust funded projects may be different.
Such instructions will be spelled out in the project contract.
A different form is used for the archaeological section of the
inventory. For information on the archaeological inventory
(forms, inventory number assignment, etc.), please contact
Maureen Kavanagh, Administrator of Archaeological Research,
Maryland Historical Trust, at (301)514-7600.



WHO MAY PREPARE A MARYLAND INVENTORY OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES
FORM? :

Any person or organization may prepare the inventory form and
accompanying documentation. For dquestions regarding
documentation for standing structures, please contact Marcia
Miller, Administrator of Architectural Research, Maryland
Historical Trust, at (301)514-7600. Survey or inventory
numbers for standing structures can only be assigned in
coordination with Barbara Shepherd, Inventory Registrar,
Maryland Historical Trust, at (301)514-7600.

THE FORM

The form generally used for entering standing structures into
the Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties is a yellow,
four-page document, which is labeled the Maryland Historical
Trust State Historic Sites Inventory Form. It is commonly
referred to as the "yellow form." The form can be
supplemented with continuation sheets, which the preparer
creates on plain white bond paper. Instructions for labeling
continuation sheets are given in the section of this manual
on completing the form. '

Photocopied and computer-generated versions of the inventory
form can be used if the copies clearly duplicate the original
form. A National Register application form may also be
substituted for the "yellow form." If the forms are being
completed as part of a Maryland Historical Trust funded
project, written approval from the Trust project monitor to
use photocopied, computer-generated, National Register
application forms, or any other forms must be given before the
project commences.

If the purpose of documenting a property is to request formal
determination of eligibility of the property for inclusion in
the Maryland Register of Historic Properties or the National
Register of Historic Places, the property probably should be
recorded on National Register application forms. This issue
should be discussed in the planning stages of the project with
Peter E. Kurtze, Administrator of Evaluation and
Registration, Maryland Historical Trust, at (301)514-7600.



HOW MUCH INFORMATION IS NECESSARY?

" This guestion is possibly the most frequently asked question
by those preparing inventory forms. The answer is not simple
and depends on why the form is being completed. For entry
into the inventory, a minimal amount of information is
sufficient. A minimal amount means that all sections of the
form and accompanying documentation are completed with just
the basic data. At least one photograph must be submitted,
and the description and significance sections are short rather
than comprehensive. This approach at least gives recognition
to the property.

For evaluating  historic significance, however, more
information is necessary.’ In addition to the minimal
information, a comprehensive description and information
addressing the relationship of the property to the history of
the community and/or the state and other similar properties
is required as well as multiple photographs illustrating
various aspects of the property and completion of the Maryland
Comprehensive Historic Preservation Plan data. For a deter-
mination that a property is eligible for the Maryland or
National registers, at least one criteria (Appendix C) must
be justified. For a determination of ineligibility, all
criteria must be addressed.

AMENDING EXISTING INVENTORY FORMS

Use continuation sheets (see page 12, CONTINUATION SHEETS) to
add or correct information for existing inventory forms. An
entirely new inventory form incorporating the old and new
information can also be prepared.

RELATED PROGRAMS

The Maryland Historical Trust also maintains the Maryland
Register of Historic Properties and the National Register of
Historic Places in Maryland. These registers record a wide
variety of properties but reflect levels of documentation and
evaluation not generally associated with the Maryland
Inventory of Historic Properties. For information and
questions on the Maryland and National registers, please
contact Peter E. Kurtze, Administrator of Evaluation and
Registration, Maryland Historical Trust, at (301)514-7600.
All properties entered into the Maryland and National
registers are automatically included in the Maryland
Inventory.



PART 2: COMPLETING THE MARYIAND INVENTORY OF
HISTORIC PROPERTIES FORM

Standing Structures Form

SURVEY OR INVENTORY NUMBER:

If known, include the survey or inventory number in the
appropriate spaces on the form and on all continuation sheets. If
‘a survey or inventory number is not known or not already assigned,
please contact Barbara Shepherd, Inventory Registrar, Maryland
Historical Trust, at (301)514-7600. Survey or inventory numbers
are assigned only in coordination with the Inventory Registrar.

MAGI NUMBER:

Disregard this item.

DOE (Determination of Eligibility):

If this property has already been formally determined eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places or the
Maryland Register of Historic Properties, place an "X" in the space
for yes. If you do not know if such action has ever been taken,
leave this space blank.

SECTION 1: NAME

This section identifies the various names by which the
property has been known. The term "property" refers to the entire
historic resource being documented. A property may be an
individual building, site, structure, or object or it may be a
district consisting of numerous buildings, sites, structures, or
objects.

Historic Name: The historic name of the property will be
used to identify it in the Maryland Inventory of Historic
Properties and in any publications. The historic name is
preferred for general reference because it continues to be
meaningful regardless of changes in ownership or use. The
historic name is generally the name associated with the
significance of the property.



Common Name: In the space provided enter any other names
by which the property has been commonly known. These may
reflect its history, current ownership, or popular use and may
or may not fall into the category of historic name. In some
circumstances, there is reason to use a common name for the
property rather than the historic name. 1In this situation,
enter (preferred) after the appropriate name and explain the
reason in Section 8: Significance.

If the property being documented is part of a historic
district or thematic or multiple property study for which a
separate inventory form has been prepared, include the name of the
district or study in parenthesis to the right of the historic or
preferred name. -

BE CONSISTENT THROUGHOUT THE FORM - USE THE HISTORIC OR
PREFERRED NAME FOR ALL LABELS, INCIUDING PHOTOGRAPHS.
SECTION 2: LOCATION
Street and Number:
For individual buildings, structures, sites, and objects,
enter the name and number of the street or road where the

property is located. If the road has a route number rather
than a name, give the number and indicate whether it is a

federal, state, or county road. If a property does not have -

a specific address, give the names of the nearest roads (for
example, U.S. Route 1 and Middletown Road; bridge on Hampton
Road over the Tiber River).

For districts enter either the inclusive street address
numbers for all primary buildings and structures (for example,
12-157 South Street, 414 Eutaw Street, and 40-819 Maple
Avenue) or a rough description of the boundaries (for example,
roughly bounded by Perdue, South, Roland, and Belmont streets;
eight blocks in downtown Gouldville).

Not* for Publication:

If the location of the property generally should not be
made public, put an "X" in the space and explain why on a
Continuation Sheet. If this is not applicable, enter "N/A"
in the space.

City, Town:
Enter the name of the city or town where the property is

located. If the property is not located within the boundaries
of a city or town, place an "X" in the space for vicinity.



Congressional District, State, and County:

Enter the U.S. congressional district(s), state(s), and
county(s) in which the property is located.

SECTION 3: CLASSIFICATION

Mark "X" in the spaces that apply to the property. Categories
should be chosen based on the conditions of the property at the
time the form is completed.

SECTION 4: OWNER OF THE PROPERTY

Give the names and addresses of ALL owners of the property at
the time the inventory form is completed. Use state assessment
records as the source of this information. For multiple owners of
ten or 1less, 1list each owner. Use a continuation sheet if
necessary. For more than ten owners, enter "multiple ownership"
and give the name of a contact person if appropriate.

SECTION 5: LOCATION OF LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Usually, the legal description is in the land records office
-in the courthouse of the county in which the property is located.
The deed reference to liber (deed book) and folio (page) is usually
included in the assessment records.

SECTION 6: REPRESENTATION IN EXISTING HISTORICAL SURVEYS
List any prior historical or architectural studies in which
this property has been included. This should be confined to broad
surveys. Site specific surveys should be referenced in Section 8:
Significance and Section 9: Major Bibliographic References.
SECTION 7: DESCRIPTION
Condition, Integrity:
Place an "X" in the space that describes the property.
Description:
Provide a narrative describing the property as it exists
today, noting the features that create the historic character

plus changes that have been made over time and the impact of
these changes on the property's historic character.



Begin with a summary paragraph that briefly describes the

property. In additional paragraphs, elaborate upon the
historic and non-historic features that characterize the
property. Follow the gquidelines given in Appendix A for

describing properties.-

The description should be concise, factual, and well
organized. Use common professional terminology when possible.
Use illustrations if necessary to describe features for which
common ‘terminology is not known.

Resource Count:

Oon the form, before the description, give the count of
resources on - this property that contribute to its
significance. For an individual building, the count will be
one; for a farmstead, it may be eight; and for a district it
could be 300. Present this as CONTRIBUTING RESOURCE COUNT,
with the number following a colon. :

7
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Check the time period or periods during which the property
achieved significance. Because this may mean date of
construction, major alteration, or association with an
individual or event, it may be necessary to check more than
one time period. If the property is important for its
architectural character, the period of significance will be
the date when built or erected or remodeled. For significance
from association with a person or event, the period will be
just for the period of association, which may be dates of
occupation of a property or the specific date of an event.
If a property is significant for more than one reason, the
Period of Significance will be broad in coverage.

Areas of Significance:

Check all areas of significance that are directly related
to the property. These terms are defined in Appendix B. Do
not use the term "local history" as an area of significance.

Specific Dates:

Enter the specific vyear(s) of the event(s) or
association(s) for which the property is significant. As
noted above under Period of Significance, for a property
important for its architectural character, only the date of
construction or remodeling should be included. For
significance acquired by association with a person or event,
list only the specific date of the occupation of the property

8



or specific date the event occurred. If a property is
significant for more than one reason, the specific date will
be multiple years.

If not enough information is known about the property to
list specific dates, enter "Unknown."

Builder/Architect:

Enter the name of any known architect, builder, designer,
landscape architect, engineer, or artist responsible for the
design or construction of the property. This is not the name
of the person for whom the property was developed. If the
architect or builder is not known, write "“unknown."

Applicable Criteria (see Appendix C):

Indicate in one or more spaces the criteria for which you
believe this property is significant. All marked criteria
must be explained in the significance statement. Do not
include criteria that may apply but for which you do not have
enough information to justify.

A property derives significance from:

A. Association with an event or historical trend.
B. Association with an important person.

C. Architectural, construction, engineering, or
aesthetic characteristics.

D. Ability to provide information.
Applicable Exception - Consideration (see Appendix C):

This section is not usually marked except for resources
being evaluated for eligibility for listing in the Maryland
Register of Historic Properties or the National Register of
Historic Places.

The Maryland and National registers generally exclude the
following categories of resources:

A. Properties owned or used for religious purposes

B. Properties that have been moved

C. Birthplaces or graves of individual persons

D. Cemeteries

E. Reconstructed properties

F. Commemorative properties

9



G. Properties 1less than fifty years old or those
associated with events that occurred in the last fifty
years

Level of Significance:

Indicate the geographical context in which the property
has been evaluated and compared to other similar properties
on the 1local, state, or national 1level. Be sure this
comparison is reflected in the statement of significance.

Significance:

Provide a narrative stating the significant qualities and
associations that make the property important. Begin with a
summary paragraph that explains briefly why the property is
significant in the areas checked and how it meets the
indicated criteria. In additional paragraphs, provide
information to support your assertions regarding the
significance of the resource.

Include a discussion of the context in which the resource
has been studied and the information that explains its
significance in relation to other properties of its type with
precisely defined geographic boundaries (a neighborhood, city,
county, region, state, or the nation).

Background information on events, development of the
property (dates of construction, factors 1leading to its
construction, etc.), and biographical data on persons
associated with the property should be included. Professional
evaluation of the importance of the property in architectural
history and/or an assessment of the types of information the
property may be expected to provide should also be included
if available.

Employ primary sources for research whenever possible and
carefully document all sources of information. Use footnotes.
when appropriate. Copies of source documents, chain of title,
etc. may be included but are not usually required.

SECTION 9: MAJOR BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES

Enter the primary and secondary sources of information used
in documenting and evaluating this property. These may include
land records, published works, oral interviews, library and
historical society files, photograph collections, and drawings.
Do not include general reference works unless they provide specific
information about the. property or have assisted in evaluating the
significance of the property. The format for bibliographical
entries should be clear and consistent.

10



SECTION 10: GEOGRAPHICAL DATA
Acreage of Nominated Property:

Enter the number of acres included with this property.
This may be the acreage to which the present owner(s) hold
title or it may be a different acreage drawn to encompass the
historic property and exclude non-historic buildings,
structures, objects, and sites in the area.

Quadrangle and Scale:

List the name(s) of the United States Geological Survey
quadrangle map(s) on which the property is located. The scale
of the quadrangles generally used by the Maryland Historical
Trust is 1:24000.

Verbal Boundary Description and Justification:

Provide a verbal description of the boundaries for the
property being documented. This description may be the name
of a city lot (block and lot number), a sequence of metes and
bounds, or the dimensions of a parcel of land fixed upon a
given point such as the intersection of two streets, a natural
feature, or a man-made structure. It may also refer to a line
drawn on a map accompanying this form. ‘ :

Regardless of the size of the property, provide a brief
and concise narrative explaining the rationale for selecting
the boundaries listed in the verbal boundary description.
This may be merely an acknowledgement that the boundaries
correspond to those to which the owner holds title or it may
be a lengthier explanation of why some land is included and
some is not.

SECTION 11: FORM PREPARED BY

Enter the name, title, organization, address, and daytime
telephone number(s) of the person(s) who compiled the inventory
form. If the description and significance sections were prepared
by several people, identify who prepared which part. If the number
of contributors is large, you may prefer to list only one person
as coordinator and acknowledge the others in the bibliography
section. This section is intended to identify a person who can be
contacted if a question arises or if additional information is
needed. Also enter the date the form was completed. If the form
is completed long after the property is inspected, include the date
of field inspection below Section 11.

11



ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTATION
CONTINUATION SHEETS

MAPS

Use continuation sheets when the space on the inventory
form is insufficient to enter all the information necessary
to document the property. Type the survey or inventory
number, name of the property and county in which it is
located, and the number of the section being continued at the
top of the sheet. Number the pages according to the section
being continued, following the section number with a decimal
point and a page number. For example, continuation sheets
for Section 7: Description should be numbered 7.1, 7.2, 7.3,
etc.

Locational Map:

Submit a map clearly locating the property within the
city or broader geographical context for each inventory
form. Whenever possible, submit an 8 1/2" X 11" photocopy
made from the appropriate section of the United States
Geological Survey quadrangle map with the location of the
property clearly circled.

This map should include a typed label that lists the
survey or inventory number, property name, town or town
vicinity, county, and map or quadrangle name.

Resource Sketch Map:

If the property contains a number of buildings,
structures, objects, and/or sites, prepare a map that
illustrates the approximate location of these resources
within the boundaries of the property. This map does not
need to be drawn to scale but does need to be labeled as
to survey or inventory number, name of property, town or
town vicinity, and county and titled Resocurce Sketch Map.

Historic Maps:

Historic maps should be included when possible. The
property should be clearly marked on an 8 1/2" X 11"
photocopy, if possible, and the map labeled as to survey
or inventory number, name of property, town or town
vicinity, county, and source and date of the map. If it
is not readily obvious what the historic map illustrates,
please explain clearly on the map or in Section 8:
Significance.

12



PHOTOGRAPHS

Submit clear and descriptive black and white prints and
color slides with each inventory form. The negatives for the
black and white prints should also be included.

The photographs should be recent and give an honest visual
representation of the historical integrity and significant
features of the property. The number of views needed will
vary according to the complexity of the property. Photographs
must clearly depict the current condition of the property,
including both positive and negative aspects. Prints of
historic photographs may supplement documentation and may be
particularly wuseful in cases where alterations make a
property's historic integrity questionable.

Refer to Appendix D for guidelines for photographic
coverage. _

Refer to Appendix E for labeling instructions.

SKETCH FLOOR PLAN

Provide a plan of the room arrangement of the principal
historic building(s) that characterizes the property. The
plan need not be drawn to precise scale, but it should be
generally proportional and should indicate overall exterior
dimensions. It may be drawn either freehand or hardline, but
must be clear and detailed. Graph paper is helpful for
organizing the drawing. The plan should illustrate the
principal floor (generally the first floor) and needs to
include additions, porches, etc. Denote the arrangement of
rooms, chimney or fireplace locations, and the placement of
stairs, doors, and windows. Conventional symbols for
representing these elements should be used.

The plan should include the scale and a north arrow and
must be labeled with the survey or inventory number, name of
the property, town or town vicinity, county, year drawn, name
of person who prepared it, and the floor represented. Plans
should be drawn to fit an 8 1/2" X 11" sheet of paper.

MARYLAND COMPREHENSIVE HISTORIC PRESERVATION PLAN DATA

On a separate continuation sheet identify the applicable
statewide historic context delineated in the Maryland
Comprehensive Historic Preservation Plan. Using the framework
and terminology given in Appendix F, 1list the geographic
organization(s), chronological and developmental period(s),
and most prominent theme(s) represented by the property being
documented.

13



SUBMIT COMPLETED FORMS TO:

Marcia M. Miller

Administrator of Architectural Research
Maryland Historical Trust

DHCD/DHCP

100 Community Place '
Crownsville, Maryland 21032-2023
(301)514-7600 »

Please include a cover letter to explain why you would like
the property entered in the inventory.

14



APPENDIX A

GUIDELINES FOR DESCRIBING PROPERTIES

Buildings, Structures, and Objects

A.

B'

C.

Type of structure, such as dwelling, church, or commercial
block. :

Building placement, such as detached or in a row.

General characteristics:

1. overall shape of plan and arrangement of interior spaces;

2. number of stories;

3. number of vertical divisions or bays:

4. construction materials, such as brick, wood, or stone, and
wall finish, such as type of bond, coursing, or shingling;

5. roof shape, such as gabled, hip, or shed; and

6. structural system, such as balloon frame, reinforced
concrete, or post and beam.

specific features, by type, location, number, material, and
condition:

1. porches, including verandas, porticos, stoops, and attached
sheds;

windows;

doors:;

chimneys;

dormers; and

other,

AW

Important decorative elements, such as finials, pilasters,
bargeboards, brackets, halftimbering, sculptural relief,
balustrades, corbelling, cartouches, and murals or mosaics.

significant interior features, such as floor plans, stairways,
functions of rooms, spatial relationships, wainscoting,
flooring, paneling, beams, vaulting, architraves, mouldings,
and chimneypieces.

Number, type, and location of outbuildings, with dates, if
known. '

Other man-made elements, including roadways, contemporary
structures, and landscape features.
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APPENDIX A (continued)

Alterations or changes to the property, with dates, if known.
A restoration is considered an alteration even if an attempt
has been made to restore the property to its historic form (see
L below). If there have been numerous alterations to a
significant interior, also submit a sketch of the floor plan
illustrating and dating the changes.

Deterioration due to vandalism, neglect, lack of use, or
weather, and the effect it has had on the property's historic
integrity.

For moved properties:

1. date of move;

2. descriptions of 1location, orientation, and setting
historically and after the move;

3. reasons for the move;

4. method of moving; and

5. effect of the move and the new location on the historic
integrity of the property.

For restored and reconstructed buildings:

1. date of restoration or reconstruction;

2. the historical basis for the work done;

3. the amount of remaining historic material and replacement
material;

4, the effect of the work on the property's historic
integrity, and

5. for reconstructions, whether the work was done as part of
a master plan.

For properties where landscape or open space adds to the

significance or setting of the property, such as rural

properties, college campuses, or the grounds of public

buildings:

1. the historic appearance and current condition of natural
features; and

2. 1land uses, landscape features, and vegetation that
characterized the ©property @ during the period of
significance, including gardens, walls, paths, roadways,
grading, fountains, orchards, fields, forests, rock
formations, open space, and bodies of water.

For industrial properties where equipment and machinery is

intact:

1. the types, approximate date, and function of machinery:; and

2. their relationship to the hlstorlc 1ndustr1a1 operatlons
of the property.
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APPENDIX A (continued)

Architectural and Historic Districts

A.

Natural and man-made elements comprising the district,
including prominent topographical features and structures,
buildings, sites, objects, and other kinds of development.

Architectural styles or periods represented and predominant
characteristics, such as scale, proportions, materials, color,
decoration, workmanship, and quality of design.

General physical relationship of buildings to each other and
to the environment, including facad®: lines, street plans,
squares, open spaces, density of development, landscaping,
principal vegetation, and important natural features. Any
changes to these relationships over time. Some of this
information may be provided on the Resource Sketch Map.

Appearance of the district during the time when the district
achieved significance and any changes or modifications since.

General character of the district, such as residential,
commercial, or industrial, and the types of buildings and
structures, including outbuildings and bridges, found in the
district.

General condition of buildings, including alterations,
additions, and any restoration or rehabilitation activities.

Identity of the buildings, groups of buildings or other
resources that do and do not contribute to the district's
significance in the form of a list or coded sketch map.

Most important contributing buildings, sites, structures, and
objects. Common kinds of other contributing resources.

Qualities distinguishing the district from its surroundings.
Presence of any archaeological resources that may yield
important information as well as any related paleo-
environmental data.

Open spaces such as parks, agricultural areas, wetlands, and

forests, including vacant lots or ruins that were the site of
activities important in history or prehistory.
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APPENDIX A (continued)

industrial districts:

Industrial activities and processes, both historic and
current, within the district; important mnatural and
geographical features related ¢to these processes or
activities, such as waterfalls, quarries, or mines.
Original and other historic machinery still in place.
Linear systems within the district, such as canals,
railroads, and roads including their approximate length and
width and the location of terminal points.

rural districts:

Geographical and topographical features such as valleys,
vistas, mountains, and bodies of water that convey a sense
of cohesiveness or give the district its rural or natural
characteristics.

Examples and types of vernacular, folk, and other
architecture, including outbuildings, within the district.
Man-made features and relationships making up the historic
and contemporary landscape, including the arrangement and
character of fields, roads, irrigation systems, fences,
bridges, and vegetation.

The historic appearance and current condition of natural
features such as vegetation, principle plant materials,
open space, cultivated fields, or a forest.
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AGRICULTURE
ARCHITECTURE
ARCHAEOLOGY

PREHISTORIC
HISTORIC-
ABORIGINAL

HISTORIC-
NON-ABORIGINAL
ART
COMMERCE
COMMUNICATIONS
COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT

CONSERVATION

ECONOMICS

EDUCATION

APPENDIX B

AREAS OF BIGNIFICANCE

The process and technology of ~cultivating

-soil, producing crops, and raising livestock

and plants.

The practical art of designing and
constructing buildings and structures to
serve human needs.

The study of prehistoric and historic
cultures through excavation and the analysis
of physical remains.

Archaeological study of aboriginal cultures
before the advent of written records.

Archaeological study of aboriginal cultures

after the advent of written records.

Archaeological study of non-aboriginal
cultures after the advent of written records.

The creation of painting, printmaking,
photography, sculpture, and decorative arts.

The business of trading goods, services, and
commodities.

The technology and process of tranSmitting
information.

The design or develOpmeht of the physical
structure of communities.

The preservation, maintenance, and management
of natural or man-made resources. '

The study of the production, distribution,
and consumption of wealth; the management of
monetary and other assets.

The process of conveying or acquiring

knowledge or skills through systematic
instruction, training, or study.
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ENGINEERING

ENTERTAINMENT/
RECREATION

ETHNIC HERITAGE

ASIAN

BLACK
EUROPEAN

HISPANIC

NATIVE AMERICAN

OTHER

EXPLORATION/
SETTLEMENT

HEALTH/MEDICINE

INDUSTRY

APPENDIX B (continued)

The practical application of scientific
principles to design, construct, and operate
equipment, machinery, and structures to serve
human needs.

The development and practice of leisure
activities for refreshment, diversion,
amusement or sport.

The history of persons having a common ethnic
or racial identity.

The history of persons having origihs in the
Far - East, Southeast Asia, or the 1Indian
subcontinent. ' :

The history of persons having origins in any
of the black racial groups of Africa.

The history of persons having origins in
Europe.

The history of persons having origins in the
Spanish-speaking areas of the Caribbean,
Mexico, Central American, and South America.

The history of persons having origins in any
of the original peoples of North America,
including American Indian and Alaskan Eskimo
cultural groups.

The history of persons having origins in
other parts of the world, such as the Middle
East or North Africa. ‘

The investigation of unknown or little known
regions; the establishment and earliest
development of newvw settlements or
communities.

The care of the sick, disabled, and
handicapped; the promotion of health and
hygiene.

The technology and process of managing

materials, labor, and egquipment to produce
goods and services.
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INVENTION

LANDSCAPE
ARCHITECTURE

LAW

LITERATURE

MARITIME HISTORY

MILITARY

PERFORMING ARTS

PHILOSOPHY

POLITICS/

GOVERNMENT

RELIGION

SCIENCE

SOCIAL HISTORY

TRANSPORTATION

 OTHER

APPENDIX B (continued)

The art of originating by experiment or
ingenuity an object, system, or concept of
practical value. .

The practical art of>designing or arranging
the land for human use and enjoyment.

The interpretation and enforcement of
society's legal code.

