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   Date: May 13, 2022 

 

MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Mitra Pedoeem 

  Department of Permitting Services 

FROM: Michael Kyne 

  Historic Preservation Section 

  Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission 

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit # 981848: Partial demolition, comprehensive rehabilitation, 

building alterations, new addition 

 

 

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached application 

for a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP).  This application was Approved at the May 4, 2022 HPC 

meeting. 

 

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

 

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDITIONAL UPON 

ADHERENCE TO THE ABOVE APPROVED HAWP CONDITIONS AND MAY REQUIRE 

APPROVAL BY DPS OR ANOTHER LOCAL OFFICE BEFORE WORK CAN BEGIN. 

 

Applicant: Daniel Ferenczy (Sigi Koko, Agent)  

Address: 9220 Damascus Hills Lane, Damascus 

 

This HAWP approval is subject to the general condition that the applicant will obtain all other applicable 

Montgomery County or local government agency permits.  After the issuance of these permits, the 

applicant must contact this Historic Preservation Office if any changes to the approved plan are made.  

Once work is complete the applicant will contact Michael Kyne at 301.563.3403 or 

michael.kyne@montgomeryplanning.org to schedule a follow-up site visit. 

mailto:michael.kyne@montgomeryplanning.org
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• Although not specified in the previous submission, there were concerns about the proposed 

number of lites for the replacement windows on the house. 2-over-2 double-hung windows to 

match the existing/original windows were noted as the appropriate option. 

• There were concerns regarding the proposed straw and lime plaster treatment on the original 

house, with some preferring in-kind replacement of the existing wood clapboard siding. 

o Several commented that the most significant character-defining feature of the historic 

house is its form and massing (including the traditional L-shaped configuration and the 

center cross gable on the front elevation), and they supported the proposed straw and lime 

plaster treatment throughout. 

o Alternative suggestions included retaining the wood clapboard siding on original house 

and only using the straw and lime plaster treatment on the addition, or applying wood 

clapboard siding to match the existing over the proposed lime plaster on the original 

house, if practicable. 

 

The applicant has returned with a HAWP application for the following work items house: 

 

• Extend the foundation of the existing rear addition 5’ x 6’ to accommodate a proposed new 

mudroom entrance. 

• Replace the existing sheathing and wooden clapboard siding with lime plaster. 

• Remove the existing rear addition roof and alter the rear addition, creating a two-story rear 

addition. 

o Materials for the proposed addition include a living (moss and succulent covered) roof, 

wood casement windows, wood trim, and lime plaster siding. 

• Comprehensive rehabilitation of the historic house, including repair of the existing attic windows, 

installation of new two-over-two double hung TDL wood windows, installation of new wood 

paneled doors, and in-kind repair of the existing standing seam metal roof,  

 

Staff notes that the proposed new deck noted in the application is not part of this proposal, and the 

applicant intends to submit a separate HAWP application for that work. 

 

Staff supports applicant’s proposal. As noted in the Amendment, the house “…has had many alterations, 

[and] additional changes should be reviewed with leniency by the Historic Preservation Commission.” 

Regarding the proposed siding replacement, several Commissioners remarked that the most significant 

character-defining feature of the house is its form and massing (which will not be altered), and they 

supported the proposed straw and lime plaster treatment. Additionally, there is some evidence that the 

existing clapboard siding is not original. Namely, there is foam insulation installed over the studs on the 

outside of the house, with the clapboard siding installed over it. This foam insulation is stamped with the 

date 1979. The clapboard siding is also unfinished, with no evidence or having ever been painted. With 

this, staff concludes that the proposed siding replacement will not remove original materials. 

 

Staff finds that the proposed work items, including the new addition, siding replacement, and use of 

alternative materials, will not alter or remove original and/or significant character-defining materials, 

features, or spaces of the subject property, in accordance with Standards #2 and #9. Further, these 

alterations could be removed in the future, leaving the essential form and integrity of the historic property 

and its environment unimpaired, per Standard #10. 

 

After full and fair consideration of the applicant’s submission, staff finds the proposal as being consistent 

with the Criteria for Issuance in Chapter 24A-8(b), (1), and (2), and with the Secretary of the Interior’s 

Standards for Rehabilitation #2, #9, and #10, as outlined above 
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