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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
: ’ ' Leslie Miles

Isiah Leggett
Chairperson

County Executive

Date: February 28, 2012

MEMORANDUM

TO: Diane R. Schwartz Jones, Director
Department of Permitting Services

FROM: Josh Silver, Senior Planne
Historic Preservation Section N
Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission

SUBIJECT: Historic Area Work Permit #589681, front door replacement

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 February 22, 2012 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: Andrew and Kathryn Partan
Address: 25 Holt Place, Takoma Park

This HAWP approval is subject to the general condition that the applicant will obtain all other applicable
Montgomery County or local government agency permits. After the issuance of these permits, the applicant must
contact this Historic Preservation Office if any changes to the approved plan are made. Once the work is complete
the applicant will contact the staff person assigned to this application at 301-563-3400 or joshua. snlver@mncppc-

mc.org to schedule a follow-up site visit.

- Historic Preservation Commission 1400 Spring Street, Suite 500 e Silver Spring, MD 20910 « 301/563-3400 » 301/563-3412 FAX



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

' APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contast. mmais %&ﬁﬁﬂm ‘% > .

Tax Account No.:
mummﬂmw M _301-220-HES
: Takswa, thrk ol P, 20912,

o be: 301~ 230-(,3%0

Caytime Phose No.:

: Swvet HOH’PL
we Pl wee A swavsen Q02

Liber: Fotia: et OO0O0
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1A CHECKALL APPUCABLE. CHEGK ALL APPLICARIE:
Ottt O Exend (B KhavRonovate OM OSwb O foomAddten OPorch O Dok O Shed
O Move 0 natad 0O WreckRae O Solw (3 Firepiace Clmmsum 3 Single Family
 Ofwiion O Rwer O Revocabl. O FacaWalcompemSecsont) O Ot

18. Construction costesimat: 8 _| 000 .00
1C. ¥ this is a revision of o praviously spproved active permi, ses Permit #

PART TWGQ: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONY
2A. Typeofsewsgedisposak 01 [/wssc 02 O Septic 03 1 Other:
8. Type of water supply: 1] 02 0 wel 03 O Other:

8. Indicats whether the fence or retsining wall is to be canstructad an one of the following locations:
(3 On pasty line/property line {3 Entirely on tand of ownes ) On public right of way/sasament

1 heraby castify that | have the suthority to make the foregoing epphication, that the application is comrect, and thet the construction will comply with plens
awwuwwwlwmmmwmmu.mmmmdmm

Lo ot s [eap

Signature of owner or suthorized agent
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EXPEDITED
MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
Address: 25 Holt Place, Takoma Park : Meeting Date: 2/22/2012
Resource: Outstanding Resource o Report Date: 2/15/2012

Takoma Park Historic Dlstrlct

: Public Notice: 2/8/2012

Applicant: ~ Andrew and Kathryn Partan
Tax Credit: Yes

Review: HAWP ,

: Staff: ~ Josh Silver

Case Number: 37/03-12D

PROPOSAL:  Front door replacement

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
. \/&Approve '

O Approve with conditions

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Outstanding Resource within the Takoma Park Historic District
STYLE: - Italianate
DATE: c1875-85

PROPOSAL:
The applicants are proposing to remove and replace a non-historic front door with a wooden
(interior/exterior) four panel door with glazing. Refer to Circle 8 for actual door style

recommended by HPC staff.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES:

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A-8

(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, 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 pérmit subject to such

conditions as are found to be necessary to insure conformity with the purposes and requirements of
this chapter, if it finds that:

®



(1) The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features of an historic site or historic
resource within an historic district;.or

(2) The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical, archeological,
architectural or cultural features of the historic site or the historic district in which an historic
resource is located and would not be detrimental thereto or to the achievement of the
purposes of this chapter; or

(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 |

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. (Ord. No. 9-4, § 1; Ord.
No. 11-59.)

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission approve the HAWP application as being consistent with Chapter
24A-8(b), (1) and (2): '

and with the general condition that the applicant shall present the 3 permit sets of drawings, if
applicable, to Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) staff for review and stamping prior to
submission for the Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permits;

and with the general condition that the applicant shall notify the Historic Preservation Staff if they propose
to make any alterations to the approved plans. Once the work is completed the applicant will contact the
staff person assigned to this application at 301-563-3400 or joshua.silver@mncppc-mc.org to schedule a
follow-up site visit.




HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

' APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Emails éﬂgﬂm&:ﬁﬂabuﬂm,

mmuo.:_Q_[QXQﬂt‘
mammMqu_M-_&im_w N _301-220 -HES
adres: 25 Ta/%&m olt Pl :1023

mome ez 201~ 230,330

Caytime Phone Ne.:

Swoet HOH’?L

Lot P‘ q Block: LQ\ Subdivision: OO 2.?

Liber: Folo: et OO0

1A CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
O Combut O Extond (B ierRonovate OM OSe O RoomAditen [ Poch OOk O Shed
0 Move 3 msted O WreckRus J Solwr O Frepisce ) Woodbuming Stove O3 Single Family
O Revision (] Rapair (] Revocable. O FemcaWell{complwnSactiond) 3 Other:

18. Construction costestimate: 81000 .00

1C. # this is a revision of s previously approved active permit, ses Permit #

2A. Type of sewage dispasak 01 @wssc 02 O Septic 63 C Other:
28. Type of water supply: o 02 0 wa 03 O Other:

PART THREE; COMPLETE OMLY FON FENCERETAINING WA

JA. Height fost inches
38. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructad on one of the following locations:
(J On party line/property line (J Entirely on tand of ownes (3 On public right of way/sssament

1 hareby cartify that | have the authonty ta make the foregoing apphication, wmmbmwummwmﬂm
approved by sl agencies ksted and | herebly scinowledge snd accept this to be & condition for the issuance of this pera.

Signature of owner o suthorized agest
Approved: For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission
Oisapproved: Signawry: Date:
ApplicetionyParmit No.: Oate Fied: Date Issusd:

- SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
=351
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Index for Historic Area Work Permit Application for

Andrew S. and Kathryn M. Partan

Pagé 1 - Application main info page

Page 2 - Application page twc; (see addendqm)

Page 3 - HAWP application mailing addresses for notifying

Page 4 - Photos of existing property conditions

Page 5 - Site plan

Page 6 - Addendum - Description of Current Structure, Impact Statement and Conclusion

Page 7 - 10 - Examples of Italianate homes with door styles similar to homeowners choices for new door
Page 11 - Examples bf homeowners preferred choices for new door

Page 12 - Alternate proposed door



ADDENDUM

DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT STRUCTURE

The Woodward House at 25 Holt Place is a two story Italianate Victorian built c1875-85. The main
entrance originally faced Carroll Ave. before Takoma Park was subdivided. After the community
expanded and new streets were platted, the orientation of the house effectively changed and the back
door became the front door, and other alterations were made to the doors and windows over the years.

Even given the way the community developed the context of the house is somewhat unconventional.
The house to the right of the subjecf house is a much modified side gable being built in 1923 according
to tax records, and faces away at an angle as Holt Place bends and becomes Crescent Place. The house
to the left of the subject house is a prototypical 2 story front gabled Craftsman style. The house that
faces the subject is a two story side gabled Colonial Revival with small front portico. The subject house
is distinctly larger in scale than any of its neighbors. )

In addition to the unusual context, it appears as though many of the windows and doors have been
changed throughout the life of the house. We don’t know the original style of the windows as the .
window styles are different and therefore we cannot know if any of them are original. For example, the
second floor front windows are 6/6 and the first floor front windows are 12/1, the side windows are 2/2.
The door is apparently from the mid-20" century and is not prominent.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND IMPACT

We propose to replace the non-original front door with a new door with leaded glass that will allow
more light into the home while still maintaining privacy.

We cite the specific examples (see attached scans) in Carol Rifkind’s A Field Guide to American
Architecture (page 70 — 71, ex. 106) and Virginia and Lee McAlester’s A Field Guide To American Houses
(page 218, ex. 11; page 224, ex. 4; page 229, ex. 7). These examples show single entry doors with
generous paired lights over paifed wood panels. We feel, based on our research, the doors we propose
are in character and spirit with the examples cited.

CONCLUSION

The proposed change of this door is in spirit with the style of the house and should complement the
Historic District.

ne



HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING
[Owner, Owner’s Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Property Owners] .

Owner’s mailing address

Andeeo S.and Kadhapn M. Bt
2s Mot PI.
Takom Tade , MD 20912

Owner’s Agent’s mailing address

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mmlmg addresses

’DMA Howe ad MNSM . Voothes
24 Holt PL.