The creation of prose and poetry.

The history of the exploration, fishing,
navigation, and use of inland, coastal, and
deep sea waters.

The system of defending the territory and
sovereignty of a people.

The creation of drama, dance, and music.

The theoretical study of thought, knowledge,
and the nature of the universe.

The enactment and administration of laws by
which a nation, State, or other political
jurisdiction is governed; activities related
to political process.

The organized system of beliefs, practices,
and traditions regarding mankind's
relationship to ©perceived supernatural
forces.

The systematic study of natural 1law and
phenomena.

The history of efforts to promote the welfare
of society; the history of society and the
lifeways of its social groups.

The process and technology of conveying
passengers or materials.

‘Any area not covered by the above categories.
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APPENDIX C
CRITERIA FOR EVALUATION

NOTE: The criteria used for evaluating properties for
the Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties and the
Maryland Register of Historic Properties is identical to
those used for the National Register of Historic Places.

The National Register's standards for evaluating the
significance of properties. were developed to recognize the
accomplishments of all peoples who have made a contribution to our
country's history and heritage. The criteria are designed to guide
State and 1local governments, Federal agencies, and others in
evaluating potential entries in the National Register.

The quality of 51gn1f1cance in American history, archltecture,
archaeology, engineering and culture is present in districts,
sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity
of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association and:

a. that are associated with events that have made a
significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history: or

b. that are associated with the lives of persons significant
in our past; or

c. that embody the distinctive characterlstlcs of a type,
period, or method of construction, or that represent the
work of a master, or that possess high artistic wvalues,
or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity
whose components may lack individual distinction; or

d. that have yielded or may be likely to yleld information
important in prehistory or history.

Criteria considerations: Ordinarily cemeteries, birthplaces,
or graves of historical figures, properties owned by religious
institutions or used for religious purposes, structures that have
been moved from their original locations, reconstructed historic
buildings, properties primarily commemorative in nature, and
properties that have achieved significance within the past 50 years
shall not be considered eligible for the National Register.
However, such properties will qualify if they are integral parts
of districts that do meet the criteria or if they fall within the
following categories:

a. a religious property deriving primary significance from

architectural or artistic distinction or  historic
impértance; or : '
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APPENDIX C (continued)

a building or structure removed from its original location
but which is significant primarily for architectural
value, or which 1is the surviving structure most
importantly associated with a historic person or event;
or

a birthplace or grave of a historical figure of
outstanding importance if there is no other appropriate
site or building directly associated with his productive
life; or

a cemetery that derives its primary significance from
graves of persons of transcendent importance, from age,
from distinctive design features, or from association with
historic events; or _

a reconstructed building when accurately executed in a
suitable environment and presented in a dignified manner
as part of a restoration master plan, and when no other
building or structure with the same association has
survived; or

a property primarily commemorative in intent if design,
age, tradition, or symbolic value has invested it with its
own historical significance; or ,

a property achieving significance within the past 50 years
if it is of exceptional importance.
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APPENDIX D

GUIDELINES FOR PHOTOGRAPHIC COVERAGE

The number of photographic views depends on the size and complexity
of the property. Submit as many photographs as needed to depict
the current condition and significant aspects of the property.
Include representative views of both contributing and
noncontributing resources. Prints of historic photographs may
supplement documentation and may be particularly wuseful in
describing the history integrity of properties that have undergone
many alterations or changes.

Buildings, Structures, and Objects

. Submit one or more views to show the principal facades and the
environment or setting in which the property is located.

+ Additions, alterations, intrusions, and dependencies should
" appear in the photographs.

+ Include views of interiors, outbuildings, landscaping, or
unusual details if the significance of the property is entirely
or in part based on them. '

Architectural and Historical Districts

+ Submit photographs representing the major building types and
styles, pivotal buildings and structures, representative
noncontributing resources, and any important topographical or
spatial elements defining the character of the district.

» Streetscapes, landscapes, or aerial views are recommended.

+ Views of individual buildings are not necessary, if streetscapes
and other views clearly illustrate the significant historical

and architectural qualities of the district.

+ Xey all photographs to the Resource Sketch Map for the district
or prepare a separate photograph map.

24



APPENDIX E
. INSTRUCTIONS FOR LABELING PHOTOGRAPHIC PRINTS

For black and white prints the following information must be
-provided for each print (in this order):

Inventory number if Kknown

Historic name of property or, for districts, the name and
survey number of the historic district

County and state where property is located
Name of photographer
Date of photograph

Location of negative. If the negative 1is given to the
Maryland Historical Trust, write Maryland SHPO. If the
negative is retained by others, give specific information
such as the photographer with his address, the government
and the specific agency, such as the City of Baltimore,
Commission for Historical and Architectural Preservation,
or Washington County Department of Planning. Do not use
initials for agencies other than the SHPO.

Description of subject of photograph such as view
indicating direction of camera (ex: view east on Main
Street from Third Street), elevation of resource (ex: NW
elevation of the house or corncrib or bridge, etc.), other
(ex: main house, first floor SW parlor; tenant house,
second floor back hall, etc.) or for districts, a specific
resource (ex: Reese House, 20 Main Street, SE elevation).

Number of photograph keyed to total number of photographs
(ex: 1 of 36, 1/36).

DO NOT USE SELF-ADHESIVE LABELS as they fall off the print
over time.

Use a soft pencil, number 1 lead preferred to write the
information on the back.
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APPENDIX E (continued)

vgor slides follow the guide below, using a fine tip pen with
permanent ink. Self-adhesive labels applied to slide mounts are
not acceptable, cardboard mounts are preferred to plastic.

lLeave this area ——

blank for library
accession number

Name of site
Location of
site

View
Name of
Photographer

SLIDES ARE ALWAYS
AS BELOW

MHT
Historic
Sites
Inventory
number; if
not known,
leave area
blank

2-8
—Harvey House
——+Smithton
[
L ]
L L

—SE elevation
—Fern Green 5/80—

—————Date photo

taken

LABELED THE SAME WAY, EVEN WITH A HORIZONTAL SHOT

Harvey House
Smithton

L]

[
[

L |
[

SE elevation
Fern Green

5/80
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APPENDIX F

MARYLAND COMPREHENSIVE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION PLAN
S8TATEWIDE HISTORIC CONTEXTS

I. Geographic Organization:

1) Eastern Shore
2) Western Shore

3) Piedmont

4), Western Maryland

(all Eastern Shoré counties and Cecil
County) '

(Anne Arundel, Calvert, Charles, St.
Mary's and Prince George's counties)

(Harford, Baltimore, Carroll,
Frederick, Howard, and Montgomery
counties, and Baltimore City)

(Washington, Allegany, and Garrett
counties)

II. Chronological/Development Periods:

1) Paleo-Indian
2) Early Archaic
3) Middle Archaic
4) Late Archaic

1 10000-7500 B.C.
7500-6000 B.C.
6000-4000 B.C.
4000-2000 B.C.

5) Early Woodland/Archaic » 2000-500 B.C.

6) Middle Woodland

500 B.C.-A.D.900

7) Late Woodland A.D. 900-1600
8) Contact and Settlement Period A.D. 1570-1750
9) Rural Agrarian Intensification A.D. 1680-1815
10) Agricultural-Industrial Transition A.D. 1815-1870
11) Industrial/Urban Dominance A.D. 1870-1930
12) Modern Period A.D. 1930-Present

III. Prehistoric Period Themes: IV. Historic Period Themes:

1) Subsistence
2) Settlement
3) Political
4) Demographic
5) Religion
6) Technology

1) Agriculture

2) Architecture, Landscape
Architecture, anad
Community Planning

3) Economic (Commercial
and Industrial)

7) Environmental Adaptation 4) Government/Law

5) Military

6) Religion

7) Social/Education/
Cultural

8) Transportation
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APPENDIX F (continued)
FRAMEWORK FOR IDENTIFYING COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DATA

HISTORIC CONTEXT:
MARYLAND COMPREHENSIVE HISTORIC PRESERVATION PLAN DATA
Geographic Organization:
Chronological/Developmental Period(s):

Prehistoric/Historic Period Theme(s):

Resource Typei
Category (see Section 3 of survey form):
Historic Environment (urban, suburban, village, or rural):

Historic Function(s) and Use(s):

Known Design Source (write none if unknown):
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTM;NI OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

M-NCPPC

FAX TRANSMITTAL SHEET

Historic Preservation Section
Department of Park & Planning

Telephone Number: (301) 563-3400 Fax Number: (301) 563-3412

TO: c)o\"w\ YWOW X2 FAXNUMBERZP - 228 2usg

FROM: O&Wﬁ,\ \<-¢(>\«a A

DATE. \b. 13 . ag

5

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS TRANSMITTAL SHEET:

NOTE:




My notes:

7. .. .The roof is asphalt shingle, age unknown. The windows are 1/1 with no evidence of
original shutters. Currently there are decorative panel shutters and aluminum storm windows on
eachwindow. The original windows are of two types. The large 1/1 windows across the front
Jacade and on the front of the two side facades have corded sash weights and interior recessed
brass sash lifts. Screw holes remain in the top of the lower sash where center locking hardware
was used. The second type of original windows are narrow 1/1 windows in paired and triplicate
sets. These are seen on the side and rear facades.

.. .house’s wood soffits.

wood floors - narrow pine flooring with diagonal pine subflooring.

front gutter is original steel half-round with clip brackets. The downspouts are not original.

cellar is under rear half of the original footprint - ceramic fixtures, galvanized pipes, cement walls,
6 light wood awning windows, crawl space under front half - floor is poured concrete with a
center drain hole - center interior stair (no exterior egress) is 10 steps, made of wood with simple
wood railing, ‘

On last page:

8. . .appear to have been one of a group of one story cottages constructed by a developer,
using moderately priced materials, after World War I in the Town of Chevy Chase.



7. Description: Summary paragraph and general description of
the resource and its various elements as it
exists today (i.e., August 1998):

The house at 6807 Meadow Lane is a 1% story, four bay
» Colonial Revival Cottage clad in stucco with a peaked roof
¢ portico over the front entrance. The roof is asphalt
\&f shingle® The windows are 1/1, dhm—a—number—of-stytes, with
hf aluminum storm windows, and degorative einel shutters. At
@ﬁ“ the rear is a peaked roof dormefr over a Center bumpout that

is a recent addition. ~o %uzc&“k“-%gv«"ﬁ o\ers

The second-from-left bay contains the painted front
door, and the other three, one 1/1 oversized windows. The
house also contains a centrally-located 2-flue brick
chimney, and the small front brick porch has metal vertical .
supports for the gabled porch roof, along with small plaster
rosettes where the porch roof beams connect to the house,
and a plaster cherub over the front door. Simple, small
rectangular designs are on the house's nea—funcbiemasl v oo
soffits. ' ‘

A simple, small, single-car, box-style, clapboard-sided
garage with a gable roof sits in the south-east corner of
the property, with significant insect damage on the roof and
walls.

The house's half-cellar suffers from many regular water
leaks and seapages. Insects and water have significantly
damaged the flooring of the first level (in the breakfast
room, the southeast first floor bedroom, and in the
northeast first floor bathroom). Also, there are apparent
cracks and chips in the stucco exterior, and the metal
supports for the front porch are in the middle stages of
rusting away.
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8.

Significance: Summary paragraph of significance and general

statement of history and support:

Chevy Chase is historically significant in the context
of suburban development in Montgomery County. In the late
19th and early 20th century, scores of subdivision sites
were created - first along the B&0 Railroad, then along
streetcar lines, and then on routes-accessible by
automobile. Among all of these communities in the county,
Chevy Chase stands apart for its comprehensiveness. The
Section 4 portion of the Town of Chevy Chase is significant
for representing a continuation of Francis Newlands' vision
that began with Section 2, the Village.

The house at 6807 Meadow Lane appears to have been
constructed before 1935, probably in the 1920's, based on
changes to the property shown on the 1933 Sanborn Plats that
are not shown on the 1909 Thomas Fisher Plan, and from
recorded deeds 1/ for the site. There is no indication

On October 17, 1919 [reference 288:173], Chevy Chase Land
Company sold Lot 10, Block 7 in the Chevy Chase Land Company
subdivision known as Section 4 to Edwin W. Wilson. Recorded
in Plat Book #2, p.104.

On September 20, 1922 [reference 324:40], Carroll and Mabel
Wilson Beale (husband and wife), Walter M. and Patience
McKey Wilson (husband and wife), and E. Percival and
Elizabeth Keech Wilson (husband and wife) sold Lot 10, Block
7 of Chevy Chase Section 4 to William H. Tayloe.

On March 26, 1956 [reference 2193:276], Elizabeth W. Tayloe
(unmarried) and Louise Plater Tayloe (unmarried) sold Lot
10, Block 7 of Chevy Chase Section 4 to Mabel L. Alexander
and Esther M. Baughman.

On August 26, 1968 [reference 3785:100], Mabel L. Alexander
and Esther M. Baughman sold Lot 10, Block 7 of Chevy Chase
Section 4 to Richard A. And Margaret C. Garner {(husband and
wife) .

on Jaﬁuary 14, 1970 [reference 3953:26], Richard A. and
Margaret O. Garner (huébapd and wife) sold Lot 10, Block 7
of Chevy Chase Section 4 to Charles E. and Lucy V. Garner
(husband and wife). '

On October 16, 1972 [reférence 4287:563], Charles E. and
Lucy V. Garner (husband and wife) sold Lot 10, Block 7 of
Chevy Chase Section 4 to Richard A. and Margaret O. Garner
(husband and wife) . |, ,

(continued...)
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(from recorded deeds, the writer's and the Montgomery County
Historic Preservation Commission staff's knowledge of
history, etc.) that the house possesses individual historic
significance, or has been a contributor to local or national
history, or has been associated with local or national
historic figures.

Nor does the house possess architectural or design

significance, because it does not:

- embody a distinctive type, period, or method of
construction,

- represent the work of a master,

- possess high artistic value, or

- represent an established and familiar v1sual feature of
the neighborhood.

Although it has been in place for many decades, the
house has undergone too many changes and has been too
significantly altered to be distinguished as being a
familiar feature of the neighborhood. Also, for this same
reason, it can not be characterized as being of any
particular syle or period.
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(...continued)

On August 12, 1991 ([reference 9889:303], Richard A. Garner,
sole owner, sold 6807 Meadow Lane (Lot 10, Block 7 of Chevy
Chase Section 4) to John D. and Elizabeth M. White (husband.
and wife).
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

* THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue

M-NCPPC

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760
Date: @ -8
MEMORANDUM
TO: Robert Hubbard, Director

Department of Permitting Services

- FROM: Gwen Wright, Coordinator
: Historic Preservation %ﬁlﬂ

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed the attached application
for a Historic Area Work Permit. This application was:

Approved ‘ | Denied

\/___Approved with Conditions:
Dr m@eﬂ‘rs-* =5 Sacomnes te 4o be 50\ m;\t(s
o & é’\ra@:% \Qaéra—n@aé as q(‘;%:ravzd gba_%va
st es e o DOS. | -
D Dles usde d\)m\ec)—usv\ aCLLQA_Q Areas o Yoloe
/’?W &UV\hQ}CU‘n?%T‘L)ﬁm | |

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

Applicant: (960'—7 mwé}th& \A@,\A—-@ . CD\Q&M\@LQ%
Address:—;OQ(\ (\(_b a@h&aw} (/D\(Lfy\ﬁ

***THE APPLICANT MUST ARRANGE FOR A FIELD INSPECTION BY CALLING
DPS/FIELD SERVICES (217-6240) FIVE DAYS PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF
WORK AND WITHIN TWO WEEKS FOLLOWING COMPLETION OF WORK.




MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue

Sitver Spring, Maryland 209103760 Date___ &3~ |2 AL

M-NCPPC

MEMORANDUM

TO: Historic Area Work Permit Applicanfs

FROM: Gwen Wright, Coordinator
Historic Preservation Section ,

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application - Approval of Applicétion/Release of
Other Required Permits

Enclosed is a copy of your Historic Area Work Permit application, approved by the Historic

Preservation Commission at its recent meeting, and a transmittal memorandum stating conditions
(if any) of approval.

You may now apply for a county building permit from the Department of Permitting Services
(DPS) at 250 Hungerford Drive, second floor, in Rockville. Please note that although your work

has been approved by the Historic Preservation Commission, it must also be approved by DPS
before work can begin. '

When you file for your building permit at DPS, you must take with you the enclosed forms, as
well as the Historic Area Work Permit that will be mailed to you directly from DPS. These forms
are proof that the Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed your project. For further

information about filing procedures or materials for your county building permit review, please
call DPS at 301-217-6370.

If your project changes in any way from the approved plans, either before you apply for your
building permit or even after the work has begun, please contact the Historic Preservation
Commuission staff at 301-563-3400.

Please also note that you must arrange for a field inspection for conformance with your approved
HAWRP plans. Please inform DPS/Field Services at 301-217-6240 of your anticipated work
schedule.

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



L [

R, Montgomery County Departmentof 260 Hungerford Drive, 2nd Floor
¥ Maryland Permitting Shhiices . © - Rookwille, Maryland 20850-4153 FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
30121746370 ZONING

@ BUILDING PERMIT |ooo——

APPLICATION o[58 ——

Contact Person: \75/\ n WA("ée_ . Telophone No... 202 /R0~ / 8/ 2 FAX No.: /.
Name of Apglicant: 3—0/1. h?E/«zgégﬂ Wi'te Daytime Phone No.: 20 X /08 ~ /81 2
" Address T & 8U7_ﬁ ﬁ!&t(ﬂ'\/ Ilani.-c"f C/l CV;LC/(GS’C State: 1D Ep T R8I35

Contractor: __ 1 O ‘Jl 51’/6(,14‘&0( Contractor Reg. No.:

Contractor Address: _ o - i Contractor Phone No.: /
Pians Prepared By: Registration No.: Telaphona No.: /

LocAN FRULDI . - 1(:1 .n, ‘1‘.\.5 '.:’- ; ~ N

Street Number égo ] Street Name: _ /1 £ Low th4
TownGty__J OW A of Chevy CZg.W— _ ction Distrit__ ()
“Neaest tross Street* 1 Moo A § (‘Q/_La ’ Plac e I " :

Lot _ 'IO T “Block ? - OR Liber_ - Folio Parcel

Subdivision CK ey o Chase Se. Tion /)‘

PARTONE 1A. TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION: 18, PAINCIPLE USE: (Check one) ﬁiﬁ,ﬁ;@fggg 6‘:/1?257

O Condtruct: - - Extend/Add ~ * (J ARerfReniovate - (] Asséinbly () Bosrdinig House - (] Business** [T Educalitrist [ micustrial® -
PDemoish ~ OMove  Dnstal () Commercisl Swim. Pool (JHotel (J Institytional (] Mercantile (J Motel

7 Repair ' © [JMuitiFamily (3 Restaurant [ Place of Worship ([ Public Utility () Fence
e ) J{Single Family ClStorage [ Yownhouse - (] Misc. Strustare:

1C. Construction Cast Estimate § _4£0 0 *if Business, pleass specily use:

10. f typical plans and details previousty approved give permit na:
1E. If this is a revision of a previously approved active penﬁit, give permit no:
1.F Is this property in a municipality, special taxing districts or homeowner's associationi? Mes [INo

1G. Is this property  historical resource? - (J¥es (INo  IF VES: [ Master Plan X{Atias A -

PARTTWO 2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL: 28, TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY.
Wssc [iseptic CJ0ther - Wwssc Owell Coter

PARY THREE 1S THIS AN IMPACT TAX AREA? (0 Yes ﬂNo
Do you have approved development impact tax credits you intend tc epply to this application? ~ [JYes [JNo I yes, sttach a copy of
approved credit determination from DPS. How much credit do you wish to apply to this application? $ .

PART FQUR IS THIS A DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL PAYMENT (DAP)? (3 Yes ){No If yes, submit copy of agreemant,

10 BE READ BY APPLICANT
Any information that the appiicant has set forth in this application that is faise or misleading may resutt in the rejection of the application. A condition for
the issuance of this permit is that the proposed canstruction comply at ail times with the plans as approved by all applicable govermnment agencies.
{ hersby declare and affirm, under the penalty of perjury, that all matters and facts set forth in this building permit application are true end comract to the best
of my knowledge, information and befief. )

7/2(3’!‘}8 YN/ 7%=

Signature of Applicant
{Property Owner or Owner's Authorized Agent®)

Tohn D‘ W}uéé—

“If authorized agent, complete Affidavit an back of spplication Narme (Print)
O Approved (5 Disapproved Signature
For Chief. Permitting Services Date
Agplication/Permit No. q 8 O 7& iOD (0 / FiingFee: $§ ) 50 BD Receipt No.: Z ! l l 3
Permit fes: $
EDAP: Receipt No.:
Bal $ Receipt No.:
DAP: ReceiptNo.:

Impact Tex: § Receipt No.:

2/1/88 Edit



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

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION DF PROJECT

a. Description of existing structure(s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and significance:
TR R o MY 2 A T
4 7

b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resouice(s), the environmental setting, and, where applicable, the historic district:

= e

/ s Lo
S pa A gt e T S

4

2. SITEPLAN
Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat. Your site plan must include:
a. the scale, north arrow, and date;
b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and

c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIDNS

You must submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in_a format no larger than 11” x 17", Plans on 8 1/2" x 11" paper are preferred.

a. Schematic construction plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of walls, window and door openings, and other
fixed features of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.

b. Elevations {facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context.

All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. 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 the project. This information may be included on your
design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

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

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-of-way and of the adjoining properties. Al labels should be placed on
the front of photographs.

6. TREE SURVEY

It you are proposing construction adjacent to or within the dripline of any tree 6" or larger in diameter {at approximately 4 feet above the ground), you
must file an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

7. ADDRESSES DF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY DWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners {not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the awners of alt lots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as well as the owner(s) of lot(s) or parcel{s) which lie directly across
the street/highway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,
Rockville, {301/279-1355).

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) DR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES DF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTDCDPIED DIRECTLY ONTD MAILING LABELS.

& . \
N



RETURNTO:  DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES
250 HUNGERFORD DRIVE, 2nd FLOOR, ROCKVILLE, MD 20850
301/217-6370

DPS - #8

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: s (--.)/7 1 (/{v/ /‘/’ /' /(\>
Daytime Phone No: A S A ~ A Q s =/ g{/ R

Tax Account No.:

Name of Property Owner: TOAI\ D -éﬁ//f)_“li?v/’ I f/\ //7 LWV /(l%auaytime Phone No: (2.0 2 ~2AC 8’ -/ S

Address: & J 07 ,//leao[owﬂww\ C'//re(/y Chese. MDD R0 Z/5
Street Number City 7 Staet Zip Code
Contractorr: S Lo /IA&, - //Id‘fr ZL/)L (,L( S/':c‘ff’)' . /{N‘?"yf" < Phone No.: 7(3 3 T 76.#(,;’ - 5)/ / 2.

Contractor Registration No.:

Agent for Owner: Daytime Phone No.:

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

< /)
House Number: (': J Q 7 Street: / / et 5.(/ o et/ /\, K

Town/City: (_/1 e 1/7’ C /(75(2, NearestCrossStreet A/ o0l S //KQ /O/ﬂ/;e
ot & Bock___ /. Subdivision: € 1600y Chese Seo L7 /7‘
Liber: Folio; Parcel;

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

TA. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
(}giclonstruct O Extend (3 Atter/Renovate /“EI:NC )S\Slab ] Room Addiion Y Porch [J Deck [J Shed
3 Move 3 Install :%Wreck/ﬂaze {J Solar ,E(Fireplace [7J Woodburning Stove /\ﬁsmgle Family
{J Revision {J Repair 7] Revocable {J Fence/Wall {complete Section 4) {3 Other:

1B. Construction cost estimate:  § /7(00, ced

1C. If this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

'] \ .
2. Type of sewage disposal: 01 )iwssc 02 ] Septic 03 { ) Other:

28. Type of water supply: m)K‘[ WSsSC 02 {J Well 03 (J Other:

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet inches

3B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

{3 Onparty line/property line {J Entirely on land of owner [J On public right of way/easement

| hereby certify that | have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with plans
approved by all agencies listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

Signature of owner or autharized agent / Date

Approved: /’7 yairperson, istoric Preservation Commission
7 .
Disapproved: Sig '/ i Date: / \
I‘ X LA 6
Application/Permit No.: s Date Fifed: Date Issued: L
Edit. 2/4/38 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

s0/@1 -9eh



b) | Photographs of the existing house viewed from the public rights of way
(Woodside Place and Meadow Lane) are attached. Note that the right side
elevation photo (ref:(5)(a), above) was taken from the yard of 6805 Meadow
Lane, and the rear elevation photo (ref:(5)(b), above) was taken from the rear yard
of 6915 Woodside Place.

-6) TREE SURVEY: ,

All trees 6" or larger in diameter (at approximately 4' above ground) are noted on the site

plan. '

7 ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS:

Adjacent:

a) Leslie & David Freer, 6805Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

b) Lydia and Marco Adelfio, 6915 Woodside Place, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

¢) 7, 6810 Connecticut Avenue, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

d) Linda & Tom Wright, 6812 Connecticut Avenue, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

Confronting:
e) Cynthia & Michael McKee, 6808 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

f) Mr. Frank Engler, 6810 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
g) Caroline & Michael Michaelis, 6812 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

h) Mr. & Mrs. Gene Kelley, 6912 Woodside Place, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

CAOFFICE\WPWINAWPDOCS\HAWPITMS WPD 3






HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 6807 Meadow Lane Meeting Date:  08/12/98
Resource:  Town of Chevy Chase (35/81) Review: HAWP

Locational Atlas Historic District
Case Number: 35/81-98A Tax Credit: None
Public Notice: 07/29/98 | Report Date:  08/05/98
Applicantﬁ John White Staff:  Perry Kephart
PROPOSAL: Demolition & RECOMMEND: Approve

New Construction ‘ With Conditions

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: ca. 1920 (Existing Structure)

SIGNIFICANCE: Potential Non-Contributing Resource in the Town of Chevy Chase
Locational Atlas Historic District.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

1Y story, four bay Colonial Revival Cottage clad in stucco with a peaked roof portico
over the front entrance. The roof'is asphalt shingle. The windows are 1/1, in a number of styles,
with aluminum storm windows, and decorative panel shutters. At the rear is a peaked roof
dormer over a center bumpout section that is a recent addition. :

PROPOSAL
1. The applicant proposes to demolish the structure and replace it with a larger residence.
2. The applicant proposes to construct a Neo-Colonial Revival 2'% story, three bay, house

with a rear two-car garage on the right side and a three bay wing on the left side of the main
block. The house is to have exterior masonry chimneys at either side of the house and an
additional flue on the rear roof plane of the addition. The side addition is proposed to have a
recessed, screened front porch under the second story accessed by a pair of multi-paned french
doors leading from the addition and by a single multi-paned french door leading from the side wall
of the main block. There are full-length windows proposed to flank the paired french doors.

The front facade will have a copper-roofed bay window on either side of a Federal Style
front door with a curved transom and sidelights. There is a pedimented portico with Doric porch

W



supports that will be the same design as those on the side porch. The front porch is proposed to
have three steps leading to grade. A small shed roof portico is also proposed for the rear
entrance. The rear entrance is to be a pair of multi-paned french doors.

Two skylights are proposed on the rear roof plane of the main block.

The windows for the most part are to be 9/9 below and 6/6 above. They are proposed to
be double-glazed with shadow bar muntins. A glass block privacy window is proposed for the
rear of the side addition. The shutters are to be louvered wood panels to fit the windows, to be
inoperable, but to have holdbacks.  The house is to be clad in painted, lapped Hardiplank (a
sample was submitted to the commission at the preliminary consultation). Composite shingle is
proposed for the roof. The garage is to have two bays with overhead paneled doors and an
additional exit through a glass paneled door at the rear of the structure. Between the garage and
the house is a bump-out on the side to provide access from the house to the garage. In front of
this section are exterior railed steps leading to a below grade basement under the main block and
the side addition. Grading is proposed at the rear of the addition to provide for a basement
window well. The garage is to be constructed on grade.

3. Some paving is proposed to bring the existing driveway on the right side of the property
to provide a paved apron in front of the garage entrance. No trees are expected to be negatively
impacted either by the proposed construction or by paving.

4. A 6' high open work plank fence with a 1x4 cap board is proposed to be installed to
extend along the rear property line from the existing wood fence at the Woodside Place property
line to the rear corner of the garage, at which point a wood gate is proposed. A second section is
proposed to run from the rear corner of the house back to the rear fence with a gate to be
installed near the house.

STAFF DISCUSSION
Background
The applicant is attempting to expedite the demolition and replacement of a

property in the Town of Chevy Chase by stepping outside the normal review process that
submitting a demolition permit to the Department of Permitting Services would initiate.
Applicant has appeared before the HPC for two Preliminary Consultations to discuss his proposal
to demolish the existing structure and to replace it with a new house of the structure.

HPC is being asked to review the proposals for all intents and purposes as a Master Plan
site within a historic district. The applicant has explained his concerns regarding modification of
the existing resource.

Demolition

Demolition of a structure within a historic district is always carefully reviewed and
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infrequently approved by the HPC. The demolition can be considered from three perspectives.
A. Historic Merit:

How does the property contribute to the historicity of the district in which it is
located? Chevy Chase is historically significant in the context of suburban development in
Montgomery County. In the late 19th and early 20th century, scores of subdivision sites were
created--first along the B&O Railroad, then along streetcar lines, and then on routes accessible by
automobile. Among all these communities in the county, Chevy Chase stands alone in its
comprehensiveness. Section 4, the Town, is significant for representing a continuation of Francis
Newlands’ vision that began with Section 2, the Village.

From the information compiled in the survey of the proposed district to date, the
house at 6807 Meadow Lane appears to have been constructed before 1935, probably in the
1920's, based on changes to the property shown on the 1933 Sanborn Plats that are not shown on
the 1909 Thomas Fisher Plan, and from recorded deeds for the site.

There is nothing in the research to date to indicate that the house is to be
considered for its individual historic significance, or for any contributions to local or national
history, or for any associations with local or national historic figures.

B. Architectural Merit:

Architectural or design significance would be attributed to the house if it embodied-
distinctive type, period or method of construction, or if it represented the work of a master, or
possessed high artistic values, or represented an established and familiar visual feature of a
neighborhood. The house does not appear to meet these criteria. It is not representational, and
although it has been in place for many decades, it has undergone too many changes and has been
too significantly altered to be distinguished as being a familiar feature of the neighborhood. For
this reason, also, it cannot be characterized as being of any particular style or period.

C. Condition of the Structure:

The subject property has been described by the applicant in the attached pages as
being structurally unsound. That in itself is not a reason for demolition of a property that is of
either historical or architectural significance. In the case of this house, the structural problems
with the house should, in staff’s opinion, be given weight. It would be inappropriate to ask the
applicant to restore a house that would not be considered a contributing resource for any reason
other than in its original state, it was an early house in the district.

Demolition of a 70 or 80 year old structure is always problematic. As this house has lost
substantially all architectural integrity as a result of the many modifications to its design and
materials, staff would concur with the applicant’s proposal that it be demolished. We would
recommend that a condition of approval be documentation and photography of the structure

before it is taken down.



New Construction:

The proposals for demolition and for new construction that the applicant has made are the
result of extensive discussion with the staff and with the HPC at two preliminary consultations.
Staff feels that the applicant has responded to the concerns of the Commission and of the
neighbors. The house is at the upper limits in terms of height relative to the elevation of the
neighboring houses, but as it does not exceed them, staff would not consider this an issue.

The proposals submitted at the consultations have been slightly modified in the interim to
include two rear skylights, a glass block window, a screened porch, and a rear fence. Although
there are no specific guidelines within which to review these proposed changes, the window and
rear fence the screened porch are at the rear of the property, and staff would suggest that review
of them should be lenient. Because of the placement of the proposed construction on a corner lot
nearly perpendicular to the neighboring structure on Woodside Place, rear skylights that face onto
the neighbor’s side yard may be problematic. The screened porch, in staff’s opinion, is a familiar
feature of the historic district and is appropnate to the revival style that is being emulated in this
new construction.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with conditions the HAWP application
as being consistent with Chapter 24A-8(b)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 resouzce is
located and would not be detrimental thereto or to the achievement of the purposes of this chapter;

and with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation #9 and #10:

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.

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.

and with the following conditions:

1. The permit set of construction drawings is to be stamped as approved by
the HPC staff before being submitted to the Department of Permitting -
Services.

2. Applicant to work with staff to document and photograph existing
structure before removal, based on HABS/HAER Standards.

3. Adequate protection is to be provided for trees adjacent to the building site

Cy



during construction.

and with the general condition applicable to all Historic Area Work Permits that the applicant
shall arrange for a field inspection by calling the Montgomery County Department of
Permitting Services (DPS), Field Services Office, five days prior to commencement of work and
within two weeks following completion of work.



RETURN TO:

DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES
250 HUNGERFORD DRIVE, 2nd FLLOOR, ROCKVILLE, MD 20850
301/217-6370

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

J 0//7/1 /\//7/ .
S —/9/R

DPS - #8

Contact Person:

Daytime Phone No.. A SA ~ R &

Tax Account No.:

Name of Property Owner: jﬂo/tji\b=$ﬁ//(f:{/'-é{%\ /% L‘U/ué%Daytime Phone No.: QOQ‘QC g"/ g["’z
Address: é537 ,/‘/i‘faOch[{U‘ht (-//h,(/j C/I(ZSL_ /VLD 9\05/5

Street Number City Staet Zip Code
Contractor: Sid /7/”,, = Mar iy (v SZ%’??-L //(W&‘ Phone No.: J& ; = JEO0 - y//i

Contractor Registration No.:

Agent for Owner: Daytime Phone No.:

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number: é g ¢ 7 Street:
rownltit: G- A€ vy € Aoce N ool s.dle Place
ot 1L Block 7 Subdivision: CA¢y y Chese Se. Crivm 7

Liber: A Folio: Parcel:

/Wéaﬁ(GVV A ane

Nearest Cross Street:

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

‘;ﬁbonstruct 3 Extend (3 After/Renovate /"B(NC /Bxslah O Room Addition ) Porch [ Deck [ Shed
[ Move 3 Install :S(Wreck/ﬂaze [ Solar %Flreplace O Woodburning Stove XSingle Family
[ Revision 3 Repair 3 Revocable 3 Fence/Wall {complete Section 4) [ other.
1B. Construction cost estimate:  § s J jleye

1C. If this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A.  Type of sewage disposal: 02 (7 Septic 03 [ Other:

2B. Type of water supply: 02 (3 Well 03 (7 Other:

PARTTHREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet inches

3B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

[ On party line/property line [ Entirely on land of owner 3 On public right of way/easement

I hereby certify that | have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is corect, and that the construction will comply with plens
approved by all agencies listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

//4 Yk

4/7/757

Signa!ure of owner or suthorized agent

Date

Approved:

For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission

Disapproved: Signature:

Application/Permit No.:

iy

Date: .
Date Filed: . _Date Issued: & 6

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTiONS

20/g) 98-




1.

{ ""L

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

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Descrlpnon of emstmg structure(s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and significance:

Cu b "“{,(44 5‘»[’/2~.J‘f/é/ [

b. General descnptlon of project and its effect on the historic resource(s), the environmental setting, and, where applicable, the historic district:

({.. AR ZZ{,( :,?(t’-‘,‘yc.{ /L ;

SITE PLAN
Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat. Your site plan must include:
a. the scale, north arrow, and date;

b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and

‘c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

PLANS AND ELEVATIONS
‘ou must submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format no larger than 11" x 17". Plans on 8 1/2" x 11" paper are preferred.

a. Schematic construction plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of walls, window and door openings, and other
fixed features of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.

b. Elevations (facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context.
All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each
facade affected by the proposed work is required.

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General description of materiafs and manufactured items proposed for incorporation in the work of the project. This information may be included on your
design drawings.

PHOTOGRAPHS

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

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-of-way and of the adjoining properties. All labels should be placed on
the front of photographs.

TREE SURVEY

It you are proposing construction adjacent to or within the dripline of any tree 6" or larger in diameter (at approximately 4 feet above the ground), you
must file an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners (not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the parce! in question, as well as the owner(s) of lot{s) or parcel(s) which lie directly across - *

_ the street/highway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Depamnent of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,

Rockwlle {301/279-1355).

PLEASE PRINT (iN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.

- v



(1)

Historic Preservation Commission

ltem 4.

Exterior Veneer: Hardiplank 7.5” Beaded Cementious Siding on all (4) sides.
Shutters to be Mid-American Master series “Williamsburg” raised panel.
Gutters: 5” wide x 3.5” deep - aluminum. Downspouts: 2” x 3” - aluminum. Color to
match cornice.
Fireplace: Majestic DVR36RN direct vent fireplace located on rear wall.
Foundation walls: Poured concrete walls 9’ tall.
* Exposed foundation walls to be painted to match Hardiplank siding.
Floor system: Engineered floor system = TJI's at 19.2” O.C.
Subfloor: 3/4” 0.S.B.
Exterior walls to be constructed with 2 x 4 ‘s at 16” O.C.
Insulation: Ext. walls = R13, Ceilings, Overhangs, Bays = R30, Basement walls =

‘R11.

Exterior Sheathing: 7/16” O.S.B.
Roofing: G.A.F. “Slateline” -- 30 yr. shingle:
¢ (2) front bays to be copper,
e Front door portico to be G.A.F. “Slateline”,
¢ Portico off Dining room to be a rubber roof membrane. Mule Hide Products,
o Rear Library 4’ offset to be G.A.F. “Slateline”.
Front Stoop to have brick pavers.
Portico rails and columns off Fam rm to be wood.
All cornice to be wood. Facia, Freeze (where applicable), and soffit.
Windows to be Barber and Ross wood, insulated, double hung with sandwitched
divided lites. Except Kitchen and Masterbath: Barber and Ross wood, insulated,
casements with sandwitched divided lites.
o Fiberglass mesh screens
Front door: 3 x 0 x 6 x 8 - Rigid Guard insulated steel (6) panel w/ 1 x 0 sidelites
(ea. side) and 1 x 0 transom above.
e French doors (Fam rm), Atrium door (Bkfst rm) to be Rigi-Guard (15) lite.
o Garage svc dr. and areaway door to be Rigid-Guard (9) lite.
Overhead garage door to be Clopay 1000 - Insulated steel door, (4) section and (4)
panel.
Exterior wood to Receive (3) coats of paint. Prime coat, first coat, second coat.
¢ Mfg: McCormick.
o All projections above roof to be painted to match roof shingles -- such as:
Flues, vents, etc.
Exterior door hardware to be Schiage F-series, “Plymouth” -- polish brass.
Exterior light fixtures: Polish Brass

)



7-20-98 11:48 202; 4 2/ 2

Modifications to Plans submitted for
6£807 Meadow Lane in the Town of Chevy Chase
(7/20/98)

1) Front Elevation: Change first and third french doore on porch to
full length divided light windows with same transoms.

2) Front Elevation: Add screening to the porch with french doors,
using minimal support lathing so French doors are as visible as
possible. Also eliminate the front porch steps and retain the
side porch steps and put a screen door at the side steps.

3} Right Side Elevation: Add a window on the second floor
approximately in the center of the wall (for a bathroom).

4) Rear Elevation: Change the window on the far right of the second
level to a glass block window and possibly reposition it to the
left somewhat (maybe in the middle) of that wing of the house.

5) Rear Elevation: Add a "kitchen sink" window between Garage and
backyard French doors.

6) Rear Elevation: Change the garage window in the center of the
' wall to a half-divided light (9 pane) door repositioned to the
far left of the garage wall. :

7} Rear Elevation: Add two (2) skylights on left rear roof of main
house.

8) Site Plan: Add a 6'8" bﬁﬁ%yard fence (type yet to be determined -
it may be an alternating board type to allow breezes to pass
through) made up of 4 sections:

a) from Woodside front setback building line, along shared
property line with Adelfios, to 48" poplar tree.

b) from 48" poplar tree, along shared property line with
Adelfios, to the northernmost corner of the Garage (left
rear corner of garage on gite plan oriented with Meadow Lane
at bottom of page). Note that Woodside Place runs on a line
going north-to-scuth. .

<) from northernmost point of house (left rear corner of house
on site plan oriented with Meadow Lane at bottom of page) to
the Adelfio property line. Section will contain a door.

a) from NE corder of Garage go Adelfio property line. Section
will contain a door.: :

Comment: Please give me feedback on acceptability of these changes.

Question: By whgt'date and time do we need to get Perry Kephart the
finalized drawings in time for the 8/12 HPC meeting?
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FROM: M.E. ADELFIO 301 6356 4588 P.GQZ2

MARCO & LYDIA ADELFIO
6915 WOODSIDRE PLACE
CHEVY CHAST, MDD 20815

June 1, 1998

M-NCPPC
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Commissioners:

We are writing about Mt. John Wlnte's revised proposal for new construction at 6807
Meadow lanc, Chevy Chase. We are unable t attend the Juune 10 hearing  Ar the
preliminary consultation on May 27, 1 quesuoncd the overall scale of the new house relatve
t0 the buildable area on the lot, and 1ts proximuty to our housc. 1 voiced particular concerus
about the elimination of the side yard, mainly because of its effect on our southern
exposurc. The Commissioners also questioned the relative size of the propused house and
its cffect on the historic greenspace and encouraged Mr. White 10 consider approprate
modifications.

One of the Commissioners suggested that Mr. White consider moving the atrached
garage around to the back of the house, thereby proposing a moditied "L-shaped” house.
With this modification, coupled with a driveway shift and a shift of the entire house closer
to the southeast setback line, Mr. White's revised proposal (as shown m the autached sketch
prepared by Mr. White) has fully addressed our concerns about proximity and the
climination of the side yard. Even though the footprint of the revised proposal is actually
somewhat larger than the original proposal, the other changes will preserve much ot the
side yard and brang the northern corner of the house a good distance away from out house.

Accordingly, we urge you to act favorably and cxpeditiously on Mr. White’s revised
proposal.

Sincerely,

s Lyt

Marco & Lydia Adelfio

Ce: John & Elizaberh Whate

PHONE: 301-637.3522 « PAX: J(1 056-4580
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6918 Woodside Place
Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815
(301) 654-3861

May 12, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart :

Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission
1109 Spring Street, 8th Floor

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Dear Ms. Kephart:

I understand that our neighbors, John and Elizabeth White, have business before the
Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission in connection with obtaining permits for
the demolition of their present home and the construction of a new one.

As you know, the Whites live at 6807 Meadow Lane, on the corner of Meadow Lane and
Woodside Place in Chevy Chase. We live across Woodside Place from the Whites, one house up
from the house directly across from them. Because we live so close, we would be concerned if
construction on that property were not in keeping with the style and character of our neighborhood.

The Whites have, however, shared with us and other neighbors their plans for their new
house. I must say that from those drawings the new house appears to be both handsome and of an
architectural style that would blend nicely with that of other homes close by. The scale of the home
would also appear consistent with that of others homes on the same stretch of Meadow Lane.
Although our other neighbors are also aware of the Whites’ plans, we know of no complaints about
them.

As homeowners who chose Chevy Chase because we liked the feel of it, my wife and I
certainly support the HPC’s worthy goal of maintaining the aesthetic integrity of the neighborhood.
But we also know, as you no doubt do, that these matters must be addressed with healthy doses of
common sense and flexibility. John and Elizabeth have put considerable effort and expense into
planning a new home. They have chosen an architectural style in keeping with their neighborhood.
That have shared plans with neighbors and indicated a willingness to listen to any concerns. Under
these circumstances, it seems to us that it should be easy for the HPC to address this issue quickly,
work with the Whites, and approve final plans so that construction can begin. I hope you will urge
the entire commission to act now so that our beautiful neighborhood can become even more
beautiful with the addition of a new home for the White family.

Sincerely,
A
Rob¢rt R. Gasafvay '
€5



Deal

6807 MEADOW LANE, TOWN OF CHEVY CHASE P ¢y
(EARLIER KNOWN AS 6307 MEADOW LANE) &, e ' ’

_ ’ ;r]fc

Deed gesearch (see below) shows that Chevy Chase Land
Company JSoid ksubdivided Lot 10 ' _ to Edwin Wilson in 1919.
Other members of the Wilson family presumably inherited the
property and sold it to William H.Tayloe in 1922. Tayloe is
listed in Polk's directory of 1927-28 as living at 6307 [now
6807] Meadow Lane. Sanborn map of 1927 shows a one-story frame
house at this address, although Klinge maps of 1931 and 1941 show
a two-story dwelling. The Sanborn 1958 update shows a one story
dwelling. The conclusion is that this was always a one-story
house, probably dating from the mid-1920s. (Note that a
Similar ore-s¥ory ttage was constructed in 1924 at 3800
Williams Lane.)

-

RESEARCH OF LAND RECORDS

October 17, 1919

288:173 ‘ -
Chevy Chase Land Company, Montgomery County, to Edwin W. Wilson,
D.C., for $2722.72, Lot 10, Block 7, in subdivision made by Chevy
Chase Land Company knowh as .Chevy Chase, Section 4, recorded in
plat book #2, p. 104. Covenants include restrictions limiting
use of premises to residential purposes; a 25-foot setback from
the front property line with stables, etc. to be erected only at
the rear (with the notation that “\In the case of corner lots any
and all lines bordering upon a street, avenue, or pathway shall
be considered a front line*); no house to cost less than $4000;
single family occupancy only with a side yard setback of 5 feet
and 10 feet from nearest adjacent house; all restrictions apply
to successors and assigns.

September 20, 1922

324:40 .

Mabel Wilson Beale, Swarthmore, PA and Carroll Beale, husband,
D.C.; Walter M. Wilson and Patience McKey Wilson, wife, Colorado
Springs, Colo.; and E. Percival Wilson and Elizabeth Keech
Wilson, wife, Montgomery County, to[William H. Tayloe] of
Montgomery County. Lot 10, Block 7, Chevy Chase Section 4, with
same restrictions as deed filed at 288:173.

March 26, 1956
2193:276

Elizabeth W. Tayloe, an unmarried woman, and Louise Plater



Tayloe, an unmarried woman, devisees under will of William H.
Tayloe (died on or about December 10, 1937) and also of Estelle
Tayloe (died on June 5, 1955), with the notation that Elisabeth
W. Tayloe is also known of record as Elizabeth W. Tayloe, to
Mabel L. Alexander and Esther M. Baughman, Lot 10, Block 7,
Section 4 of Chevy Chase.

August 26, 1968

3785:100 ) .

Mabel L. Alexander and Esther M. Baughman to Richard A. Garner
and Margaret O. Garner, wife, Lot 10, Block 7, Section 4 of Chevy
Chase.

January 14, 1970

3953:26

Richard A. Garner and Margaret O. Garner to Charles E. Garner and
wife Lucy V. Garner, Lot 10, Block 7, Section 4 of Chevy Chase.
October 16, 1972

4287:563

Charles E. Garner and wife Lucy V. Garner to Richard A. Garner,
Lot 10, Block 7, Section 4 of Chevy Chase.

August 12, 1991

9889:303

Richard A. Garner, sole owner, to John O. White and Elizabeth M.
White, husband and wife, for $379,500, 6807 Meadow Lane, Chevy
Chase, Maryland 20015.



MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL ’ MCPB
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION Supplemental Agenda
7-9-98

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

M-NCPPC

July 6, 1998
MEMORANDUM
TO: Montgomery County Planning Board
I’:I b
VIA: Jeff Zyontz.,”’méting Chief '
County-Wide Planning Division
FROM: Perry Kephart, Historic Preservation Planner @? ~

County-Wide Planning Division

SUBJECT:  Proposed Amendment to Chapter 24 A of the Montgomery County Code (Preserva-
tion of Historic Resources) to permit Property Owners within Historic District
Identified on the Locational Atlas the Option of Consenting to the Jurisdiction of
HPC for the purposes of expediting permits and avoiding a review of a fragmented
District

- RECOMMENDATION

Approval to transmit the proposed Chapter 24 A Amendment Concept to the County Council.

BASIS FOR THE PROPOSAL

The District Council requested in Resolution No. 13-81, dated March 28, 1995, that the
Planning Board propose an alternative for review by the Historic Preservation Commission of
Historic Area Work Permits for individual properties within the context of Locational Atlas Districts.
(See the last bullet of circle page 2. ) A request by a property owner to demolish a structure in an
atlas district has brought the necessity for the current action.

Up until last week, HPC legal and staff expected that a consent agreement between the owner
and HPC could be adopted administratively and no change to the County code would be necessary.
Council legal staff has advised otherwise. Council member Krahnke would like to introduce
emergency legislation on July 14 in order that an amendment would have the opportunity to be
adopted by Council before summer recess.



BACKGROUND

Pursuant to the procedures described in Chapter 24-A-10 of the Montgomery County Code,
Preservation of Historic Resources, application for a demolition permit in Chevy Chase Village
precipitated the review and subsequent designation of an eleven property historic district (Chevy
Chase Village, Phase One) by the County Council on March 28, 1995. The existing legislative
procedure requires a review of the proposed district within 195 days from the date of the application.
(See attachment Chapter 24 A -10 (c) 2. on circle page 13. ) From the landowner’s perspective, this
is a delay in the issuance of a permit. From the County’s perspective, this is a labor intensive
expedited procedure that can lead to piecemeal review and poor historic preservation practices. As
part of the action taken in adopting Phase I of the Chevy Chase Historic District, the Council
~ requested that the Planning Board suggest to the Council an alternative(s) for reviewing Historic
Area Work Permits that would avoid the designation of fragmented historic districts, or the review,
one by one, of individual sites within the Atlas districts.