Tadcoma P‘”—}"t MD 70‘“2

C_’}ufF Maxson

O Ciescent R,
Tabtora. Poacde, MD 2042

Buripoin Roseothal o Novcy Moshi
3 Coccoll Ave .
Tokomr Pare, MD 20912




SITE PLAN
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:Surveyor's Certification
1 hereby certity that the survey shown hereon s correctto the bestofmy
knowledge and that, it has been prepared
utllizing dascription of record. This survey isnot a boundary survey and

-

[

&tephen 1. Wonthold, Maryland ALE Rég. No. 10767

NOTE: This plat is of benefit to aconsumeronly insofaras it Is required
by a lender or a title Insurance company or its agent In connaction with
contemplated fer, 1l ing or refi; ing. This piat is not to be
relled upon for the establishment or location of fences, garages,
buildings, or other existing or future improvements, This plat does not
provide for the accurate identification ot praperty boundary lnes, but

 such Identification may not be required for the transfer of title or
securing financing or refinancing.’

Date: k- /- 7>

2401 Reseurch Boulevard

Rackville, MD 20850

Work Order. 2> o x>
ok Ordar = (301) 840-0025

Address _ Z o oo mmr e

Scale: 7= 'f”‘ District: o=
Plat Book: - &."
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7 {/7\ [ 7= FOUR GLAZED PANELS
Al S

6\7‘\7— TWO GLAZED PANELS

e"\‘\“\?— TWO WOOD PANELS

ALTERNATE PROPOSED DOOR
| DECEMBER 23, 201l PARTAN RESIDENCE
SCALE IS 3/4" = |'-O"
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Exlstlng Property Condltlon Photographs (duphcate as needed)
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Metal Roof
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108 1830 Phelps
Place. Washington,
D.C.1865. A
modicum of
Italianate ornament
and smooth stucco
covering over
clapboards dress
this innovative

octagon in the
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SIMPLE HIPPED ROOF (con't)

9. Benicia, California; mid-1gth century A very simple, one-story,
wood-chid example.

10. Austin, Texas; mid-rgth century. A maore claborate one-story ma-
sonry example with quoins accenting the doaor, windows, and corners.

1. Louisville, Kentucky; mid-19th cent:iry. Note the ase of segmen-
tally arched windows on the first story with fully arched windows above.

12, Bloomington, Wisconsin; 1877. Ballantine Housc. The matching
pair of bay windows on the front facade is anusnal.

13. Salisbury, North Carolina; 1868. Murdach-\Wiley Haeuse. Oceasion-
ally the side-gabled roof fortn was substituted for the more tepical lal-
tanate hipped roof as in this example. Nore the unusual use of paired
brackets placed on top of pilasters.

14. Fort Smith, Arkansas; ca. 1880, Bonneville HHouse. Note the hand-

soine paired brackets and windows in the elaborated fricee bandl.

15. Macon, Georgia; 1360. Johuston Housc; James B. Ayres, architect.
A large and elaborate three-story example raised on a full basement. An oc-
tagonal cupola and small round windows light the third stary. Note the
unusually heavy bracketed pediments above sccond-siory windews on the
front facade.
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TOWERED

1. South Stackton, New York; mid-19th century. Figures 1, 4, and 7 1l-
lustrate progressively more claborate versions of a tower embraced by the
wings of a gable-front-and-wing plan, a favorite lalianate arrangement.

2. Cherry Creck, New York; mid-igth century. Frost House. An un-
usual compasition which builds from a one-story wing (in shadow at left)
1o the two-story central block to a three-story tower.

3. lartford, Connecticut; mid-i1gth century.

4. Lexington, Kentucky; mid-19th century.

5. Marshalltown, lowa; 1875. Although classical columns are frequently
used as porch supports on Italianate houses (see ligures 7 and 8), this
large porch is probably a later addition (paircd columns and columns
raised on pedestals were uncommon before the 18gos).

6. Raleigh, North Carolina; ca. 1880, Centered towers arc common in
Scecond Empire houses, but alianate examples, such as this, are unusual.
Note how this placement produces a balanced, classical appearance even
with the asymmetrical porch.

7. Portland, Maine; 1863. Morse Tlouse; Henry Austin, architect. An
exceptional landmark cxample with numerous formal details. Note the
segmental and the pedimented window crowns with brackets, as well as
the quoins, classical columns, and balustrade.

%. San Antonio, Texas; ca. 1876, 1882, t8go. Norton House. In its final
form this is 2 most unusual ltalianate house based on formal Renaissance

models.
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