At this time, the Town of Chevy Chase Historic District (T-CC) is one section of a large
Atlas Site (Chevy Chase/Chevy Chase Village, #35/13) that is presently being surveyed by staff
as part of the ongoing preparation of Locational Atlas Sites for Master Plan for Historic Preservation
designation, or non-designation. The Chevy Chase Village designation is complete. Historic
Preservation staff is currently focusing its work effort on preparation of designation material for
individual historic sites in Section 3, Section 5, and Martin’s Addition, and on other areas of the
county.

The owner of a property in the center of the Town of Chevy Chase is seeking to demolish his
residence (a non-contributing resource) and construct a new house. This district is not now in the
process of designation review. Should this owner apply for a demolition permit, the district would
have to be evaluated within 195 days. This would be a great imposition not only on staff but also the
Town of Chevy Chase which has indicated the desire for a high degree of coordination and
consultation. Additionally, for a number of reasons, both familial and financial, the property owner
wishes to expedite the project.

CONSENT AGREEMENT AS AN ALTERNATIVE TO FRAGMENTED DESIGNATION

A Consent Agreement procedure is proposed to provide the alternative requested by the
District Council and also provide a solution to the current applicant’s problem. Basically, the
legislation would be amended to permit the property owner in a Locational Atlas District the option
of agreeing that his property will be treated, for all intents and purposes, as a Master Plan Site until
such time as the historic district is either designated, or not, several years from now. This “designa-
tion” would include:

1. Review of changes to the property by the Historic Preservation Commission
through the regular Historic Area Work Permit Application process. This would
mean that any denials could be taken to the Board of Appeals.

2. The property would be eligible for tax credits if it were not demolished. The
proposed new construction would not.

2



'

The use of a Consent Agreement is not meant to circumvent the authority of the County
Council, but to accommodate a citizen who has been caught between the lengthy procedures
designed to protect Atlas sites and those delineated in Chapter 24A to protect Master Plan sites. It
is an alternative for the property owner to avoid the 195-day district review but not a requirement.
It allows for a far more expedited response yet maintains the integrity of the proposed district until
such time as the County Council can make a final determination.

Chevy Chase and Woodside are the only remaining large historic district Atlas sites with
multiple properties and extensive survey and research programs. It is not expected that there will be
aneed for similar Consent Agreements except in unusual circumstances such as have arisen in the
case of this property owner. '

PK:kcew

:Attachments
Resolution No. 13-81 Chevy Chase Phasel . . ... e Circle Page 1
Montgomery County Code Chépter 24A Circle Page 4
DraﬁConsentAgreement Circle Page 17
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Resolution No.: 13-81
Introduced: March 28, 1995
Adopted: March 28, 1995

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
SITTING AS A DISTRICT COUNCIL FOR THAT PORTION
OF THE MARYLAND-WASHINGTON REGIONAL DISTRICT
WITHIN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

By: District Council

Subject:

On December 19, 1994, the Planning Board submitted the Final Draft
Amendment to the Approved and Adopted Master Plan for Historic
Preservation: Chevy Chase Village Historic District (Phase One).

On February 2, 1995, the Executive submitted comments on the Final Draft
Amendment to the Master Plan. In his comments, the Executive recommerded
creation of a Chevy Chase Village Historic District (Phase One) of orly
one block of West Lenox Street, west of Connecticut Avenue. The Executive
stated that this compromise would provide an immediate level of protectiomn
for threatened properties, but allow further review of the entire Village.

The Chevy Chase historic district was considered because of an appllcatlon
for substantial alteration of a structure within the boundaries. The
property is subject to a 195-day moratorium under Montgomery County Code
§24A-10. The moratorium period ends on April 4, 1995.

-On March 14, 1995, the Plannlng, Housing and Economic Development

Committee held a public hearing on the Chevy Chase Village historic
district on behalf of the County Council. Five Councilmembers who are not
members of the PHED Committee also were present at the hearing.

On March 20, 1995, the PHED Committee held a worksession on the
amendment. Four other Councilmembers attended the Committee's worksession.

The Committee discussed its options as: 1) designating a historic
district with the boundaries submitted by the Planning Board or those
recommended by the County Executive; or 2) returning the Plan to the
Planning Board for a more comprehensive review of the Atlas site.



Resolution No: 13-81

The Committee by a 2-0 vote recommended that the Plan be returned to the
Planning Board for a more comprehensive evaluation of the entire Chevy
Chase area. The Committee believes that the Chevy Chase area does have
historicity, but feels that the area needs to be looked at as a whole and
more time is necessary to educate the community and to give all residents
the opportunity to participate in the process. The Committee acknowledged
that not designating a historic district leaves the area which was
recommended for designation, as well as all of the Atlas sites, vulnerable
to alterations and demolitions. The Committee also acknowledged that it
ig impossible to totally prevent substantial alterations without
designating the site as a historic resource, so to help ease the problem,

-the Committee recommended that language be added that the Board does not

have to evaluate the entire district every time a permit for substantial
alteration or demolition is filed.

On March 28, 1995, the County Council sitting as the District Council held
a worksession on the Final Draft Amendment and voted, through a substitute
motion, to designate the houses on West Lenox Street between the park and
Magnolia Parkway as a historic district. The Council believes that this
one block is an appropriate first phase of the Chevy Chase historic
district. The structures in the one block have been reviewed and
categorized by the Historic Preservation Commission and the Planning
Board. The block provides an appropriate context in which to evaluate a
request for demolition - the issue which initiated this amendment. The
boundaries of this first phase area preserve an intact block of
contributing and outstanding resources. The Council supports the
categorization of the structures in the district as recommended in the
Plan.

Action

The County Council for Montgomery County, Maryland, sitting as the

District Council for that portion of the Maryland-Washington Regional District
in Montgomery County, Maryland, approves the following resolution:

- The Final Draft Amendment to the Approved and Adopted Master Plan for

Historic Preservation: Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan
(Phase One) dated December, 1994 is modified to designate one block of
West lLenox Street between the park and Magnolia Parkway as a historic
disrict. In designating the one block, the Council's intent is that all
remaining areas of the Chevy Chase Atlas historic district, including the
areas in Chevy Chase Village which were part of this Plan, remain on the
Atlas for further and future consideration as part of a comprehensive
evaluation of the entire Atlas resource (or district). The Council
approves the modified Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master PLan
Amendment attached thereto.

During the period while this and any other large Atlas district are being

reviewed, the District Council requests that the Planning Board propose an
alternative or alternatives for reviewing permits that would focus more on

-2-
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Resolution No: 13-81

individual properties with the context of an Atlas district. The
alternative(s) brought to the Council should identify changes that can be
implemented by regulation as well as any which would amend the Montgomery
County Code. The purpose of these changes would be to respect owners'
rights, preserve the district for review, and review changes to individual
buildings in the context of a district, not trigger a review of the entire
district, nor bring houses to the Planning Board and County Council one by
one unless absolutely necessary to protect the owners' rights or the

resource.

e The District Council believes it is appropriate to complete the review of
Atlas districts and sites in as timely a manner as funding allows. The
Council adopts a goal to complete the review of the Chevy Chase Atlas
district in phases and in concert with the communities affected in as
close to two years as possible.

This is a correct copy of Council action.

g g

Kathleen A. Freedman, CMC
Secretary of the Council




MONTGOMERY COUNTY CODE
CHAPTER 24A
PRESERVATION OF HISTORIC RESOURCES

Sec. 24A-1. Purpose

1t is the purpose of this chapter to provide for the identification, designation and regu-
lation, for purposes of protection, preservation and continued use and enhancement of those
sites, structures with their appurtenances and environmental settings, and districts of historical,
archeological, architectural or cultural value in that portion of the county which is within the.
Maryland-Washington Regional District. Its further purpose is to preserve and enhance the
quality of life in the county, safeguard the historical and cultural heritage of the county,
strengthen the local economy, stabilize and improve property values in and around such
historic areas, foster civic beauty, and to preserve such sites, structures and districts for the
education, welfare, and continued utilization and pleasure of the citizens of the county, the
state, and the United States of America.

Sec. 24A-2. Definitions

(a) For the purposes of this chapter the following words and phrases shall have the
meanings respectively ascribed to them.

" ing" The entire parcel, as of the date on which
the Historic Resource is designated on the Master Plan, and structures thereon, on
which is located a historic resource, unless reduced by the District Council or the
commission, and to which it relates physically and/or visually. Appurtenances and
environmental settings shall include, but not be limited to, walkways and driveways
(whether paved or not), vegetation (including trees, gardens, lawns), rocks, pasture,
cropland and waterways. :

"Board” The county board of appeals of Montgomery County, Marjrland.
’ ission” The historic preservation commission of Montgomery County, Mary-
land as described hereinafter.

" The failure to provide ordinary and necessary maintenance
and repair to an historic site or an historic resource within an historic district, whether
by negligence or willful neglect, purpose or design, by the owner or any party in
possession of such a site, which results in any of the following conditions:

(2) The deterioration of exterior features so as to create or permit a hazardous
or unsafe condition to exist.

(b) The deterioration of exterior walls, roofs, chimneys, windows, the lack of

adequate waterproofing, or deterioration of interior features or foundations

}vmch will or could result in permanent damage, injury or loss of the exterior
eatures.

“Director" The director of the department of environmental protection of Montgomery

County, Maryland or his designee.
- ®



"Exterior features” The architectural style, design and general arrangement of the
exterior of an historic resource, including the color, nature and texture of building
materials, and the type or style of all windows, doors light fixtures, signs or other
similar items found.on or related to the exterior of an historic resource.

"Historic District” A group of historic resources which are significant as a cohesive
unit and contribute to the historical, architectural, archeological or cultural values
within the Maryland-Washington Reglonal District and which has been so demgnated in
the master plan for historic preservation.

"Histaric resource” A district, site, building, structure or object, including its appurte-
nances and environmental setting, which is significant in national, state or local history,
architecture, archeology or culture. This includes, but is not limited to, all properties
on the "Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites in Montgomery County".

"Historic site” Any individual historic resource that is significant and contributes to the
historical, architectural, archeological or cuitural values within the Maryland-Washing-
ton Regional District and which has been so designated in the master plan for historic
preservation.

-

“Permit” An historic area work permit issued by the director authorizing work on an
historic site or an historic resource located within an historic district.

“Planning Board" The Montgomery County Planning Board of the Maryland-Nanonal
Capital Park and Planning Commission.

Sec. 24A-3. Master Plan for historic preservation criteria for designation of historic sites or
districts.

(2) As part of the general plan for the physical development of that portion of the
county within the Maryland-Washington Regional District, there shall be prepared, adopted
and approved a master plan for historic preservation which shall constitute an amendment to
the general plan for the Maryland-Washington Regional District. Such plan shall designate
historic sites and historic districts and describe their boundaries; it shall propose means for the
integration of historic preservation into the planning process; and it shall suggest other
measures to advance the goals of historic preservation. :

(b) In considering historic resources for designation as historic sites or historic
districts, the planning board shall apply the following criteria:

1. Historical and cultural significance. The historic resource:

a. Has character, mtercst .or value as part of the development, heritage or cultural
characteristics of the county, state, or nation,

b. Is the site of a significant historic event;
c. Is identified with a person or a group of persons who influenced society; or

d. Exe’mphﬁes the cultural, economic, social, political or historic heritage of the county

and its communities; or
i | 6,



2. Architectural and design significance. The historic resource:

a. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of construction;
b. Represents the work of a master;
c. Possesses high artistic values;

d. Represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack
individual distinction; or

e. Represents an established and .familiar visual feature of the neighborhood,
community, or county due to its singular physical characteristic or landscape (ordinance
No. 9-4 (1)).

. Sec. 24A-4. Historic Preservation Commission - Generally

(a) Created. There is hereby created a commission to be known as the "historic
preservation commission of Montgomery County, Maryland."

ip. The commission shall consist of 9 members appointed by the county
executive with the confirmation of the county council. Each member must be a resident of the
county. The 4 fields of history, architecture, preservation and urban design shall be
represented by a minimum of 1 member qualified by special interest, knowledge or training.
The remaining members of the commission shall, to the extent possible, be selected to
represent the geographical, social, economic and cultural concerns of the residents of the
county. :

(c) Officers. The county executive shall appoint the chairman and vice-chairman of
the commission, who shall serve at his pleasure, but such appointments occurring after the
commission's first year of operation shall be made after due consideration has been given to
the recommendation of the commission.

(d) Term. The terms of the members of the commission shall be for a three-year
period and members shall continue to serve until their successors are appointed and qualified.

(e) Yacancy. Any vacancy in the membership of the commission caused by the
expiration of a term by resignation or death, or by a superseding incapacity to discharge
duties, by a removal for cause, or by any other cause creating such vacancy, shall be filled for
a new term, or for the remainder of the term for which there is a vacancy as the case may be,
in the same manner as provided herein for the nomination and appointment of the initial
numbers of the commission.

() Removal for cause. A member may be removed for cause from the commission by
the county executive. :

ion. The mémbers of the commission shall serve without compensation
but they may be reimbursed for actual expenses incurred in performance of their duties,
provided such expenses are permitted by the budget and approved by the chief county
administrative officer.



(h) Regulations. The commission must adopt, under method (2) of section 2A-15 of
this Code, rules, guidelines and regulations that are necessary for the proper transaction of the
business of the commission. This includes provisions governing contested cases before the
Commission. . '

1. Meetings. The commission shall hold such regular meetings which, in its discretion,
are necessary to discharge its duties. Such meetings shall be open to the public.

2. Staff. There may be appointed and assigned to the commission such employees, and
the chief administrative officer shall make available to the commission, such services
and facilities of the county as are necessary or appropriate for the proper performance
of its duties, and the county attorney shall serve as counsel to the commission.

Sec. 24A-5. Same - Powers and Duties
The commission has the following powers and duties:

(a) To research historic resources and to recommend to the planning board that certain
of them be designated as historic sites or historic districts on the master plan for historic
preservation and, hence, be subject to the provisions of this chapter.

(b) To recommend to the Planning Board, as needed, any update to the inventory of
historic resources which is contained in the "Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites in
Montgomery County"®.

(c) To act upon applications for historic area work permits and other matters referred
to it for action pursuant to the provisions of this chapter.

(d) To appoint' members to local advisory panels to assist and advise the commission in
the performance of its functions.

(e) To recommend programs and legislation to the council and the planning board to
encourage historic preservation in the Maryland-Washington Regional District.

~ (f) To review any legislation and proposals affecting historic preservation, includin
preparation of master plans, and to make recommendations on such legislation and proposal
appropriate authorities.

&9
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(g) To serve as a clearinghouse for information on historic preservation for county
government, individuals, citizens' associations, historical societies and local advisory com-
mittees; to provide information and educational materials for the public; to undertake activities
to advance the goals of historic preservation in the county.

~ (h) To employ or hire consultants or other temporary personnel, consistent with county
contract provisions, as deemed necessary to assist the commission in the accomplishment of its
functions; such consultants or other personnel shall be compensated as may be provided for in
the county budget. :

(i) To,administer any revolving funds or grant programs to assist in historic preser-
vation. )
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() To advise the planning board, in the event of subdivision of land containing an
historic resource, on the appurtenances and environmental setting necessary to preserve it.

(k) To delineate the extent of appurtenances and environmental setting associated with
a historic site or resource. |

Sec. 24A-6. Historic Area Work Permits - Generally

(a) Required. An historic area work permit for work on public or private property
containing an historic resource must be issued pursuant to the provisions of this chapter before:

1. Constructing, reconstructing, moving, relocating, demolishing or in any manner
modifying, changing or altering the exterior features of any historic site or any historic
resource located within an historic district;

2. Performing any grading, excavating, construction, or substantially modifying,
changing or altering the environmental setting of an historic site or an historic resource
located within an historic district;

3. Erecting or causing to be erected any sign or advertisement (with the exception of
those signs which temporarily advertise for sale an historic site or an historic resource
located within an historic district, or which for a temporary period advertise a political
viewpoint) on the exterior or on the environmental setting of any historic site or any
historic resource located within an historic district.

(b) Exceptions. Nothing in this section shall be construed to require the issuance of an
historic area work permit for any ordinary maintenance, repair of exterior features, any
customary farming operations or any landscaping, which will have no material effect on [an]
historic resource located within an historic district, of which such features are a part. For the
purposes of clarification of this section, the commission shall develop and publish guidelines
regarding what activities constitute ordinary. maintenance and shall send a copy of these -
guidelines by registered mail to all owners of historic resources designated on the master plan. .

(c) Disclosure Requirements

1. Applicants fo; permits to demolish or substantially alter the exterior features of any
historic site, or historic resource located within an historic district, are required to
disclose 1ts identification as such in writing on any application there for.

2. Any person who shall undertake any work as stated in (a) of this section without
first obtaining an historic area work permit shall be subject to the penalties established
in section 24A-11.

(d) Advice of Commission prior to application. The commission shall adopt proce-
dures to encourage owners of historic resources to seek the advice of the commission prior to
filing an application for an historic-area work permit, on the appurtenances and environmental
setung appropnate to the resource, construction methods and materials, financial information
ccfmcermng historic preservation, or any other matter under this chapter affecting the issuance
of a permit.
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24A-7. Same - Application procedures: Appeals.

(2) Applications. Applications for issuance of an historic area work permit shall be
filed with the director. The application shall be in such form and contain such information as
may be required to provide information as shall be necessary for the commission to evaluate
and act upon such applications in accordance with the provisions of this chapter.

Referral of Application. Upon the filing of a completed application, within 3 days
the director shall forward the application and all attachments to the commission for its review.

(c) Public Appearance. Upon receipt of the application, the commission shall schedule
a public appearance at a commission meeting at which time it will consider the application.

(d) Notice. After scheduling of a public appearance, the commission shall forward
notice of the public appearance to those citizens or organizations which the commission feels
may have an interest in the proceedings.

Upon being advised by the commission of the scheduling of a public appearance, the
director shall forward the application and all attachments to the planning board for its review
and comments which, if any, are to be-made to the commission prior to the public appearance.

(e) Conduct of Commission Meeting. At the public appearance, the procedure will be
informal and formal rules of evidence will not be applicable. Interested persons will be
encouraged to comment and minutes of the proceedings will be kept.

(f) Action by the commission.

(1) Within 45 days after the filing of an application or, in the event the record is left
open by the commission within 15 days after the close of the record, the commission
shall make its decision public. \

(2) The commission may instruct the director to:
a. Issue the permit; or

b. Issue the permit subject to such conditions as are necessary to insure
conformity with the provisions and purpases of this chapter; or

c. Deny the.permit.

(3) In the event of a denial of a permit, the applicant shall receive a written notifi-
cation of the reasons for such denial.

(4) If, after a public appearance, the commission finds that denial of the permit applied
for will result in the denial of reasonable use of the property, or impose undue hardship

- on the owner, and within & period of 120 days after said finding no economically
feasible plan for the preservation of the structure has been demonstrated by those
seeking preservation, the commission must then instruct the director to issue a permit
with, if applicable, such reasonable conditions which will further the intent and
purposes of this chapter. '
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(5) Failure of the commission to act on an application within the ime periods provided
in the provisions of this subsection shall require that the application be deemed granted.
By his written consent, the applicant may extend the time period for commission
action.

(g) Miscellaneous Provisions.

(1) The applicant for a permit shall have the responsibility of providing information
sufficient to support the application and the burden of persuasion on all questions of
fact which are to be determined by the commission. Properties subject to deeds of
easement held by other historic preservation organizations shall submit proof of
approval of exterior architectural review by the organization holding the easement.

(2) Any permit issued by the director may be subject to such conditions imposed by
the commission as are reasonably necessary to assure that work in accordance with the
permit shall proceed and be performed in a manner not injurious to those characteristics
and qualities of the historic resource which are of historical, architectural, archeological
or cultural value.

(3) In the event that there is a copflict between the permit and the requirements of the
building code, the permit would control provided that all health and safety requirements
are met.

(4) The director is responsible for the enforcement of this chapter.

(h) Appeal. In the event that any party is aggrieved by a decision of the commission,
within 30 days from the date on which the commission's decision is made public, such party
aggrieved may appeal to the Board of Appeals which will review the commission's decision
de novo. The Board of Appeals has full and exclusive authority hear and decide all appeals
taken from decisions of the Commission in the administration of this chapter. The Board of
Appeals has the authority to affirm, modify or reverse the order or decision of the
Commission.

(1) Appeals from decision of the County Board of Appeals shall be in accordance with
~ Section 2-114 of this Code. - '

24A-8. Same - Critenia for issuance.

(a) The commission shall instruct the director to deny a permit if it finds, based on the
evidence and information presented to or before the commission that the alteration for which
the permit is sought would be inappropriate or inconsistent with, or detrimental to the
preservation,enhancement or ultimate protection of the historic site, or historic resource within
an historic district, and to the purposes of this chapter.

_ (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. Th; 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, archeolog-
ical, 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; or

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

5. The proposal is necessary in order that the owner of the subject property not be
deprived of reasonable use of the property or suffer undue hardship; or

6. In balancing the interests of the public in preserving the historic site, or historic
resource located within an historic district, with the interests of the public from the use
and benefit of the alternative proposal, the general public welfare is better served by
granting the permit. '

(c) Itis not the intent of this chapter to limit new construction, alteration or repairs to
any one period or architectural style.

(d) In the 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.

24A-9. Demolition by Neglect.

In the event of a case of demolition by neglect of an historic resource on public or
private property, the following provisions shall apply:

(a) If the historic resource has been designated on the Master Plan as an historic site,
or an historic resource within an historic district, the director shall issue a written notice to all
persons of record with any right, title or interest in the subject property, or person occupying
said premises, of the conditions of deterioration and shall specify the minimum items of repair
or maintenance necessary to correct or prevent further deterioration. The notice shall provide
that corrective action shall commence within 30 days of the receipt of such notice and be
completed within a reasonable time thereafter. The notice shall state that the owner of record
of the subject property, or any person of record with any right, title or interest therein may
within 10 days after the receipt of the notice, request a hearing on the necessity of the items
and conditions contained in such notice.

In the event a public h&ri;g is requested it shall be held by the commission upon 30

days written notice mailed to all persons of record with any right, title or interest in the subject
property and {o all citizens and organizations which the director feels may have an interest in

the proceedings. _



1. After a public hearing on the issue of necessity of improvements to prevent
demolition by neglect, if the commission finds that such improvements are necessary, it
shall instruct the director to issue a final notice to be mailed to the record owners and
all parties of record with any right, title or interest in the subject property advising of
the items of repair and maintenance necessary to correct or prevent further
deterioration. The owners shall institute corrective action to comply with the final
notice within 30 days of receipt of the revised notice.

2. In the event the corrective action specified in the final notice is not instituted within
the time allotted, the director may institute, perform and complete the necessary
remedial work to prevent deterioration by neglect and the expenses incurred by the
director for such work, labor and materials shall be a lien against the property, and
draw interest at the highest legal rate, the amount to be amortized over a period of 10
years subject to a public sale if there is a default in payment.

3. Failure to comply with the original or final notice shall constitute a violation of this
chapter for each day that said violation continues and shall be punishable as set forth in
Section 24A-11.

4. In the event that the commission finds that, notwithstanding the necessity for such
improvements, action provided in paragraphs (1) and (2) of this subsection would
impose a substantial hardship on any or all persons with any right, title or interest in
the subject property, then the commission shall seek alternative methods to preserve the
historic site, or historic resource located within an historic district. If none are
confirmed within a reasonable time, the director shall not proceed in accordance with
paragraphs (1) and (2).

(b) If the historic resource is listed in the "Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites
in Montgomery County, Maryland," or the microfilmed addenda to said Atlas, published by
the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission, the director shall advise the
planning board which, after receiving the recommendation of the commission, shall conducta
public hearing to determine whether the historic resource will be designated as an historic site
or historic district in the master plan for historic preservation. '

1. Where the planning board determines that the historic resource will not be included
~ in the master plan for historic preservation, no further action will be taken.

2. Where the planning board determines that the historic resource in all likelihood will
be included in the master plan for historic preservation, the planning board shall initiate
an amendment to the master plan for historic preservation pursuant to the provisions of
Article 28 of the Annotated Code of Maryland.

() In the event that said amendment is adopted and the historic resource is
placed on the master plan for historic preservation as an historic site, or an
. historic resource within an historic district, the director shall give written notice
to all persons with any right, title, or interest in the subject property of the
conditions of deterioration and shall specify the items of repair or maintenance
necessary to stabilize the condition of the historic resource and prevent further
, deterioration.

(b) Such notice shall provide that such stabilization work shall commence
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within 30 days of receipt of the notice and shall be completed within a
reasonable time thereafter. :

(c) In the event that stabilization action is not instituted within the time allotted,
or not completed within a reasonable time thereafter, the director may institute,
perform and complete the necessary stabilization work and the expenses
incurred by the director for such work, labor or materials shall be a lien against
the property, and draw interest at the highest legal rate, the amount to be
amortized over a period of 10 years subject to a public sale if there is a default
in payment.

24A-10. Moratorium on Alteration or Demolition

(a) Application for Permits for Historic Resources on Locational Atlas. Any applicant
for a permit to demolish or substantially alter the exterior features of any historic resource
which is listed in the "Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites in Montgomery County,
Maryland,” or the microfilmed addenda to said atlas, published by the Maryland- National
Capital Park and Planning Commission, but which is not designated as an historic site or
historic district on the master plan for historic preservation shall be required to disclose said
fact on the application.

. Upon receipt of such application,the director shall
promptly forward the same to the planning board to make a finding, after a public hearing, as
to the significance of the historic resources and to determine whether in its opinion, after due
consideration has been given to the recommendations of the commission, it will be designated
as an historic site, or an historic resource within an historic district, listed in the master plan
for historic preservation. The Planning Board's public hearing on an application to demolish
or substantially alter any historic resource listed in the locational atlas satisfies the
requirements of Section 33A-6 of the Code for a public hearing on a preliminary draft
amendment to the Historic Preservation Master Plan if all notice requirements of that Section
are met.

(c) Determination by the Planning Board.

(1) Where the planning board determines that the historic resource will not be included
* in the master plan for historic preservation, the director shall forthwith issue the
permit.

(2) Where the planning board determines that the historic resource in all likelihood
will be included in the master plan for historic preservation, the director shall withhold
issuance of the permit once for a maximum period of 195 days from the date the
application for demolition is filed. If, as a result of the master plan process, the
property is designated an historic site or an historic resource within an historic district,
the application shall be governed by the procedures established in Section 24A-7.

If after a public appearance as provided for in Section 24A-7, the commission deter-
mines that failure to grant the permit applied for will have the effect of denying the
property owner of all reasonable use of his property or causing him to suffer undue
hardship, then the commission must instruct the director to issue the permit subject to
such cbnditions, if any, as are found to be necessary to insure conformity with the
purposes and requirements of this chapter.
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() Time Limits for Planni { Act

(1) Within 60 days after the filing of an application, or within 15 days after the closing
of the record following a public hearing,whichever occurs later, the planning board
shall render its findings and determinations with respect to an application.

(2) Failure to adhere to the limits specified in Section 24 A-10 shall cause the permit to
issue by operation of law, except in the event of a finding and further proceedings as
provided in subsection (C)(2) of this section.

Sec. 24A-11. Violations and penalties.

Any person who violates a provision of this chapter, or fails to comply with any of the
requirements thereof, or disobeys or disregards a decision of the commission, or fails to abide
by the conditions of a permit, shall be subject to punishment for a class A violation as set forth
in section 1-19 of chapter 1 of the County Code. Each day a violation continues to exist shall
constitute a separate offense. (Ord. No.9-4 - 1; 1983 L.M.C. ch.22, 28.)

Sec. 24A-12. Severability

The provisions of this chapter are severable and if any provision, clause, sentence,
section, word or part thereof is held illegal, invalid or unconstitutional, or inapplicable to any
person or circumstances, such illegality, invalidity or unconstitutionality, or inapplicability
shall not affect or impair any of the remaining provisions, clauses, sentences, sections, words,
or parts of the chapter or their application to other persons of circumstances. It is hereby
declared to be the legislative intent that this chapter would have been adopted if such illegal,
invalid, or unconstitutional provision, clause, sentence, section, word or part had not been
included therein, and if the person or circumstance to which the chapter or part thereof is
inapplicable had been specifically exempted therefrom.

Sec. 24A-13. Historic Preservation Easement Program.

(a) There is a county easement program to preserve historic resources in Montgomery
County. The commission must administer the program in accordance with this section.

- (b) (1) Anowner of an historic resource may offer the county a preservation ease-
ment to protect or conserve interior or exterior features of the historic resource and its
environmental setting or appurtenances by making application to the commission.

(2) Upon receipt of an application, the commission must immediately forward the
application for review and comment to:

(A) the planning board if the historic resource is located within the Maryland-
Washington Regional District; and

(B) the appropriate agency of a municipality if the historic resource is located
within a municipality.

Review and comment under this paragraph must be made within 45 days and should

includé an evaluation of the proposal using the criteria specified in this section as well
as identification of competing or supporting land use priorities or other relevant factors

'm
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or issues. Recommendations may include proposed easement terms and conditions.
(3) The commission must review the application to determine if acceptance of the
preservation easement would further the county's historic preservation goals. In
making its determination, the commission should consider, among other relevant
factors: ) |

(A) the relative significance of the historic structure;

(B) the structural condition;

(C) the owner's planned or completed preservation efforts;

(D) the existing zoning and nature of the surrounding neighborhood; and

(E) whether an easement will promote the long-term survival of the historic
resource.

(c) If the historic resource is designated as an historic site in the county master plan for
historic preservation, either as an individual site or located within an historic district, the
county may acquire an easement upon positive recommendation of the commission and
approval of the county executive. If the historic resource is not designated as an historic site
in the master plan, the additional approval of the county council is required prior to any
acceptance by the county. The commission must forward any comments received under
subsection (b)(2) to the county executive and the county council, as appropriate.

(d) A preservation easement under this section should be granted in perpetuity and
include appropriate terms and conditions that:

(1) restrict changes and alterations;
(2) require maintenance, repairs, and administration;
(3) authorize public access;

" (4) provide a right of governmental inspection; . ~

(5) provide for a right of assignment to the Maryland Historical Trust or other
appropriate agency or entity; and -

(6) establish enforcement remedies.

. (e) The county may hold a preservation easement jointly with the Maryland Historical
rust. . B

(f) A preservation easement must be recorded by the grantor among the land records of
the county at the grantor's cost. The grantor must notify the supervisor of assessments and the
Office of the Public Tax Advocate of the recordation of the preservation easement.

(&) A] preservation easement may be extinguished by judicial proceeding if an unex-
pected change in the conditions applicable to the property, such as casualty, make it impossible
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or impractical to continue to use it for preservation purposes. The terms of an easement
related to extinguishment should identify appropriate changes in condition, provide that the
county share in any proceeds from a subsequent sale or exchange of the property after the
easement is extinguished, and be in accordance with any applicable executive regulations. The
sharing in proceeds may include the recapture of property taxes saved by the grantor or its
successor in interest, either in part or in full, as a result of the easement.

(h) The commission may enter into a cooperative agreement with the Maryland
Historical Trust or other appropriate agencies or entities for technical assistance in admin-
istering the historic easement program. This may include assistance in property evaluation,
negotiation, and inspection. '

(i) (1) The easement program authorized under this section is in addition to, and does
not supersede or otherwise affect, any other county or municipal program or policy requiring
the donation of a preservation easement as a condition of financial assistance. It must operate
in conjunction with other county or municipal easement programs.

(2) The grant of an easement under this section does not eliminate or otherwise alter
any county or municipal regulatory requirement applicable to the historic resource,
including any requirement to obtain an historic area work permit.

() The county executive, with the advice of the commission, may adopt regulations
under method (2) to administer the historic preservation easement.

To assist the County in its administration of the historic preservation easement program,
the supervisor of assessments is requested to maintain records of both the assessment of the
property as restricted under this program by easement and the assessment that would apply if
the property was not subject to an easement. :

Adopted July 24, 1979 V
Cited Montgomery County 1984
Revised 1987, 1989



CONSENT AGREEMENT

Montgomcry County, Maryland (hereinafter the “County”), by and through its lawful
agent, the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (hereinafter “HPC”), and

(hereinafter the “Owners) do hereby consent and agree to the following

stipulation of facts and resolution of issues regarding review of Historic Area Work Permit
Applications by the HPC for modifications to an existing historic structure at

(hereinafter the “Property”).

A.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)
6)

7

8)

9)

N:prescadraft. wpd
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The Property contains square feet of land as further identified as Lot
Number __; Block Number in Subdivision ‘and 1s also described by
the deed found at Liber Folio among the Land Records of Montgomery
County; and

The Propcrty is currcntly 1mproved wnh a hlstonc structure listed i in the

I‘IlStOﬂC Slte # , Hlstonc D1str1ct a.nd

The Property and the surrounding historic district have been surveyed by the HPC
staff, but have not been reviewed for designation for inclusion in the Montgomery
County Master Plan for Historic Preservation; and

The process for designation for inclusion in the Master Plan is not scheduled to be
completed before ___ ; and

The Owner seeks to demolish (or substantially alter) the structure; and

The Owner proposes to construct a new dwelling (or modify the existing dwelling)
on the Property; and

The process for determination of Master Plan designation of a Locational Atlas
property for which a demolition permit is requested is stated in The Montgomery
County Code Chapter 24A-10, Preservation of Historic Resources Moratorium on
Alteration or Dcmohtlon and

The Owner requested a waiver of the requirements of Chapter 24A-10 in order to
expedite the development of the Property; and

The Owner requested that the Property be considered as subject to the same
review process by the HPC as is required for a Master Plan Site; and



CONSENT AGREEMENT
page 2

10)  Given the historic nature of the district and the needs of the owner to expedite
modification of the Property, the HPC is willing to approve the waiver request
subject to certain conditions.

B.  Resolution of Issues
The parties agree as follows:

1) The Owner agrees to make Historic Area Work Permit Applications governed by
the procedures established in Section 24A-7; and

2) The Owner agrees to abide by the decisions of the HPC in carrying out these
procedures as if the Property were a designated site, including the right to appeal
such decisions to the Board of Appeals; and

3) This agreement will become null and void at such time as the Property has been
designated a historic resource within a historic district in the Montgomery County

Master Plan for Historic Preservation, or it has been determined by the County
Council that the historic district will not be included in the Master Plan; and

| 4) The Owner agrees to record this agreement in the County Land Records as a
covenant to the deed for the Property and stipulate that the agreement is binding
on current and future owners of the Property; and

5) The Owner agrees to be subject to all applicable provisions of 24A including, but
not limited to 24A-11.

6) Effective with the execution date of this agreement, this agreement shall constitute
an irrevocable change in status; the Property is no longer an Atlas site, and all
changes to the site are to be evaluated as a Master Plan, using the process for
approval or denial of Historic Area Work Permit Applications, until such time as
the Property is or is not formally designated.

7 The Owner, for itself, its agents, legal representatives and assigns releases and
forever discharges Montgomery County, Maryland, its agencies and officer, agents
and employees, from any and all claims they may now have or that might
subsequently be connected with the review of the modifications for the
Property. This release includes but is not limited to, a release and covenant not to
sue the aforementioned persons in any administrative forum, State or Federal court
upon any claim connected withi the review of the modifications for this Property.

ln v
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CONSENT AGREEMENT
page 3

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this consent agreement is executed upon signature of all the parties.

Owner"s Name Date

Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission Date

N:prescadraft wpd ' : : .m



Q MESSAGE
TO %W T
DAY é//7 /) e /0w,

WHILE YOU WERE OoUT

M SN WAL
v

OF

PHONE 202 ~208( 512~
TELEPHONED L1 PLEASE cALL 4
RETURNED YOUR CALL WILL CALL AGAIN

WANTED TO SEE YOU | | URGENT

Message:

Compliments of:

n' pR 8770 GEORGIA AVENUE
%Ig INT!NG SILVER SPRING, MD 20910
WIW (301) 588-3003
"Quality is Our Image"” FAX: (301) 589-7065




AA LY VAEL— 7 A A

Montgomery County Department of ) 250 Hungerford Drive. 2nd Floor
Meryland Permitting Services . Rockvilla, Maryland 208504153 FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
301/217-6370 ZONING
Classification:
Sheet Number:
! Boerd of Appeals:
APPLICATION  oen 5 —
Contact Person: ™./ ¢ /‘ M l’\/ /‘1 (\f < Telephone No. ¢ L /3¢0% / g/ 22 FAX No.: /
Name of Applicant: NEYT ‘f/;/,';hzé z’% l«//l e Daytime Phone No.. 20 A /RAOF ~/F/ R
Address: € SC77 MeadeWlhane City: Ch (:vv C/{-(.Sc sate: A1 D zip X051
Contractor: 771 be S& /t’p é’{(( ' Contractor Reg. No.:
Contractor Address: Contractor Phone No.: /
Plans Prepared By: Registration No.: Telephone No.: /

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE ‘ ‘ ) ’

Street Number £ § C 7 Street Name: M €q LZC‘ W L(l/’lj_
TownGity _J Sl n oF Chev y Chuse Election District jﬁ}
Nearest Cross Street VL cod 5, LL& P/Q(.C» ] i ’

Lot lO __ Block Z OR Liber Folio Parcel

Subdivision C/\ét/)/ Chase  Se tvor K

PART ONE 1A. TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION: 1B. PRINCIPLE USE: (Check one) T‘/Ed(,o/":, tfhf g,g] s\':/{/s/‘i_g’/
OlConstruct O Extend/Add [ Alter/Renovate () Assembly ([ Boarding House (0 Business* [ Educational (] Industrial
/\EFDemolish 1 Move O tnstall (3 Commercial Swim. Poo! (] Hotel (] Institutional (] Mercantite (0 Motel
] Repair D Multi-Family O Réstaurant () Place of Worship [ Public Utility (] Fence
. X(single Family (Storage () Townhouse (J Misc. Structure:
1C. Construction Cost Estimate § 0 0 *If Business, please specify use: N

10. i typical plans and details previously approved give permit no:

1E. If this is a revision of a previously approved active pérmi(, give permit no:
1.F Is this property in a municipality, special taxing districts or homeowner's association!? :E\Yes ONo
1G. Is this property a historical resource? Ives CINo IF YES: O3 Master Plan XAﬂas

PARTTWO 2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL: 2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY:
Kwssc septic {JOther Wwssc Owel O oter

PART THREE IS THIS AN IMPACT TAX AREA? (O Yes ﬂNo

Do you have approved development impact tax credits you intend to apply to this application? ~ [JYes (O No I yes, attach a copy of
approved credit determination from DPS. How much credit do you wish to apply to this application? §

PART FOUR IS THIS A DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL PAYMENT (DAP)? (3 Yes XND If yes, submit copy of agreement.

TO BE READ BY 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 comply at all times with the plans as approved by all applicable govemment agencies.
| hereby declare and affirm, under the penalty of perjury, that all matters and facts set forth in this building permit application are true and comrect to the best
of my knowledge, information and belief.

7/20/75 (}/ A A

L D{!e Signature of Appficant
{Property Owner or Owner's Authorized Agent®)

q;zm D. White

*If authorized agent, complete Affidavit on back of application Neme {Print)

O Approved [ Disapproved Signature

For Chief, Permitting Services Date

Application/Permit No. qg 07J QOD (9 / Filing Fee: ~ § ] 5_0. _‘@ Receipt No.: Zc] ] 13

PermitFee: $

EDAP: ReceiptNo.:

Balance:  $ Receipt No.:
DAP: Receipt No.:

tmpact Tax: $ Receipt No.:

EAR-LATH



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 6807 Meadow Lane © Meeting Date:  06/24/98

Resource:  Town of Chevy Chase (35/81) Review: HAWP
Locational Atlas Historic District

Case Number: | 35/81-98A Tax Credit: None

Public Notice: 06/10/98 " ReportDate:  06/17/98

Applicant: ) John White Staff:  Perry Kephart

PROPOSAL: Demolition & REéOMMEND: Approve

New Construction With Conditions.

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:  ca. 1920 (Existing Structure)

SIGNIFICANCE: Potential Non-Contributing Resource in the Town of Chevy Chase
Locational Atlas Historic District.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

1% story, four bay Colonial Revival Cottage clad in stucco with a peaked roof portico
over the front entrance. The roof is asphalt shingle. The windows are 1/1, in a number of styles,
with aluminum storm windows, and decorative panel shutters. At the rear is a peaked roof
dormer over a center bumpout section that is a recent addition.

PROPOSAL
1. The applicant proposes to demolish the structure and replace it with a larger residence.
2. The applicant proposes to construct a Neo-Colonial Revival 2 story, three bay, house

with a rear two-car garage and three bay wing on the left side of the main block. The house is to
have exterior masonry chimneys at either side of the house and an additional flue on the rear roof
plane of the addition. The side addition is proposed to have a recessed front porch under the
second story accessed by three pair of transomed, multi-paned french doors leading from the
addition and by a single multi-paned french door leading from the side wall of the main block.

The front facade will have a copper-roofed bay window on either side of a Federal Style
front door with a curved transom and sidelights. There is a pedimented portico with Doric porch
supports that will be the same design as those on the side porch. The front porch is proposed to



have three steps leading to grade. A small shed roof portico is also proposed for the rear
entrance. The rear entrance is to be a pair of multi-paned french doors.

The windows for the most part are to be 9/9 below and 6/6 above. They are proposed to
be double-glazed with shadow bar muntins. The shutters are to be louvered wood panels to fit
the windows, but inoperable. The house is to be clad in painted, lapped Hardiplank. Composite
shingle is proposed for the roof. The garage is be two bay with overhead paneled doors.
Between the garage and the house is a bumpout on the side to provide access. In front of this
section are exterior railed steps leading to a below grade basement under the main block and the
side addition. Gradmg is proposed at the rear of the addition to prov1de for a basement window
well. The garage is to be constructed on grade.

Some paving is proposed to bring the existing driveway on the right side of the property
up to provide a paved apron in front of the garage entrance. No trees are expected to be
negatively impacted either by the proposed construction or by paving.

STAFF DISCUSSION
1. Background

“The applicant is attempting to expedite the demolition and replacement of a
property in the Town of Chevy Chase by stepping outside the normal review process that
submitting a demolition permit to the Department of Permitting Services would initiate.
Applicant has appeared before the HPC for two Preliminary Consultations to discuss his proposal
to demolish the existing structure and to replace it with a new house of the structure.

HPC is being asked to review the proposals for all intents and purposes as a Master Plan
site within a historic district. The applicant has explained his concerns regarding modification of
the existing resource. ,

2. Demolition

Demolition of a structure within a historic district is always carefully reviewed and
infrequently approved by the HPC. The demolition can be considered from three perspectives.

A. Historic Merit:

: How does the property contribute to the historicity of the district in which it is

located? Chevy Chase is historically significant in the context of suburban development in
Montgomery County. In the late 19th and early 20th century, scores of subdivision sites were
created--first along the B&O Railroad, then along streetcar lines, and then on routes accessible by
automobile. Among-all these communities in the county, Chevy Chase stands alone in its
comprehensiveness. Section 4, the Town, is significant for representing a continuation of Francis
Newlands’ vision that began with Section 2, the Village.

&



From the information compiled in the survey of the proposed district to date, the
house at 6807 Meadow Lane appears to have been constructed before 1935, probably in the
1920's, based on changes to the property shown on the 1933 Sanbourn Plats that are not shown
on the 1909 Thomas Fisher Plan, and from recorded deeds for the site.

There is nothing in the research to date to indicate that the house is to be
considered for its individual historic significance, or for any contributions to local or national
history, or for any associations with local or national historic figures.

B. Architectural Merit:

Architectural or design significance would be attributed to the house if it embodied
distinctive type, period or method of construction, or if it represented the work of a master, or
possessed high artistic values, or represented an established and familiar visual feature of a
neighborhood. The house does not appear to meet these criteria. It is not representational, and
although it has been in place for many decades, it has undergone too many changes and has been
too significantly altered to be distinguished as being a familiar feature of the neighborhood. For
this reason, also, it cannot be characterized as being of any particular style or period.

C. Condition of the Structure:

The subject property has been described by the applicant in the attached pages as
being structurally unsound. That in itself is not a reason for demolition of a property that is of
either historical or architectural significance: In the case of this house, the structural problems
with the house should, in staff’s opinion, be given weight. It would be inappropriate to ask the
applicant to restore a house that would not be considered a contributing resource for any reason
other than in its original state, it was an early house in the district.

Demolition of a 70 or 80 year old structure is always problematic. As this house has lost
substantially all architectural integrity as a result of the many modifications to its design and
materials, staff would concur with the applicant’s proposal that it be demolished. We would
recommend that a condition of approval be documentation and photography of the structure
before it is taken down.

- 3. New Construction:

The proposals for demolition and for new construction that the applicant has made are the
result of extensive discussion with the staff and with the HPC at two preliminary consultations.
Staff feels that the applicant has responded to the concerns of the Commission and of the
neighbors. The house is at the upper limits in terms of height relative to the elevation of the
neighboring houses, but as it does not exceed them, staff would not raise this as an issue.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with conditions the HAWP application

©



as being consistent with Chapter 24A-8(b)2:

The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical, archeological, architectural or
cultural festures 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,

and with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation #9 and #10:

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. : ' 7

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.
and with the following conditions:

1. The permit set of construction drawings is to be stamped as approved by
the HPC staff before being submitted to the Department of Permitting

-Services. :
2. The existing structure is to be documented and photographed before
removal.
3. Adequate protection is to be provided for trees adjacent to the building site
during construction.

and with the general condition applicable to all Historic Area Work Permits that the applicant
shall arrange for a field inspection by calling the Montgomery County Department of

Permitting Services (DPS), Field Services Office, five days prior to commencement of work and-
within two weeks following completion of work.



RETURNTO: DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES

250 HUNGERFORD DRIVE. 2nd FLOOR, ROCKVILLE. MD 20850 DPS - #8
301/217-6370

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

ContactPerson: = <—‘/”/- ///"/'L’%

Daytime Phone No: R & X~ A & < -/ %7."- 2

Tax A nt No.:

Name of Property Owrer; u/u\D E/'*’J/ (%\ M. L‘-//z ZZ Daytime PhoneNo. 2. & X =R T —/ 5

. Address: ;;‘7,:,‘—,.' /‘/.‘fcl_o_/c,w.Jdr\g v/'e.y »f/é)— /“ux, - ;:{':5/5
Street Number City S Staer Zip Code
N AT A Y f'/g'm:‘\‘ ProneNo. _ Jo = - 74 =810
Contractor Registrati No/.:
Agent for Owner: Daytime Phone No.:

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number: é 30 7 Street: 4 /‘/7@4[?7(*;1/ ZI\; an«
TownCiy, ()€ vy C Aase NearestCrussSweet (A ock S e Flace
o 1. Bock _ Subdivision C/'}“IQC/_«;); S ies, F

Liber: Folio: Parcet_

PART DNE: TYPE DF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A, CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
“F Lonstuct T Extend AlterRenovate SR BSab O Room Addtion X(Porch 0 Deck O Shed
— Move Zoinstal 2K \Wreck/Raze © T Solar KFireplace — Woodbuming Stove XSingleFamily
— Reviston — Repar  _ Revacable " Fence/Wall {compiete Section 4) T Other:
1B. Construction cost estimate:  $ '5“54_; 2nc

1C. K this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01%‘WSSC 02 = Septic 03 _ Other:

2B, Type of water supply: of)zf WSSC 02 5 Wel 03 = Other:

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet inches

38. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is 1o be constructed on one of the following locations:

_ Onparty line/pr.npeny line T Entirely on iand of owner " On public right of way/easement

| hereby certify that | have the autharity ta meke the faregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with plans
approved by all agencies listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

PN e £/3/7

7 Signature of owner or authorized agent

Approved: . For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission .
Disapproved: Signature: Date: /\
Application/Permit No.: Date Filed: Date Issued: l 6 )
Edt 2/4/% SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCT.ONS

26/8\ —‘Ié'q
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_ THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE
REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description of existing structure(s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and significance:
Su mw Fdol Sofp~atR/

b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resource(s), the environmental setting, and, where applicable, the historic district
el r ,-f:(d‘( g =T B

’

SITE PLAN
Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your piat. Your site plan must mclude:

a. thescale, north anovo), and date;

b. di ions of all existing and proposed str ; and .

c. sitef such as walkways, dri ys, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipinen{ and landscaping.

PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You must submit 2 copies of pians and elevations in a format no larger than 11" x 17", Pians on 8 1/2" x 11° paper are preferred.

a. Schematic construction plans, with marked d i indicating location, size and gt | type of walls, window and door openings, and other

fixed features of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.
b. Elevations {facades), with marked dimensions, ciearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context.

All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing @nd a proposed elevation drawing of each
facade affected by the proposed work is required.

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIDNS

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

PHOTOGRAPHS

8. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected portions. All labels shotid be placed on the
front of photographs.

b. Clearly label phafographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-of-way and of the adjoining properties. All labels shouid be piaced on
the front of photographs. )

TREE SURVEY

If you are proposing construction adjacent to or within the dripline of any tree 6" or larger in diameter (at approximately 4 feet above the ground), you
must file an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an list of adj and confronting property owners (not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
shoutd include the owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as well as the owner(s) of iot{s) or parcel{s) which lie directly across -
the street/highway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,

Rockville, (301/279-1355).

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.

’
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Historic Preservation Commission

ltem 4.

o Exterior Veneer: Hardiplank 7.5" Beaded Cementious Siding on all (4) sides.
» Shutters to be Mid-American Master series “Williamsburg” raised pane!.
o Gutters: 5” wide x 3.5” deep - aluminum. Downspouts: 2" x 3" - aluminum. Color to
match comice.
+ Fireplace: Majestic DVR36RN direct vent fireplace located on rear wall.
¢ Foundation walls: Poured concrete walls 9’ tall.
« Exposed foundation walls to be painted to match Hardxplank 5|d|ng
Floor system: Engineered floor system = TJlI's at 19.2" O.C.
Subfloor: 3/4” 0.S.B. v
Exterior walls to be constructed with 2 x 4 ‘s at 16" O.C.
Insulation: Ext. walls = R13, Ceilings, Overhangs, Bays = R30, Basement walls =
R11.
Exterior Sheathing: 7/16" O.S.B.
¢ Roofing: G.A.F. “Slateline” -- 30 yr. shingle:
¢ (2) front bays to be copper,
 Front door portico to be G.A.F. “Slateline”,
« Portico off Dining room to be a rubber roof membrane. Mule Hide Products,
o Rear Library 4’ offset to be G.A.F. "Slateline”.
Front Stoop to have brick pavers.
Portico rails and columns off Fam rm to be wood.
All-comnice to be wood. Facia, Freeze (where applicable), and soffit.
Windows to be Barber and Ross wood, insulated, double hung with sandwitched
divided lites. Except Kitchen and Masterbath: Barber and Ross wood, insulated,
casements with sandwitched divided lites.
¢ Fiberglass mesh screens
s Front door: 3 x 0 x 6 x 8 - Rigid Guard insulated steel () panel w/ 1 x 0 sidelites
(ea. side) and 1 x O transom above.
¢ French doors (Fam rm), Atrium door (Bkfst rm) to be Rigi-Guard (15) lite.
¢ Garage svc dr. and areaway door to be Rigid-Guard (9) lite.
e Overhead garage door to be Clopay 1000 - insulated steel door, (4) section and (4)
panel.
* Extenor wood to Receive (3) coats of paint. Prime coat, first coat, second coat.
e Mfg: McCormick.
+ All projections above roof to be painted to match roof shingles -- such as:
Flues, vents, etc. '
¢ Exterior door hardware to be Schlage F-series, “Plymouth” -- polish brass.
e Exterior light fixtures: Polish Brass
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b) Photographs of the existing house viewed from the public rights of way
(Woodside Place and Meadow Lane) are attached. Note that the right side
elevation photo (ref:(5)(a), above) was taker from the yard of 6805 Meadow
Lane, and the rear elevation photo (ref:(5)(b), above) was taken from the rear yard
of 6915 Woodside Place.

6) TREE SURVEY:

All trees 6" or larger in diameter (at approximately 4' above ground) are noted on the site

plan.

7) ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS:

Adjacent: -

a) Leslie & David Freer, 6805Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

b) Lydia and Marco Adelfio, 6915 Woodside Place, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

c) ?, 6810 Connecticut Avenue, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

d) Linda & Tom Wright, 6812 Connecticut Avenue, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

Confronting: _ ‘ ,
€) Cynthia & Michael McKee, 6808 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

) Mr. Frank Engler, 6810 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
g) Caroline & Michael Michaelis, 6812 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

h) Mr. & Mrs. Gene Kelley, 6912 Woodside Place, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

CAOFFICE\WPWIN\WPDOCS\HAWPITMS. WPD 3
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FRUII, Jleme ™MUCLr s

MARCO & LYDIA ADELYIO
6915 WOODSIWLDRFE PLACEK
CHEVY CHASNE, MD 20815

June 1, 1998

. M-NCPPC
8787 Georgia Avenue
Stlver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Commussioners:

We are writing about Mt John White’s revised proposal for new construction at 6807
Meadow lanc, Chevy Chase. We are unable to attend the june 10 hearing. At the
preliminary consultation on May 27, I questioned the overall scale of the new house relatve
10 the buildable area on the lot. and 1ts proxumuty to our housc. 1 voiced partcular concerns
about the elimination of the side yard, mainly because of its effect on vur southern
exposurc. The Commuissioners also gucstioned the relative size of the propused house and
its cffect on the histonc greenspace and encouraged Mr. White to consider approprate
modifications.

One of the Commussioners suggested that Mr. White consider moving the atrached
garage around 1o the back of the house, thereby proposing a moditied “I-shaped” house.
With this modification, coupled with a driveway shift and 2 shift of the entire house closer
to the southeast setback line, Mr. White’s revised proposal (as shown mn the attached sketch
prepared by Mr. White) has fully addressed our concems about proximity and the
climnation of the side yard. Even though the footprint of the revised proposal is actually
sotnewhat larger than the ongnal proposal, the other changes will prescrve much of the
side yard and bring the northem comer of the house a good distance away from our house.

Accordingly, we urge you to act favombly and cxpeditiously on Mr. Whate's revised
proposal.

Stncetcly,

s Ly 0

Marco & Lydia Adelfio

Ce: Jotur & Elizaberh Winee

PHONE. 301 637 3522 « PAX (1| 656.4560
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MARCO & LYDLIA ADELYFIQ
6915 WOODSIDRE PLACE
CHEVY CHANE, MD 20815

June 1, 1998

M-NCPPC
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Commussioners:

We are writing about Mt. John White’s revised proposal for new construction at 6807
Mcadow lanc, Chevy Chase. Wk are unable w attend the June 10 hearing At the
prelimmary consultation on May 27, I quesuoncd the overall scale of the new house relauve
to the buildable area on the lot, and its proximuty to our housc. 1 voiced pacucular concems
about the elimination of the side yard, mainly because of its effect on our southem
exposurc. The Commissioners also gucstioned the relanve size of the proposed house and
its cffect on the histonc greenspace and encouraged Mr. White to consider approprate
modifications. '

One of the Commussioners suggested that M. White consider nioving the atiached
garage around 1o the back of the house, thercby proposing a moditied "I-shaped” house.
With this modification, coupled wath a driveway shift and a shift of the entre house closer
to the southeast setback line, Mr. White’s revised proposal (as shown in the attached sketch
prepared by Mr. White) has fully addressed our concerns abour proximity and the
climination of the side yard. Even though the footprint of the revised proposal is actually
somewhat larger than the original proposal, the other changes will prescrve much ot the
side yard and bring the nocthem corner of the house a good distance away from our house.

Accordingly, we urge you to act favombly and cxpeditivusly on Mr. White’s revised
proposal. '

Sincerely,

T

Marco & Lydia Adelfio

Ce John & Elizabeth Whare

PHONE. 301 637 3522 - PAX 31 056G-4550
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MARCO & LYDlA ADELEFIO
6915 WOODSIDRE PLACE
CHEVY CHASE, MDD 20815

June 1, 1998

M-NCPPC
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Commussioners:

We are wnting apout Mt. John White’s revised proposal for new construction at 6807
Mcadow lanc, Chevy Chase. We are unable w attend the June 10 hearing At the
prelimmary consultanon on May 27, 1 quesuonced the overall scale of the new house relatve
to the buildable area on the lot, and its proximity to our housc. 1 voiced pacticular coucerns
about the elimination of the side yard, mainly because of its effect on our southern
exposure. The Commissioners also questioned the relative sizc of the propused house and
its effect on the histonc greenspace and encouraged Mr. White to consider approprate
modifications. :

One of the Commussioners suggested that Mr. White consider moving the atached
garage around to the back of the house, thercby proposing a moditied “L-shaped™ house.
With this modification, coupled with a driveway shift and 2 shift of the entire house closer
to the southeast setback line, Mr. White’s revised proposal (as shown i the attached sketch
prepared by Mr. White} has fully addressed our concems aboutr proximity and the
climination of the side yard. Even though the footpnnt of the revised proposal is actually
sotnewhat larger than the onginal proposal, the other changes will prescrve much ot the
side yard and bring the northern comer of the house a good distance away from our house.

Accordingly, we uzge you to act favorably and expeditiously on Mr. White’s revised
proposal. ‘

Sincerely,

Morea %1,,&/( cﬁ(d"‘w

Marco & Lydia Adelfio

Ce: John & Flizabeth White

PHONE: 301 3% 3322 « PAX 3(l ©6356-43%0



S PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 6807 Meadow Lane Meeting Date:  06/10/98

Resource:  Town of Chevy Chase Review:  Second Preliminary
Locational Atlas Historic District Consultation

Case Number: N/A ‘ Tax Credit: None

Public Notice: 05/27/98 Report Date: 06/03/98

Applicant:  John White Staff: Perry Kephart

PROPOSAL: New Construction RECOMMEND: Proceed to HAWP. ..

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:  ca. 1920 (Existing Structure)

SIGNIFICANCE: Potential Non-Contributing Resource in the Town of Chevy Chase
Locational Atlas Historic District.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

1% story. four bay Colonial Revival Cottage clad in stucco with a peaked roof portico
over the front entrance. The roof is asphalt shingle. The windows are 1/1, in a number of styles,
with aluminum storm windows. and decorative panel shutters. At the rear is a peaked roof
dormer over a center bumpout section that is a recent addition.

PROPOSAL

The applicant proposes to demolish the structure and replace it with a larger residence.
The application will be made in two parts; 1) demolition of a resource within a historic district
and 2) construction of a new residence. A description of the house to be demolished and
preliminary sketches of the proposed construction are included in this staff report.

The purpose of the second preliminary consultation is to continue the discussion from
the Preliminary Discussion on May 27, 1998 of the design for a proposed new residence.

STAFF DISCUSSION

Review of May 27, 2998 Preliminary Consultation:

O



1. Background

The applicant is attempting to expedite the demolition and replacement of a
property in the Town of Chevy Chase by stepping outside the normal review process that
submitting a demolition permit to the Department of Permitting Services would initiate. Asa
result of discussions with staff, the applicant has requested that the demolition and replacement
of the structure be the subject of a preliminary consultation before he signs a consent agreement
that would allow the HPC to review the property for all intents and purposes as a Master Plan
site. The applicant has explained his concerns regarding modification of the existing resource.

2. Demolition

Demolition of a structure within a historic district is always carefully reviewed and
infrequently approved by the HPC. The demolition can be considered from three perspectives.

A. | Historic Merit:

How does the property contribute to the historicity of the district in which it is
located? Chevy Chase is historically significant in the context of suburban development in
Montgomery County. In the late 19th and early 20th century, scores of subdivision sites were
created--first along the B&O Railroad. then along streetcar lines, and then on routes accessible by
automobile. Among all these communities in the county, Chevy Chase stands alone in its
comprehensiveness. Section 4, the Town. is significant for representing a continuation of Francis
Newlands’ vision that began with Section 2. the Village.

From the information compiled in the survey of the proposed district to date, the
house at 6807 Meadow Lane appears to have been constructed before 1933, probably in the
1920's, based on changes to the property shown on the 1933 Sanborn Plats that are not shown on
the 1909 Thomas Fisher Plan, and from recorded deeds for the site.

There is nothing in the research to date to indicate that the house is to be
considered for its individual historic significance, or for any contributions to local or national
history, or for any associations with local or national historic figures.

B. Architectural Merit:

Architectural or design significance would be attributed to the house if it
embodied distinctive type. period or method of construction. or if it represented the work of a
master. or possessed high artistic values. or represented an established and familiar visual feature
ot a neighborhood. The house would probably not meet these criteria. It is not representational,
and although it has been in place for many decades. it has undergone too many changes to be
distinguished as being a familiar feature of the neighborhood. For this reason, also, it cannot be

characterized as being of any particular style or period.



C. Condition of the Structure:

The subject property has been described by the applicant in the attached pages as
being structurally unsound. That in itself is not a reason for demolition of a property that is of
either historical or architectural significance. In the case of this house, the structural problems
with the house should, in staff’s opinion, be given weight. It would be inappropriate to ask the
applicant to restore a house that would not be considered a contributing resource for any reason
other than in its original state, it was an early house in the district.

New Construction:

The applicant has submitted additional preliminary sketches of a Neo-Colonial Revival
house that is similar in scale and design to the Colonial Revival houses prevalent in the district.
Although substantially larger than the existing house, staff is of the opinion that the basic design

is appropriate to the setting. The applicant has responded to concerns expressed by the HPC as
follows: :

1. The garage wing shown on the right side has been moved around to the right rear
of the residence. The front facing garage doors are proposed to face to the sidé. A
bumpout to accommodate access to the garage from the main block has been
added. A paving plan includes a paved apron to allow maneuverability from the
side loading garage. The existing driveway that connected in a straight line to the
street has been modified to curve to the right to allow for changes proposed in (2)
below.

The house site has been moved as far to the right as possible within the
established building line. This change and the relocation of the garage increase
the side vard open space trom that in the previous proposal by approximately 12'.
The neighbors at the rear of the property on Woodside Place have indicated to the
applicant that this change alleviates their concern about the house filling up the
heretofore open space between the two residences.

The height of the side addition has been lowered by approximately 1'4" and the
windows in the side section have been aligned vertically with those in the main

~ block.

4, The rear side porch has been eliminated and the depth of the front side porch
increased from 8' to 10'. The transoms have been changed from half circles to one
light rectangles in the interests of simplification.

5. The windows are to be double-glazed with attached “true muntins™. The shutters
are to be tull width inoperable wood panels. The cement composition
“Hardiplank™ wood substitue siding has not been changed.

39

(V9]

Other notable changes made in the May 27 design include:

1. [ncrease in the width of the main block from 36’ to 40" and of the depth from 35' to
36". The side addition dimensions have not been moditied. The lengthening of
the main block to accommodate interior space requirements was accomplished by



increasing the footprint on the right side. This change will necessitate curving a
portion of the driveway into a portion of the dripline of the 10" Pine Tree.
Masonry chimneys have been added at each end of the house. The design is in
keeping with that of the house.

[N ]

In staff’s opinion, the modifications from the previously submitted design are
responsive to the concerns of the HPC. The additional changes delineated by the applicant are
either at the rear or side of the house, away from the public right-of-way, or are changes that are
appropriate to the scale and design of the proposed construction. Shifting the driveway to the
right will potentially impact one tree, but the applicant has suggested using whatever paving is
appropriate to help prevent impaction over the root structure. The staff arborist will be consulted
as to the ability of this species to adjust to the proposed changes.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Applicant proceed to a Historic Area Work Permit
Application. ’



b) Photographs of the existing house viewed from the public rights of way
(Woodside Place and Meadow Lane) are attached. Note that the right side
. elevation photo (ref:(5)(a), above) was taken from the yard of 6805 Meadow
Lane, and the rear elevation photo (ref:(5)(b), above) was taken from the rear yard

of 6915 Woodside Place.
6) TREE SURVEY:
All trees 6" or larger in diameter (at approximately 4' above ground) are noted on the site
plan.
7 ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS:
' Adjacent:
a) Leslie & David Freer, 6805Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
b) Lydia and Marco Adelfio, 6915 Woodside Place, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
c) - ?2,6810 Connecticut Avenue, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
d) _ Linda & Tom Wright, 6812 Connecticut Avenue, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
Confronting:
e) Cynthia & Michael McKee, 6808 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
) Mr. Frank Engler, 6810 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
g) Caroline & Michael Michaelis, 6812 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
h) Mr. & Mrs. Gene Kelley, 6912 Woodside Place, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
C\QFFICE\WPWIMIN\WPDOCS\HAWPITMS WPD 3
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(6/2/98)

when we submitted our initial proposal in early March
to the staff of the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC),
it was preliminary, and we re-iterated this point at the HPC
meeting on 5/27. Our initial proposal was a compromise
between a combination of elements, the configuration of
which both maximized (we thought) its chances of approval
and (we knew) maximized our ability to use our property in
the manner we wanted, while staying within the front, side,
and rear setbacks, as mandated by the County Code.

Now, with this submittal, we are reaponding to the
HPC's comments on our initial plan at the 5/27 meeting. We
are revising our plan in two major ways: (1) relocating the
garage behind the house, thus reducing the overall massing
and impression of the structure as viewed from Meadow Lane)
and (2) moving the house away from our front setback on
Woodside Place, thus reducing our use of the gide yard.
Please note that it wag exactly this type of major
reconfiguration of our proposal which we (fearfully)
anticipated we'd have to make after presenting it to the
HPC.

Relocating the garage behind the house reduces the
overall impression of the structure as viewed from Meadow -
Lane), which addresses a concern of the HPC.  However, it
also forces us to use a good part of the southeast portion
of our lot as a driveway instead of as a garden, and it also
effectively isolates the southeast portion of the property
from that on the other side of the garage - a significant
compromise.

Moving the house away from our front setback on
Woodside Place reduces the impact of our construction in the
side yard and doubles the distance to the side yard
(Adelfio) property line, thus addressing two other. concerns
of the HPC. But, it should be noted that thisg is being done
at the cost to us of placing the left front corner of the
house at the point of encroachment into the driveway, which
forces us to move the driveway toward-the pine trees on the
south side of the driveway. This re-giting of the house
alsoc has the effect of re-directing the view on the Woodside
extension perch away from the existing mature trees and
toward a gap between the mature trees on the lot.

Again, it was exactly these types of major )
reconfiguration of our design which we thought might occur,
that caused us to abandon further refinement of it until
hearing the HPC'g initial comments on it.

Just for the record, we also want to mention that two
of the characteristics of the new house we always wanted
were: a) a gracious set of scissor stairs from the front

K:\ELIZ\CONEWNS\MD4S$1738 . LST l
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entrance up to the second floor, with a landing between the
first and second floor; and, b) pocket doors at the
entrances to the living room and dining room. The houses on
either side of us have such staircases, and some of the
older houses in Chevy Chase Village have such pocket doors.

In our house, the benefits of such a staircase would
extend well beyond its graciousness. Once such a staircase
wag in place, other interior configurations would have
become possible..

We would have a better chance to implement such types
of interior design modifications in the new house if we made
our main house width 40 feet (2 feet wider than the houses
on either side of us) and front-to-back dimension 40 feet as
well. But, given a width of the main house of 40 feetl/ the
maximum front-to-back dimension of the main house we can fit
into this area is 36 feet. A 2-foot shift of the driveway
to the south causes one pine tree's drip line to be
partially traversed by the driveway for about 10 lineal
feet. We propose to mitigate the impact of this traversal
by using special paving designed for such situations as this
to minimize the impact of a driveway on established trees.

As was noted above, with the main house repositioned
next to the driveway and the garage appended to its rear, we
cannot possibly expand the depth of the main house to 40
feet. The most we can expand and still stay comfortably
within the County Code's setbacks is 2 feet, to a total
depth of 36 feet.

Also, as was stated above, the major re-location of the
garage to the rear of the main house, and the re-location of
the entire house to a point adjacent to the driveway has
eignificantly impacted our plans for the design of the
interior. So, to try to preserve the possibility of creating
the interior we always planned to have and to have the
maximum leeway in approaching such an interior design, we
have set the exterior dimensions of the main house at 40
feet wide by 36 feet front-to-back.

As can probably discerned from this revised plan, we
have struggled mightily in the time since the 5/27 HPC
meeting to reconcile our needs (as detailed in the letter to
the HPC staff in early March) with the impressions we
received from the Commissioners at the meeting, and the
convergations we've had since then with the Commission

-

1/ Given that the maximum encroachment into the side yard is 12
feet, and that the separation from the Adelfio lot line is
14 feet, a 40 foot width of the main house causes the
southeast corner of the main house to encroach 2 feet into
the driveway), because at this point, .one of the corners of

the garage is on the verge of encroaching on the Adelfio
gside lot setback line.

L \BLIZ\COEWES\MD451738.LET 2
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staff. By significant compromise on our part, we have
reconciled these sometimes-conflicting requirements into the
revisions of our plan, which we present in detail below.

To re-state once more our position in response to the
expressed concerns of the Montgomery County Historic
Preservation Commission (HPC) as expressed on 5/27/98 in a
preliminary consultation, we have revised our plan for new
construction to reduce the magsing of the house, to presexrve
more of the side yard, and to reduce the proximity of the
new construction to the existing house at 6915 Woodside
Place (the Adelfio's). We have also made other minor
modifications to be regsponsive to the comments of the HPC
and its staff. These changes are as follows:

1) We have re-oriented the attached two-car front entry garage
so that it is now a side-entry garage. We have relocated
the garage behind the house, so that it is now recessed
approximately 4 feet behind the driveway-facing 4-foot bump-
out (described below), and the view from its front is across
the existing driveway. ZThis significantly reduces the
masging of the houge,

2) a) We shifted the footprint of the house away from
Woodside sc that it now intrudes into the existing
driveway two feet at its southwest corner, thus
preserving an additional 11 feet in the width of the
side yard. This reduces the amount of the current side
yard needed for new construction by more than 50%, and
uses only 12 feet of the approximately 30-focot w1dth of
the existing side yard. This preserves sionificantly
mQr.e_Qi_the_a:..duaxd,.

b) We relccated the northeast corner of the wing extending
in the direction of Woodside Place further away from
the side yard property line shared with the Adelfio's,
so that the corner is now almost 14 feet, not 7 feet,
away from the line. We note in passing that this re-
location places our new construction almost 4 feet
farther away from the side-yard property line than is
the Adelflo s existing house from the gsame line. Thisg

Mr. Adelfio told us verbally on Sunday, 5/31, that this

just -described relocation of the house resolves his family's

issues with our new construction.

It is worthwhile to additionally note that the new

construction, is not only entirely behind the set-backs

required by the County Code, but also is more than 50 feet
away at its nearest point from the curbs of both Meadow Lane

1\ RLIZ\COMIES\ MD¢S3 738 . LET 3
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and Woodside Place. Thus, with this siting we have
preserved the property's present impression of spacicusnegs
from all points along its two streetscapes.

3) We reduced the height of the wing extending in the direction
of Woodgide Place by 8 inches with respect to grade, and
lined up the roof lines and second-floor window levels of
the extension and the main house. This reduces the massing
of the house.

4) We removed the small side porch next to the large side
porch. i i

In the preliminary meeting, we related to the HPC that the
degign submitted to the staff in early March required further
refinement. We have now further refined the design, in large
part to deal with the re-arrangements noted above. However, even
with those design items we have added that are not directly tied
to comments by the HPC, we now find our previous interior design
is no longer acceptable because of the re-configuration of the
original plan. In other words, this means (again) that we'll
have to perform major re-work of the interior design. Thesge
additional refinements are as follows:

5) We have introduced on approximately the last 10 feet of the
goutheast corner of the house on the first floor only a 4
foot "bump-out" necessary to accommodate an entry hallway to
the kitchen from the relocated attached garage. The roof of
this bump-out will be a shed-type with a hip-roof on the
corner farthegt from the garage, and a continuation of the
garage roof on the corner nearest the garage. '

6) When we re-located the garage to the back of the house
behind the 4 foot first-floor bump-out that existed on the
original preliminary design submitted in early March, it
created an approximately 8' X 4' rectangular indentation in
the perimeter. To preserve the gimplicity of the exterior
design, we have encloged this space for use somehow on the
first floor, and it is covered by the garage roof.

7) We added a basement access-way (stairs and landing at lower
level) on the driveway side of the house, with the steps
beginning about 9 feet from the front of the house and
descending toward the rear of the house and below the newly-
proposed 4-foot bump-out of the rear-most 10 feet of the
driveway-side of the house.

8) We added a window-well with a 3-foot width in the middle of
the foundation on the "Adelfio" side of the extension toward
Woodside Place. The window is entirely below grade, and the
window-well will be constructed within the cavity left by

Ti \ELIZ\COIEWRS \MD4523738. LET 4



6~ 3-98

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

15)
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the demolition of the foundation of the existing house, so
the well will not impact the large tree on the property line
sha. with the Adelfio's. '

We eliminated the two-foot indentation on the first floor of
the Woodside Place extension on the Adelfio side, so that
the entire wall on the Adelfio side lies within the same
plane. The two-foot space was transferred to the width of
the porch on the opposite side, increasing it from 8 feet to
10 feet.

We added a very traditional chimney on the extension toward
Woodside Place on the side facing Woodside Place. The
chimney centerline is approximately one-third the distance
from the Adelfio-side of the house, as measured along the
Woodside-Place side.

We added a very traditional chimney centered approximately 7
feet from the front of the driveway side of the house.

We added windows as symmetry/cohesiveness dictated. We will
be submitting preliminary sketches shortly for
acceptability.

We increased the front portico depth (front to rear) from
about 4 feet to about 6 feet, and the width from
approximately 8 feet to about 10 feet.

We increased the width of the main house from 36 feet to 40
feet, and the front-to-back dimension of the main house from
34 feet to 36 feet, for the reasons noted above. This
raises the height of the main house roof line by 8 inches,
to 31' 8". The exposed foundation below the center of this
roof line is 18", so the total height of the mainhouse roof
line from grade is 33' 4".

As a result of all the above changes, the footprint of the
proposed house has increased over the originally-submitted
preliminary design by 360 sf to 2,200 sf for the living
space and by 32 sf to 516 s8f for the garage. The portico
footprint increased from 32 sf to 60 sf. [Note that the
original house has a living space footprint of 1,176, a
garage footprint of 240 sf, and a front portico footprint of
32 sf (excluding the steps to grade, and 48 sf with
inclusion of the steps.)]

Additicnally, to address the comments of the HPC at the

meeting and the HPC staff, we have:

a) eliminated the three half-round transom-like windows
over the 3 eets of french doors on the porch, and
replaced them with rectangular transoms;

K \ELIS\CCWEBWRA\MD432730 . LAY 5
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b) changed the specification of the type of *divided
light" windows to be of a type which actually has the

faux glass frame muttons protruding from the face of
each such window.

c) changed the specification of the shutters to be of the

type which appear that they would fully cover the
windows if closed and which appear to have “tie-backs".

X: \BL15\COMEMNI\MD492738.L8T 6
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Historic Preservation Commission

ltem 4.

Exterior Veneer: Hardiplank 7.5" Beaded Cementious Siding on all (4) sides.
Shutters to be Mid-American Master series “Williamsburg” raised panel.
Gutters: 5” wide x 3.5" deep - aluminum. Downspouts: 2" x 3" - aluminum. Color to
match cornice.
Fireplace: Majestic DVR36RN direct vent fireplace located on rear wall.
Foundation walls: Poured concrete walls 9’ tall.

¢ Exposed foundation walls to be painted to match Hardiplank siding.
Floor system: Engineered floor system = TJI's at 19.2" O.C.
Subfloor: 3/4” 0.S.B.
Exterior walis to be constructed with 2 x 4 ‘s at 16” O.C.

Insulation: Ext. walls = R13, Ceilings, Overhangs, Bays = R30, Basement walls =
R11.

Exterior Sheathing: 7/16 0.s.B.
Roofing: G.A.F. “Slateline” -- 30 yr. shingle:
e (2) front bays to be copper,
» Front door portico to be G.A.F. “Slateline”,
» Portico off Dining room to be a rubber roof membrane. Mule Hide Products,
¢ Rear Library 4’ offset to be G.A.F. “Slateline”.
Front Stoop to have brick pavers.
Portico rails and columns off Fam rm to be wood.
All cornice to be wood. Facia, Freeze (where applicable), and soffit.
Windows to be Barber and Ross wood, insulated, double hung with sandwitched
divided lites. Except Kitchen and Masterbath: Barber and Ross wood, insulated,
casements with sandwitched divided lites.
e Fiberglass mesh screens
Front door: 3 x 0 x 6 x 8 - Rigid Guard insulated steel (6) panel w/ 1 x 0 sidelites
(ea. side) and 1 x 0 transom above.
e French doors (Fam rm), Atrium door (Bkfst rm) to be Rigi-Guard (15) iite.
e Garage svc dr. and areaway door to be Rigid-Guard (9) lite.
Overhead garage door to be Clopay 1000 - Insulated steel docr, (4) section and (4)
panel.
Exterior wood to Receive (3) coats of paint. Prime coat, first coat, second coat.
e Mfg: McCormick.
‘e All projections above roof to be painted to match roof shmgles -- such as:
~ Flues, vents, etc.
Exterior door hardware to be Schlage F-series, "Plymouth” -- polish brass.
Exterior light fixtures: Polish Brass
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 6807 Meadow Lane Meeting Date:  05/27/98
Rescurce:  Town of Chevy Chase

Locational Atlas Historic District Review: Preliminary Consultation
Case Number: N/A Tax Credit: None
Public Noticve: 05/13/98 Report Date: 05/20/98
Applicant:  John White Staff: Perry Kgphart
PROPOSAL: Demolition and New Construction RECOMMEND: Proceed to

' HAWP.

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: ca. 1920

SIGNIFICANCE: Potential Non-Contributing Resource in the Town of Chevy Chase
Locational Atlas Historic District.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

1% story, four bay Colonial Revival Cottage clad in stucco with a peaked roof portico
over the front entrance. The roofis asphalt shingle. The windows are 1/1, in a number of styles,
with aluminum storm windows, and decorative panel shutters. At the rear is a peaked roof
dormer over a center bumpout section that is a recent addition.

PROPOSAL

The applicant proposes to demolish the structure and replace it with a larger residence.
The application will be made in two parts; 1) demolition of a resource within a historic district
and 2) construction of a new residence. A description of the house to be demolished and
preliminary sketches of the proposed construction are included in this staff report.

STAFF DISCUSSION

1. Background

The applicant is attempting to expedite the demolition and replacement of a
property in the Town of Chevy Chase by stepping outside the normal review process that
submitting a demolition permit to the Department of Permitting Services would initiate. As a
result of discussions with staff, the applicant has requested that the demolition and replacement
of the structure be the subject of a preliminary consultation before he signs a consent agreement
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that would allow the HPC to review the property for all intents and purposes as a Master Plan
site. The applicant has explained his concerns regarding modification of the existing resource.

2. Demolition

Demolition of a structure within a historic district is always carefully reviewed and
infrequently approved by the HPC. The demolition can be considered from three perspectives.

A. Historic Merit:

How does the property contribute to the historicity of the district in which it is
located? Chevy Chase is historically significant in the context of suburban development in
Montgomery County. In the late 19th and early 20th century, scores of subdivision sites were
created--first along the B&O Railroad, then along streetcar lines, and then on routes accessible by
automobile. Among all these communities in the county, Chevy Chase stands alone in its
comprehensiveness. Section 4, the Town, is significant for representing a continuation of Francis
Newlands’ vision that began with Section 2, the Village.

From the information compiled in the survey of the proposed district to date, the
house at 6807 Meadow Lane appears to have been constructed before 1935, probably in the
1920's, based on changes to the property shown on the 1933 Sanborn Plats that are not shown on
the 1909 Thomas Fisher Plan, and from recorded deeds for the site.

There is nothing in the research to date to indicate that the house is to be
considered for its individual historic significance, or for any contributions to local or national
history, or for any associations with local or national historic figures.

B. Architectural Merit:

Architectural or design significance would be attributed to the house if it
embodied distinctive type, period or method of construction, or if it represented the work of a
master,-or possessed high artistic values, or represented an established and familiar visual feature
of a neighborhood. The house would probably not meet these criteria. It is not representational,
and although it has been in place for many decades, it has undergone too many changes to be
distinguished as being a familiar feature of the neighborhood. For this reason, also it cannot be
characterlzed as being of any particular style or period.

C. Condition of the Structure:

The subject property has been described by the applicant in the attached pages as -
being structurally unsound. That in itself is not a reason for demolition of a property that is of
either historical or architectural significance. In the case of this house, the structural problems
with the house should, in staff’s opinion, be given weight. It would be inappropriate to ask the
applicant to restore a house that would not be considered a contributing resource for any reason
other than in its original state, it was an early house in the district.
(2



3. New Construction

The applicant has submitted preliminary sketches of a Neo-Colonial Revival house that is
similar in scale and design to the Colonial Revival houses prevalent in the district. Although
substantially larger than the existing house, staff is of the opinion that the basic design is
appropriate to the setting. The applicant is to be commended for the care with which the mature
trees on the lot are to be preserved. The use of contemporary materials such as vinyl siding
should be considered, although staff would recommend that functional shutters and shadow bar
muntins should be used, i.e., that both paste-on shutters and snap-in muntins should be avoided.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Applicant proceed to a Historic Area Work Permit
Application.
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Items Associated with John White's Preliminary Meeting with HPC R ardm

Demolition and an Application for a HAWP for
- 6807 Meadow Lane in the Town of Chevv Chase

1) WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:
a) Description of existing structure(s) and environmental setting, including their
historical features and significance:

1) See the attached letter to HPC staff from John White, dated 3/18/98,
concerning his situation with the current structures.

ii) Also, as an addendum to that letter, please note that none of the Whites'
neighbors with whom they have so far discussed their situation (of having
to obtain the approval of the HPC to modify their house) were aware that
the HPC has any review authority over what modifications are made to the
houses in the neighborhood. Virtually every neighbor with whom this
situation was discussed repeated the same sentiment/belief: "But that's not
in effect yet, so the HPC shouldn't have any role in the process!" From
these conversations, and those with numerous real estate agents with
whom we have recently discussed our situation, we have the sense that the
most, if not all, owners in the Town of Chevy Chase and real estate agents
who might represent them have no idea that the HPC for years has had
jurisdiction over their properties.

1)  Asasecond addendum to that letter, we want to re-iterate that half of the
current house is built over a crawl space. Only exposed dirt is under the
floor joists of that half of the house which is closest to Meadow Lane. -
Therefore, it's obvious that any construction effort to preserve this wall
AND make the house an attractive home for resale by constructing a full,
finishable basement would require very complex’ eéngineering and
construction methods. The methods would be required to both preserve
the front wall while constructing a full-basement foundation underneath
it AND while removing the present extremely leaky, seepy, and too-
shallow foundation. Such methods would be very costly to employ and
would present us with severe economic hardship if we had to employ
them. If such methods were employed, the resulting high construction
costs would eliminate for us any chance to re-coup our monetary
investment in this property.

iv) The letter referred to in (1)(a)(i) does not address the issues of historical
features and significance, so we will address them here:

C\OFFICE\WPWIN\WPDOCS\HA WPITMS. WPD 1
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2)

3)

4)

3)

The resolution of the historical resource issues for 6807 Meadow Lane
closely parallels that of the house at 14 W. Lenox in the Village of Chevy
Chase. The structures at 6807 Meadow Lane were built at the end of the
period for which they are included, and contain no historical features or
historical significance. The architecture of the structures is not a good
example or representation of any recognizeable style, period, or particular
craftsman's work. Therefore it has no historical significance of an
architectural nature. Nor do the structures have any other historical
significance, since nothing of historical import ever occurred in any of the
structures or on the grounds of the property, and no historical person(s)
were ever associated with them. Because of the above lack of any
historical significance, the structures at 6807 Meadow Lane are non-
contributing resources.

b) General description of project and its effect on the historic resource(s), the
environmental setting, and, where applicable, the historic district:

* The project will demolish the two non-contributing-resource structures (i.e., a
single-story house and detached garage), and will replace them with a center-hall-
colonial-styled house with an attached two-car garage. The style of the new
structure is designed to blend in well with the architectural styles already existing
in the neighborhood. The environmental setting, in general, will be preserved.
The proposed historic district will, therefore, not be adversely affected by this
project. The front-yard setbacks for the project, established by a professional
surveyer, are fully in keeping with those required by the County to preserve the
look of the streetscape. The new structures will be built within those setbacks, as
per the County building code.

SITE PLAN:
a) Shown with existing structures.

b) Shown with proposed structures.

PLANS AND ELEVATIONS:
Attached for both existing and proposed structures.

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS:
Attached.

PHOTOGRAPHS:
a) Photographs of each facade of the existing house structure are attached.

C\OFFICE\WPWIN\WPDOCS\HAWPITMS. WPD 2




b) Photographs of the existing house viewed from the public rights of way
(Woodside Place and Meadow Lane) are attached. Note that the right side
elevation photo (ref:(5)(a), above) was taken from the yard of 6805 Meadow
Lane, and the rear elevation photo (ref:(5)(b), above) was taken from the rear yard
of 6915 Woodside Place.

6) TREE SURVEY:

All trees 6" or larger in diameter (at approximately 4' above ground) are noted on the site
plan.

7 ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS:
Adjacent: '
a) Leslie & David Freer, 6805Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
b) Lydia and Marco Adelfio, 6915 Woodside Place, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
c) 7, 6810 Connecticut Avenue, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
d)  Linda & Tom Wright, 6812 Connecticut Avenue, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

Confronting:
e) Cynthia & Michael McKee, 6808 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

) Mr. Frank Engler, 6810 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.
g) Caroline & Michael Michaelis, 6812 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

h) Mr. & Mrs. Gene Kelley, 6912 Woodside Place, Chevy Chase, MD, 20815.

CAOFFICE\WPWINA\WPDOCS\HAWPITMS WPD 3
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DATE:  March 18, 1998

TO: The Staff of the Montgomery County Historic Preservatlon
Commission

Since February 10, the efforts of my wife, Elizabeth, and I
to construct over this summer a new house on our property at 6807
Meadow Lane in the Town of Chevy Chase have been at a standstill.
That was the day we found out that, to get a demolition permit
for the existing house, we needed to obtain the approval of the
Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission.

I am writing you this letter, about one month later, to
present to you the situation in which we now find ourselves.

We purchased the property at 6807 Meadow Lane {(which is a
corner lot) in the Town of Chevy Chase in August of 1991 for
almost the full list price of $385,000, which was well above its
innate market value if drastic renovations are not allowable. We
did this in spite of the fact that there were many serious
drawbacks to the house, including but not limited to:

a) a structurally-unattractive architectural style,

b) no normal access to the sleeping quarters above the
main floor,

c) a damp, leaky, rundown, low-ceilinged cellar that spans

only % the footprint of the house,

d) leaking galvanized piping,

e) a mixture of old, outdated ectrical wiring and "Harry-
Homeowner" electrical wiring.

£) a small, dark, cheaply-finished kitchen,

g) an extremely poor design for traffic-flow among the
main floors mostly-undersized rooms

h) poorly-fitting windows and exterior doors, with almost
no storm windows or doors,

i) leaking gutters all the way around the house,

j). a tiny, poorly-maintained wooden garage that was useful
as a storage shed and little else, and,.

k) a long driveway and a front patio in desperate need of
replacement.

The reason we were willing to pay almost full price for the
property in 1991 was that the list price for the property was
very comparable to the sales price of large (and therefore, rare)
empty lots in Chevy Chase. For example, the 1991 list price of
6807 Meadow Lane was only about $30,000 more than the recent
sales price for a comparably-sized empty lot just around the
corner on Woodside Place onto which a large custom home was built
around 1990. The real estate "fact sheet" from Kelley Company,
Inc. on the house even stated the following:

(@)



THIS HOMEOFFERS TERRIFIC POTENTIAL FOR EXPANSION WITH

NO CONCERN OF OVERIMPROVEMENT.
So, we were willing to pay a small premium for the 6807 Meadow
Lane property, because we planned to dramatically improve the
property someday by, effectively, razing the existing structures
and building a more substantial house of a style consistent and
compatible with the houses of our neighbors.

Around 1993, we re-financed our mortgage, which, because of
fees and points, added approximately $10,000 to our investment in
the property.

In December of 1996, Elizabeth's mother, Mazie, (then 81)
suffered a stroke, which left her unable to care for herself. 1In
January of 1997, Elizabeth's father, John, (then 83 and suffering
from high blood pressure) suffered a severe heart attack. -
Elizabeth, who is a teacher for Montgomery County Public Schools,
immediately flew to Florida to take care of her parents until the
situation stabilized; she remained there for more than 3 weeks.
And then, in December of 1997, John was diagnosed with bladder
cancer, for which he now is undergoing chemotherapy treatment.

In early January, as together we faced the inevitable
further deterioration of Elizabeth's parents' health, we realized
that the time had come to do that which we had always intended:
replace the existing insufficient structures on our property with
one that would properly suit the needs of ocur family - a house
that would:

a) have sufficient space, facilities, layout, and flow so
as to permit the proper care for the grandparents cof
our daughter Jacqueline, in their remaining years;

b) be a sound architectural design

c) allow us to recoup our initial, substantial overpayment
for the property at 6807 Meadow Lane.

Elizabeth and I initially loocked at performing a major
renovation on the house. However, all the designs that would fit
inside the allowable building envelope (which is smaller than one
would expect for a 12,000 sf lot because the 6807 Meadow Lane
corner lot faces two streets) would appear forced and would be
unattractive to potential future buyers. In addition, the total
cost per square foot for quality renovation is estimated to be
$140-220/sf, which, even if a design existed that would be a good
financial investment, we could not afford because of the scale of
renovation we require.

So, we turned to the possibility of constructing an entirely
new house. After talking to several reputable builders, we have
established that we can, indeed, build today the type of house we
want in about 5 months at a price close to the $100/sf we can
afford BUT ONLY IF WE CAN DEMOLISH THE CURRENT STRUCTURES. And,



of course, once we locked into the process of demolition, we
found the law required us to obtain approval for such work from
the Montogomery County Historic Preservation Commission.

I have already listed above the some of the major defects in

the property's structures. Below, I have echoed some of these
defects and added others. Please forgive me for the fact that
these lists are not finished products, but I felt that getting
the information to you sooner so that you could better appreciate
our situation was most important.

Slncerely,
b A

gJohn D. White

(H)301-718-3780
(W)202-208-1812

m he Problems with H a 7 M w

The existing house is too small, poorly-designed, and poorly
laid-out for our current, near-term, and long-term needs
(current: 2 adults, one 5-year old child, 2 50-1lb. dogs;
near-future: 2 elderly adults (grandparents) with existing,
serious health issues (heart condition, stroke, cancer), and
possibly a live-in nurse.

Renovation would be:

a) much too costly (very expensive ($140-220/sf, with
EVERY aspect of the entire house needing renovation and
expansion (creating a new dining room, family room,
kitchen, and a raised roof in addition to total
renovation of all of the house's systems and other
spaces would still leave us with a house with no
basement, or garage, or decent driveway, or curb
appeal.)

b) a very bad financial investment which we would never
recoup on re-sale due to the house's innate and
irreversible poor-design characteristics (e.g., only ¥
cellar (spans only % of house footprint and the main
floor joists are less than 7 feet above the foundation
cement's (leaky) floor), foundation walls leaking and
floor seeping water when it rains, exterior appearance
of house has zero curb appeal)), no space for an
addition AND a back yard, );

) too long timewise (taking a year or more) ;

long-term dislocating and disruptive to our family and

potentially life-threatening to the elderly, infirm

grandparents.

A0



Most of the house's malin areas and systems are in need of
major repair, upgrade, or replacement. A partial list of
areas needing major investments are:

a)

g)
h)

3)

k)
1)

m)

n)

the cellar (not a basement) - only % cellar (that leaks
when it rains (walls leak and middle of floor has
cracks that seep water). Even with a de-humidifier
running almost constantly, anything placed in the
cellar for an extended period mildews. The stairs to
the basement are dangerously uneven and worn, and must
be replaced.

water service - the house has extensive galvanized
piping that now leaks in many places, has caused
clogged pipes and low water pressure, and needs to be
entirely replaced.

electrical system - has old electrical wiring -
potential fire hazard - always tripping circuit
breakers.

sewer - has a sewer line that has backed up inte the
houge about 4 times so far, despite our repeated "Roto-
rootering" of the line.

floors - the house has worn-down pine floors that
cannot be re-finished and must be replaced; also, in
certain parts of the house, the floor shakes when a
person walks across it.

windows - not the originals, yet they do not all fit
properly into frames - let in lots of drafts. Many do
not open at all, and many others have broken/rotted
sash-cords.

exterior doors - do not fit correctly into frames, and
so let in lots of drafts.

HVAC system installed by previous owner doesn't
properly heat and coocl the house - needs extensive
ducting repair/replacement, some register re-location &
replacement, and possible re-sizing of the AC/furnace
unit.

storm windows, doors, screens - none on 90% of the
windows and doors.

small refrigerator has to be turned off about once
every other day (due to a loud noise it makes) - we're

. trying not to invest in another if at all possible,

prior to building.

bathroom shower pan leaks extensively into the floor
below it.

bathrocom shower piping leaks, causing bathroom floor
now to rot

previous water (and termite/ant?) damage has caused
floor to give way in one place and be close to giving
way in others. _

suspected carpenter-ant damage (extent unknown) in
floor by the back door and in the garage rcof and
walls.

(2



o)

p)
q)

r)

Y)

z)

aa)

fireplace is inoperable - damper is rusted closed.
Flue is in unknown (but probably deteriorated)
condition.

chimney needs to be re-built, at least above the
roofline. '

gutters leak in many places and are broken in two
places - need immediate attention;

exterior stucco is cracked in many places and has
fallen off in a few places

driveway is a combination of ¥ being completely- .
fractured and water-undermined concrete and the other %
being a blacktop top layer which is peeling off of a
brick underlayer.

hot water heater will need to be replaced within the
year.

brick steps from driveway to walkway in front of house
have settled unevenly and the left side has broken off.
small brick front porch has some bricks that are loose;
iron roof supports are rusting, and the single
remaining iron railing has rusted through.

Wood on front portico has rotted through.

kitchen is very small and narrow, and its design and
aesthetics are extremely poor - to be a positive
marketable part of the house, it would need to be
completely expanded and renovated.

access to attic-area bedrooms - has no regular stair
access, but only a narrow spiral staircase. A regular
staircase needs to be installed.

dormer on back of finished-off attic leaks, causing
mildew and rotting problems in the wall with the
sliding glass door

Tiny "garage" with makeshift front doors has holes in
roof and sides and .is rotting in places

Of course, this list doesn't address the fact that the house
also needs to be repainted and will need new roof in another
year or two...
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KELLEY COMFANY, .‘NC.
REALTORS
4600 WAVERLY AVENUE P.O. BOX 570 GARRETT PARK, MD 20830570

301-933-8333 FAX: 301-332-83'18

WELCOME

6807 Meadow Lane Chevy Ck.ze MD 20815

KXXKXRXEXAKRKRARRRKARRAKXARRNARRARRAXNRRRRARANRKXKXRRAARRARKECRRRRARX AR KRR RRKR KK XX

Chevy Chase Section IV
$385,000.00

* TAXES: $2,678.00 LEGAL DESCRI?PTION: LOT 10
BLOCX 7 CHEVY CHASE SEC IV
POSSE3SSION AT SETTLEMENT

LOT SIZE 12,101 Sq. Ft.

FIRST FLOOR:
FIRST FLOOR PLAN OFFERS ENTRY FOYER, NICE SIZED LIVING ROOM,
MODERN KITCHEN WITH STEP DOWN BREAKFAST ROOM, 2 LARGE BEDROOMS

AND FULL BATH, PLUS SUITE THAT INCI''DES SITTING ROOM, SMALL
BEDROOM AND 2ND FULL BATH.

SECOND FLOOR:

OFFERS 2 BEDROOMS AND A FULL BATH, ONE BEDROOM IS A BRIGHT
AND SUNNY ROOM WITH GLASS SLIDING DOORS, IDEAL AS UPSTAIRS DEN.
THERE IS ALSO A LARGE HALL STORAG?: CLOSET.

LOWER LFVEL:

~ THERE 1S A WORK AREA WITi STATIUNARY SINK PLUS LAUNDRY
AREA ON THIS LEVIT.

CUSTOM FEATURES:

LARGE PATIO OFF KiuilnEM OVERLOOKS WONDERFUL REAR YARD.
1 CAR GARAGE (CONVEYS "AS IS") SPECTACULAR 12i01 SQ FT YARD IS
FULL OF WONDERFUL AZALEAS AN PLOWERING PLANTS.

'* ASSESSMENT BY MONTGOMERY <OUNTY “LAND VALUE" $359,020.00--
- "IMPROVEMENTS" $52,3¢Q.00-=~~===— TOTAL_ FULL VALUE $411,320.00

THE CHEVY CHASE AREA THAT SURROUNDS THIS HOME IS‘NOTéD FOR ITS
FINE COLLECTION OF LARGE HOMES OF DIVERSE ARCHITECTURAL STYLES.

MANY OF THE SURROUNDING HOMES ARE VALUED IN THE $500,000.00 TO
$750,000.00 PRICE RANGE.

3

TH1S HOME OFFERS TERRI{FIC POTENTIAL FOR EXPANSION WITH NO
CONCERN OF OVERIMPROVEMENT.

LISTER: GENE KELLEY
HOME # 301-654-7359 OFFICE 301-933- 8333
the above inforsrtion is deemed reliable bat is mot quaranteed.

The complete REAL ESTATE SERVICE for Montgomery County )
Conuenient to Be:liesda, Chievy Chase, Kensington and Rockville QI -

REALTOR ®
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6918 Woodside Place
Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815
(301) 654-3861

May 12, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart

Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission
1109 Spring Street, 8th Floor

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Dear Ms. Kephart:

I understand that our neighbors, John and Elizabeth White, have business before the
Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission in connection with obtaining permits for
the demolition of their present home and the construction of a new one.

As you know, the Whites live at 6807 Meadow Lane, on the corner of Meadow Lane and
Woodside Place in Chevy Chase. We live across Woodside Place from the Whites, one house up
from the house directly across from them. Because we live so close, we would be concerned if
construction on that property were not in keeping with the style and character of our neighborhood.

The Whites have, however, shared with us and other neighbors their plans for their new
house. I must say that from those drawings the new house appears to be both handsome and of an
architectural style that would blend nicely with that of other homes close by. The scale of the home
would also appear consistent with that of others homes on the same stretch of Meadow Lane.
Although our other neighbors are also aware of the Whites’ plans, we know of no complaints about
them. :

As homeowners who chose Chevy Chase because we liked the feel of it, my wife and I
certainly support the HPC’s worthy goal of maintaining the aesthetic integrity of the neighborhood.
But we also know, as you no doubt do, that these matters must be addressed with healthy doses of
common sense and flexibility. John and Elizabeth have put considerable effort and expense into
planning a new home. They have chosen an architectural style in keeping with their neighborhood.
That have shared plans with neighbors and indicated a willingness to listen to any concerns. Under
these circumstances, it seems to us that it should be easy for the HPC to address this issue quickly,
work with the Whites, and approve final plans so that construction can begin. I hope you will urge
the entire commission to act now so that our beautiful neighborhood can become even more
beautiful with the addition of a new home for the White family.

Sincerely, : v
Al
Robg¢rt R. Gasgvay
@)
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Historic Preservation Commission

ltem 4.

» Exterior Veneer: Hardiplank 7.5” Beaded Cementious Siding on all (4) sides.
o Shutters to be Mid-American Master series “Williamsburg” raised panel.
e Gutters: 5" wide x 3.5” deep - aluminum. Downspouts: 2" x 3" - aluminum. Color to
match cornice.
» Fireplace: Majestic DVR36RN direct vent fireplace located on rear wall.
e Foundation walls: Poured concrete walls 9’ tall.
e Exposed foundation walls to be painted to match Hardiplank siding.
o Floor system: Engineered floor system = TJI's at 19.2" O.C.
e Subfloor: 3/4” O.S.B.
e Exterior walls to be constructed with 2 x 4 ‘s at 16" O.C. .
e Insulation: Ext. walls = R13, Ceilings, Overhangs, Bays = R30, Basement walls =
R11.
o Exterior Sheathing: 7/16” 0.S.B.
e Roofing: G.A.F. “Slateline” -- 30 yr. shingle:
e (2) front bays to be copper, )
e Front door portico to be G.A.F. “Slateline”,
e Portico off Dining room to be a rubber roof membrane. Mule Hide Products,
e Rear Library 4’ offset to be G.A.F. “Slateline”.
Front Stoop to have brick pavers.
Portico rails and columns off Fam rm to be wood.
All cornice to be wood. Facia, Freeze (where applicable), and soffit.
Windows to be Barber and Ross wood, insulated, double hung with sandwitched
divided lites. Except Kitchen and Masterbath: Barber and Ross wood, insulated,
casements with sandwitched divided lites.
o Fiberglass mesh screens.
e Frontdoor: 3 x 0 x 6 x 8 - Rigid Guard insulated steel (6) panel w/ 1 x O sidelites
(ea. side) and 1 x 0 transom above.
e French doors (Fam rm), Atrium door (Bkfst rm) to be Rigi-Guard (15) lite.
e Garage svc dr. and areaway door to be Rigid-Guard (9) lite.
e Overhead garage door to be Clopay 1000 - Insulated steel door, (4) section and (4)
panel. v
» Exterior wood to Receive (3) coats of paint. Prime coat, first coat, second coat.
e Mfg: McCormick.
¢ All projections above roof to be painted to match roof shingles -- such as:
Flues, vents, etc. v
o Exterior door hardware to be Schilage F-series, “Plymouth” -- polish brass.
Exterior light fixtures: Polish Brass



MAY-14-98 14:16 FROM:CHEVY CHASE VILLAGE ID:-3019679721

CHEVY CHASE VILLAGE
5906 CONNECTICUT AVENUE
CHEVY CHASE. MD 20815

- JBRRY M. SCHIRO Telephone 654-7300

Village Mavager
DAVID R. PODOLSKY
Laged Counsel

Apnl 23, 1998

Ms. Mary Gardner

Acting Historic Preservation Plamner

Montgomery County Historic Preservation Comumission
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Dear Ms. Gardner:

Margot Anderson, Chair of the Village Board of Managers, forwarded the following names of G—\"

residents to serve on the Village Local Advisory Panel.

Thomas Bourke, 36 Quincy Street
Anne (Andi) Adams, 5625 Grove Street
Robert Elliott, 17 West Irving Street
Nancy Elliot, 37 West Irving Street
Corbin Harwood, 3 West Irving Street
Peter Wellington, 18 West Lenox Street
Betsy Stephens, 11 Magnolia Parkway

PACGE 3/3

AR A
MARGOT W. ANDERSON
Chairwer

- ORM W. KETCHAM
Vice Chgirman
GEORGE L. XINTER
Secrewary

JOHN D. TALBOTT
Treasarer
SOUTH TRIMBLE. [}
Assiszoy Treasarce
MARTHA C.JONES
Bocdmember
RICHARD $. RODIN

24

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact the Village office at 301-654-7300.

Sincerely,

Susan S. Bossard
Chevy Chase Village

cc File

>
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
SPEAKER’S FORM

If you wish to speak on an agenda item, please fill out this form and give itto a
Historic Preservation staff person sitting at the left end of the table in the front of the
auditorium prior to consideration of that item. The Historic Preservation Commission
welcomes public testimony on most agenda items.

Please print using ink, and provide your full name, complete address, and name of
person/organization that you officially represent (yourself, an adjacent property owner,
citizens association, government agency, etc.). This provides a complete record and
assists with future notification on this case. This meeting is being recorded. For audio
identification, please state your name and affiliation for the record the first time you
speak on any ifem

DATE: _/{/Z 7/ v/

AGENDA ITEM ON WHICH YOU WISH TO SPEAK: ﬁ(g )

NAME: MP/M—@/ g%ﬂ/?%&ef
COMPLETE MAILING ADDRESS: K J2D M &@CBAH 5/*-10&
St B0~ Leus, oA, 2P 2l

REPRESENTING (INDIVIDUAL/ORGANIZATION): JoHn - Mh‘te

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission observes the following time
guidelines for testimony at regular meetings and hearings:

HAWRP applicant’s presentation...............ccccoccevvieeeeenreenreeeriemsieenieeessseeenenns 7 minutes
Comment by affected property owners on Master Plan designation............ 3 minutes
Comment by adjacent owners/interested parties.................c..ccocvenenn..on S 3 minutes
Comment by citizens association/interested groups.............ccceveeeerrereeecnnn 5 minutes

Comment by elected officials/government representatives.................c........ 7 minutes



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
SPEAKER’S FORM

If you wish to speak on an agenda item, please fill out this form and give it to a
Historic Preservation staff person sitting at the left end of the table in the front of the
auditorium prior to consideration of that item. The Historic Preservation Commission
welcomes public testimony on most agenda items.

Please print using ink, and provide your full name, complete address, and name of
person/organization that you officially represent (yourself, an adjacent property owner,
citizens association, government agency, etc.). This provides a complete record and
assists with future notification on this case. This meeting is being recorded. For audio
identification, please state your name and afﬁhatnon for the record the first time you
speak on any item.

DATE:__ O /;2 7/ /0 i ‘ |
AGENDA ITEM ON WHICH YOU WISH TO SPEAK: Y/ ENE, 4 W% .

NAME: U/%h Wh iFe
COMPLETE MAILING ADDRESS: 650 7 /Y. vl Z/ h.

(,/W, (//z;é MDD RoOZ/5

REPRESENTING (INDIVIDUAL/ORGANIZATION): S- "9// DC

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission observes the following time
guidelines for testimony at regular meetings and hearings:

HAWRP applicant’s presentation.................cocovveiieeeencenoiereninniececreeene e 7 minutes
Comment by affected property owners on Master Plan designation............ 3 minutes
Comment by adjacent owners/interested parties...............ccocecvrereeurene. S 3 minutes
Comment by citizens association/interested groups..........c.ccccocveeveceereencnnes 5 minutes

Comment by elected officials/government representatives.......................... 7 minutes



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
SPEAKER’S FORM

If you wish to speak on an agenda item, please fill out this form and give it to a
Historic Preservation staff person sitting at the left end of the table in the front of the
auditorjum prior to consideration of that item. The Historic Preservation Commission
welcomes public testimony on most agenda items.

Please print using ink, and provide your full name, complete address, and name of
person/organization that you officially represent (yourself, an adjacent property owner,
citizens association, government agency, etc.). This provides a complete record and
assists with future notification on this case. This meeting is being recorded. For audio
identification, please state your name and affiliation for the record the first time you
speak on any item. ‘ ’

DATE: S, /é’z ’5/‘76”

AGENDA ITEM ON WHICH YOU WISH TO SPEAK:

T4 . B. -/6907 Mﬁ"%w)

NAME: Alpres  AOELFID

COMPLETE MAILING ADDRESS: _ & 7/S5 _ L/owbsi0F _Piscs
- Cvy  (Haes

REPRESENTING{INDIVIDUAX/ORGANIZATIONY:

AdTAacer  (Cowrr

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission observes the following time
guidelines for testimony at regular meetings and hearings:

HAWP applicant’s presentation................cccocveeeieeeiernceeennniccininie s neaeesnenes 7 minutes
Comment by affected property owners on Master Plan designation............ 3 minutes
Comment by adjacent owners/interested parties................ccceeeceuereannnnss e 3 minutes
Comment by citizens association/interested Sroups........c...ccccvveveverrenneene 5 minutes

Comment by elected officials/government representatives.................cc....... 7 minutes
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JANUARY/FEBRUARY 1998

What’s Up With Tear-Downs?

by Ted Hild

Tcar—downs are a hot topic in historic preservation
today. People in all parts of the country are getting more and
more worried about this phenomenon, which occurs when
someone tears down an existing building and puts a new onein
its place. That’s nothing new in the history of urban develop-
ment, but now it's happening to the first-generation housing
stock in older suburban communities, and that’s making more
than a few people anxious.

Strictly speaking, a “tear-down” occurs any time a
building is demolished to make way for a new one. The
practice is not new. Tear-downs have been occurring since
cities and towns were first built. It is in the nature of commu-
nities to replace themselves as part of a growth process, much
as any organism sloughs off old cells in favor of new ones.
Preservationists have been fighting tear-downs in this country
for decades. In fact, to be a preservationist is to be anti-tear-
down. Iftear-downs have been with us always, then why such
a surge of alarm? :

Concern has increased because this is the first time in
the urban history of the United States that the vast residential
region of our suburbs has been threatened. In order to distin-
guishthe issue from others¢the term “‘tear-down” is used in the
preservation community, the real estate industry, and among
planners as a catch-phrase for the replacement of suburban
houses with larger, more expensive ones. We have become
accustomed to managing change in city cores and their oldest
neighborhoods through preservation, but tear-downs took us
by surprise. Change is inevitable, yet there was a perception
that the older portions of our suburbs were “‘complete” and
somehow immune to helter-skelter demolition.

First noticed about ten years ago, tear-downs are
happening all over the country, typically in upscale neighbor-
hoods. In the Hamptons on Long Island, a couple purchased a
carriage house for $2.75 million, then demolished it. In the
same area another party boughta 2,000-square-foot house, tore
it down and built a 4,750-square-foot summer home that had
“more light” and was *“less cramped.” In Los Angeles it has
become common for television and movie people to spend $2
or S3 million on a house, which they then replace with one
costing two or three times that much. In Ohio, the real estate
press reports the phenomenon statewide, in exclusive neigh-
borhoods where new houses are three to four times larger than
the ones demolished. The most expensive tear-down may be
in Palm Beach, Florida, where someone paid $11.75 million
for a house only to raze it. The new structures, called “trophy
houses™ or “McMansions’" are of questionable aesthetic merit
and construction quality. ’

The trend does not appear to be leveling off. The
annual number of tear-downs in Chicago’s pricey North Shore
suburbs quadrupled between 1991 and 1996 and this year may
double the 1996 number. Reports from westsuburban Hinsdale
(featured in Newsweek in December, 1994) state amazingly

.

that ten percent of all the houses in the village have been
replaced in thelasteight years, which resulted in the formation
of CHART—Citizens of Hinsdale Advocating Responsibility
in Teardowns. As the name suggests, the organization is not
necessarily opposed to tear-downs. It is not even, strictly
speaking, a historic preservation group. The members contend
that certain (but not all) tear-downs are just plain inappropriate
for a variety of reasons.
Preservationists disapprove the loss of historically
(and architecturally significant properties, which are often the
{ most threatened because they tend to be smaller, centraily
tlocated in the community, and cheaper. There are many other
consequences of tear-downs, however, to which many people
object. The intrusion of oversized houses disrupting neighbor-

An example of a tear-down from Chicago's Hinsdale
neighborhood: the new house on the right overwhelms its
elderly neighbor by its size and indistinguishable motif. Photo
by Ted Hild.

-hood scale is the most obvious consequence, next to theloss of

-important resources. Current residents also decry the constant
‘construction mess and noise as contractors’ equipment first
hauls away the remains of the old house and continues during
construction of the new “mega-house.”

More negative consequences are not visible from the
street. [naccord with the notion that the highest-priced house
on the block will raise the assessment of all the others,
mneighbors are now paying higher real estate taxes, perhaps to
the delight of local officials, but certainly to the chagrin of
taxpayers. It has also been suggested that architectural ex-
travaganzas dropped into older neighborhoods causé disrup-
tions in the local hyvdrology. While no engincering studies
document sucha problem. communities report basement flood-
ing where none occurred before.

“ Tear-downs also affect the social environment. Be-
cause the owners of the new houses are invanably upper-
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income—rvery high upper-income—long-time residents fear
the growth of elitism and its attendant difficulties. Tear-downs
also cause divisiveness through resentment: there are stories
told describing how the occupants of the new houses and
residents of older homes stand in separate groups while waiting
for the morning commuter train into the city. And, because the
sheer size of many new houses obliterates back and side yards
(and front yards in some cases), we can ask what the effect may
be on suburban lifestyle. For instance, where and how will
children play when confined to a postage stamp yard? These
and other factors constitute an assault on elements of the
suburbanideal of commu-

such a way as to provoke litigation. Historic preservation
ordinances may also be utilized, but they are often limited in
their authority or in the number of buildings they protect.

In May of 1997, the Illinois Historic Preservation
Agency, the City of Lake Forest, and the Illinois Association
of Historic Preservation Commissions combined to sponsor a
one-day workshop entitled “What's Up With Tear-Downs?”
A standing-room-only crowd of suburban municipal officials
and concerned. citizens, came to hear speakers and panel
discussions delving into an analysis of the phenomenon and
describing possible methods for mitigating the effects of tear-

nity, the severity of which
remains to be seen.
Nonetheless,
tear-downs proceed apace.
Targeted homes are pur-
chased by people who
want a large home in an
established neighborhood

Tear-downs can be a problem for
preservatzomsts, ' '
tant to remember that the e
goes beyond hzstonc preservatwn;

downs. The workshop
caught the attention of
Chicago-area newspa-
pers, which have been
tracking the issue
through periodic ar-
ticles. Other communi-
ties throughout the met-
ropolitan region would

but it is impor-

where they find the exist-
ing housing stock does not provide for their modern lifestyle.
Local governments are caught between two competing interest
groups. Appreciating, on one hand, the local revenue boost
from the high assessments of replacement homes—gained
without raising taxes—and the curious notion that all new
construction is good construction, they face, on the other hand,
the resistance of long-time residents (their friends and neigh-
bors) and the potential for a destabilized community. Initially
slow to respond, local governments are now examining and
testing methods for managing the tear-down phenomenon
Under the authority of zoning or local land-use ordi-
nances, municipalities may regulate height, set-back, or the
size of a dwelling based on the percentage of the lot occupied
by the footprint of the house or eventhe conventional commer-
cial formula of Floor Area Ratio. Some communities have
considered sixty- or ninety-day waiting periods before issuing
demolition permits. Such ordinances must be carefully con-
structed to meet court tests; otherwise, the only impediment is
the will of the local authority to implement public policy in

like to host similar work-
shops, which will be organized by the Iilinois Association of
Historic Preservation Commissions.

Tear-downs can be a problem for preservationists,
but it is important to remember that the issue goes beyond
historic preservation. Asaconsequence, preservationists have
agood opportunity to gain experience and good connections by
working on the tear-down issue with organizations not specifi-
cally concerned with historic preservation.

Efforts to deal with tear-downs will be more effective
if the focus is limited to inappropriate tear-downs. There are
only two questions to ask in determining the appropriateness of

. atear-down: what is being torn down and what will be putin

its place? Before issuing a demolition or building permit,
municipal officials might consider whether any of the adverse
consequences mentioned above might occur. That would be a
good place to start.

Ted Hild is the Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer with
the [llinois Historic Preservation Agency.

Calling All Commissions!
continued from page 2

of policy papers will support a stronger platform for the
NAPC's advocacy cfforts in support of local commissions.
Now that you know you can’t possibly miss the
opportunity to play a vital role in strengthening the preservation
movement, we want to see you there! While final preparations
are still underway, you can begin making your arrangements
for Denver. The Forum will begin Friday. July 31 and will
wrap up with a morning session on Sunday, August 2. The
downtown Denver Marriott has been selected as the conference
site, and is conveniently located a few blocks from Denver'’s
16th Street Mall, home to exciting shops and restaurants.

Within the next month, a registration mail-out will
be sent to each of the over 2,200 commissions in the U.S. Be
sure to complete your form and return it promptly to the NAPC
to ensure your participation in this meeting. CLG funds may
be used to attend this Forum. Check with your state office for
availability of these and other potential funding sources.

The NAPC and the Mile High City await your arrival!

Pamela Stoddard is the Membership Manager for the National
Alliance of Preservation Commissions.
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CONSENT AGREEMENT

Montgomery County, Maryland (hereinafter the “county’), by and through its lawful
agent, the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (hereinafter the “HPC”), (or is
it the County Council or Planning Board?) and (hereinafter the
“Owner”) do hereby consent and agree to the following stipulation of facts and resolution of
issues regarding review of Historic Area Work Permit Applications by the HPC for modifications
to an existing historic structure at 6804 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815
(hereinafter the “Property”).

A.  Stipulation of Facts

1Y)

2)

3)

4)

5)
6)

7)

8)

9

The Property contains square feet of land as further identified as Parcel

located at tax map grid coordinate , and is also described by the deed
found at Liber , Folio among the Land Records of the County;
and '

The Property is currently improved with a historic one-and-one-half story structure

listed in the Locational Atlas & Index of Historic Sites in Montgomery County
Maryland in Historic Site #35/13, Chevy Chase Historic District, and

The Property and the surrounding historic district (#35/13-1, Chevy Chase
Historic District, Town of Chevy Chase) have been surveyed by the HPC staff, but
have not been reviewed for designation for inclusion in the Montgomery County
Master Plan for Historic Preservation; and

The process for designation for inclusion in the Master Plan is not scheduled to be
completed before 2001; and

The Owner seeks to demolish the historic structure; and

The Owner proposes to construct a new dwelling on the Property; and

The process for determination of Master Plan designation of a Locational Atlas
property for which a demolition permit is requested is stated in The Montgomery
County Code Chapter 24A-10, Preservation of Historic Resources, Moratorium-on

Alteration or Demolition; and

The Owner requested a waiver of the requirement that the property or the historic
district in which it is located be subject to the designation process as defined in

Chapter 24A-10; and

The Owner requested that the Property be considered as subject to the same
review process by the HPC as is required for a Master Plan Site; and



CONSENT AGREEMENT

10)  Given the historic nature of the district and the needs of the owner to expedite
modification of the Property, the HPC (or whomever) is w1llmg to approve the
waiver request subject to certain conditions.

B. Resolution of Issues

The HPC (or whomever) will review Historic Area Work Permit Applications for the
Property when the conditions below have been agreed to or completed by the Owner to the
satisfaction of (whomever):

1) The Owner agrees to make Historic Area Work Permit Applications governed by
the procedures established in Section 24A-7; and

2) The Owner agrees to abide by the decisions of the HPC in carrying out these
procedures as if the Property were a designated site, including the right the appeal
such decisions to the Board of Appeals; and

3) This agreement will become null and void at such time as the Property has been
designated a historic resource within a historic district in the Montgomery County

Master Plan for Historic Preservation, or it has been determined by the County
Council that the historic district will not be included in the Master Plan; and

4) The Owner agrees to record this agreement in the County Land Records as a
covenant to the deed for the Property and stipulate that the agreement is binding
on current and future owners of the Property; and

5) The Owner agrees to be - something about Section 24A-11. V'olatwns and
Penaltles, and or is this covered under 4)?

6) Something about once this is s1gned he can’t go back to being an Atlas site - is
bound by the terms of this agreement?

7) The Owner, for itself, its agents, legal representatives and assigns, releases and
forever discharges Montgomery County, Maryland, its agencies and officer, agents
and employees, from any and all claims they may now have or that might subsequently arise out of
or connected with the review of the modifications for the Property. This release includes but is
not limited to, a release and covenant not to sue the aforementioned persons in any administrative
forum, State or Federal court upon any claims arising out of or connected with the review of the
modifications for this Property.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this consent agreement is executed upon signature of all parties.



(owner’s name)

Date:

Approved as to form and legality
Office of the County Attorney

(Who?)

Date:

By:

(Who?)

Date:
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CONSENT AGREEMENT

Montgomery County, Maryland (hereinafter the “€bunty’), by and through its lawful
agent, the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (hereinafter the “HPC”), (or is
it the County Council or Planning Board?) and (hereinafter the '
“Owner”) do hereby consent and agree to the following stipulation of facts and resolution of
issues regarding review of Historic Area Work Permit Applications by the HPC for modifications
to an existing historic structure at 6804 Meadow Lane, Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815
(hereinafter the “Property”).

A. Stipulation of Facts

1)

2
5)
4)

5)
6)

7)

8)

9

The Property contains square feet of land as further identified as Parcel

located at tax map grid coordinate , and is also described by the deed
found at Liber Folio among the Land Records of the County;
and '

The Property is currently improved with a historic one-and-one-half story structure

listed in the Locational Atlas & Index of Historic Sites in Montgomery County
Maryland in Historic Site #35/13, Chevy Chase Historic District, and

The Property and the surrounding historic district (#35/13-1, Chevy Chase
Historic District, Town of Chevy Chase) have been surveyed by the HPC staff, but
have not been reviewed for designation for inclusion in the Montgomery County
Master Plan for Historic Preservation; and

The process for designation for inclusion in the Master Plan is not scheduled to be
completed before 2001; and

The Owner seeks to demolish the historic structure; and
The Owner proposes to construct a new dwelling on the Property; and

The process for determination of Master Plan designation of a Locational Atlas
property for which a demolition permit is requested is stated in The Montgomery
County Code Chapter 24A-10, Preservation of Historic Resources, Moratorium on
Alteration or Demolition; and

The Owner requested a waiver of the requirement that the property or the historic
district in which it is located be subject to the designation process as defined in
Chapter 24A-10; and ’

The Owner requested that the Property be considered as subject to the same
review process by the HPC as is required for a Master Plan Site; and



10)
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Given the historic nature of the district and the needs of the owner to expedite
modification of the Property, the HPC (or whomever) is willing to approve the
waiver request subject to certain conditions.

B. Resolution of Issues

The HPC (or whomever) will review Historic Area Work Permit Applications for the
Property when the conditions below have been agreed to or completed by the Owner to the
satisfaction of (whomever): : '

1)

2)

3)

4)

3)

6)

7)

The Owner agrees to make Historic Area Work Permit Applications governed by
the procedures established in Section 24A-7; and

The Owner agrees to abide by the decisions of the HPC in carrying out these
procedures as if the Property were a designated site, including the right the appeal
such decisions to the Board of Appeals; and

This agreement will become null and void at such time as the Property has been
designated a historic resource within a historic district in the Montgomery County
Master Plan for Historic Preservation, or it has been determined by the County
Council that the historic district will not be included in the Master Plan; and

The Owner agrees to record this agreement in the County Land Records as a
covenant to the deed for the Property and stipulate that the agreement is binding
on current and future owners of the Property; and

The Owner agrees to be - something about Section 24A-11. Violations and
Penalties; and or is this covered under 4)?

Something about once this is signed he can’t go back to being an Atlas site - is
bound by the terms of this agreement?

The Owner, for itself, its agents, legal representatives and assigns, releases and
forever discharges etc.
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