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Attachment XII
Historic Properties on the
Premise List




Attachment XV
RFP for coordinator for
HPC booth at Fair/Ethnic Her. Fest

May 4, 1990 -

Dear Prospective Contractor:

- The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission is soliciting proposals
- from qualified persons or groups interested in coordinating the Historic
Preservation Commission booth and exhibits at both the Montgomery County Fair,
August 17-25, 1990, and the Ethnic Heritage Festival on Sunday, September 16,

1989. The attached Scope of Services outlines the individual tasks which wi]]
be required. Also attached are General Conditions, which apply to every firm
or sole proprietor under contract to the County.

If you wish to submit a proposal for consideration, please respond by 5:00
_p.m.,_Friday, May 25, 1990, by letter mailed or delivered to:

Historic Preservation Commission
51 Monroe Street

- Suite 1001
Rockville, Maryland 20850,

No proposals will be accepted after this date and time. A1l proposals must
include all requested information.

For further information, p]eaSe contact Jared Cooper or me, at 217-3625.

Sincerely,

Mg E)W

Alison B. Vawter
Principal Administrative Aide

Attachment
1203E

revised 5/90

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 30'1/217-3625




© MONTGOMERY COUNTY FAIR/ETHNIC HERITAGE FESTIVAL COORDINATOR
| | | Tw S
* MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION BOOTH/EXHIBITS

Attachment I

Scope of Services

The contractor will coordinate the Historic Preservation Commission’s exhibits
and displays at the Montgomery County Agricultural Fair, August 17-25, 1990,
and at the Ethnic Heritage Festival, to be held on September 16, 1990. :

Specifically, the contractor will be responSib1e for completing the following
tasks:

1. Discuss with County staff the Historic Preservation Commission’s
displays and exhibits of previous years, and determine a plan for
the successful coordination of this year’s exhibits and volunteers.

2. Attend meetings, as necessary, of Ethnic Heritage Festival
participants, and work with Festival volunteer to reserve space and

»table(s) for preservation displays.

3.  The contractor will make arrangements for the rental of a tent,
tables and chairs for use at the Montgomery County Agricultural
Fair. The contractor will not be responsible for assuming the cost
of this rental. Fees for rental of this equipment will be paid for
by the County.

4. The contractor will contact all FY 1990 Preservation Fund grantees,
not-for-profit Montgomery County preservation organizations and
Historic Preservation Commissioners (lists provided by the County),
to coordinate the staffing and exhibits at the Fair and the Ethnic
Heritage Festival. The contractor will ensure that Preservation
Fund grantees (approximately 14) provide exhibit materials and/or
assist in staffing the tent/booth during Fair/Festival hours.

L o« I"



Days From

\‘i"Eiv.:v"

The contractor will coordinate, with the volunteers, Commissioners,
and other tent/booth staffers the issuance of passes to the
Fair/Festival. Eight (8) exhibitor’s passes, good for admission to
the Fair at any time during its run, will be provided by the
County.. Additional one-day passes or other passes, as necessary,
w11] be paid for by the contractor. . '

The contractor w111.comp11e a llst of supplies necessary for use at.
the tent/booth. Commonplace office supplies such-as tape, scissors,

electrical extension cords, and table coverings will be supplied by

the contractor. Items such as slide projectors, informational

brochures, issues of the Preservationist newsletter, and assorted

graphics will be provided by the County. '

The contractor will make arrangements, at the conclusion of the
Fair/Festival, for the pick-up/return of all exhibits supplied by
Preservation Fund grantees and the County. The contractor will make
the necessary arrangements for pick-up of the tent, tables and
chairs by the firm providing those materials.

The contractor will provide a brief, written report for review by
the County, describing attendance, exhibits displayed, and any other
information pertinent to the Fair/Festival, at the conclusion of the
Festival.

Timeframe*

Notice To Proceed

July 15

July 16-17

July 18-19

July 20-31

August 1-2

Contractor receives formal Notice To Proceed: from Montgomery
County.

Contractor meets with County staff, and discusses details of
project and appropriate strategies for coordination of
volunteers and exhibits, tent, table and chair rental, etc.

Contractor arranges for rental of tent, tables and chairs for
use at Fair, contacts Fair/Festival coordinator (name and
telephone number provided by the County) to assure space is
reserved and obtain schedule for meetings of participants.

Contractor contacts Preservation Fund grantees to begin
scheduling of staffing for tent/booth, and to determine what
exhibits grantees will be providing.

Contractor meets with County staff to review progress and
report any difficulties in staffing, provision of exh1blts,
etc.



August 2-16

August 17-25

August 26-29

August 30-
September 15

September 16
September 17-18

September 18-30

[
eonlt

Contractor performs duties as necessary, finalizing staffing
arrangements and exhibits and attending meetings with Ethnic
Heritage Festival staff. Contractor will gather supplies

- necessary for tent/booth and confirm arrangements for tent
_ tab]e and chair rental, if necessary

. Contractor supervises stafflng and maintenance of tent and”
“exhibits at Fair. Contractor will staff tent in absence of
‘volunteers and visit exhibition .at a minimum of once a day to

assure that there are no problems.

Contractor arranges for return/pick-up of exhibits, and
arranges for pick-up of tent, tables and chairs from Fair
s1te _

Contractor makes final-' arrangements  necessary  for
preservation display at Ethnic Heritage Festival booth,

including coordination of volunteers and exhibits, and »

assuring that all supplies necessary are available.

“Contractor continues to coordinate with Festival coordinator,

and attends meetings as necessary.
Contractor attends and assists in staffing booth at Festival.

Contractor makes arrangements for pick-up/return of exhibits
by grantees, not-for-profit preservation groups. and the
County.

Contractor writes brief report describing Fair/Festival
activities, exhibits and attendance, and submits final
invoice for payment.

PAYMENT SCHEDULE

The contractor will be paid in one Tlump payment upon

submittal of invoices and an approved, final product. ~THE

COUNTY’S PAYMENT IS TO BE BASED ON A LUMP SUM WITH ALL

INSURANCE, INCIDENTAL AND SUBCONTRACTING COSTS INCLUDED. NO

EXTRA PAYMENTS WILL BE MADE UNDER THIS CONTRACT.

INSURANCE AND OTHER REQUIREMENTS

The contractor 1is directed to Attachment III, General
Conditions of Contract (specifically, Article 15, which
addresses insurance):

X
et
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY FAIR/ETHNIC HERITAGE FESTIVAL COORDINATOR
. oF -
MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION BOOTH/EXHIBITS

Attachment II .

Submission Requirements

Failure to include the required submissions may disquality the proposal from
consideration. Consultants are asked to submit in writing the -following
information in response to the Department’s Request for Proposal:

1. Proposal.
2. Consultant’s name, address, and phone numbers.
3. Statement (dated and signed) of assurance that all required work

will be completed according to the timeframe listed in Attachment I.

4, Proposed bid price for completion of this project as spec1f1ed in
Attachment I.

5. Information on related work experience, including dates, name and
address of clients, and names of at least three references with
telephone numbers. Include, particularly, all work which would
relate to this request for proposal.

1806E
revised 5/90



ACCURATE INFORMATION. ACCOUNTING SYSTL " ND AUDIT The contracior certifies tnat all infarmé . the CONIEGIOTr NAS Droviaes uf Wik Provive (0
A Suunty sTrue ano correct anag can be rened upon Dy the County tn awarding, moditying, making payments, or 1aKiNg any other achon with resoect to this
In(racl. Any f2i1se or Misieacing infarmauon 13 8 ground for the County 10 terminate this contract {Of Cause and to PUrsue any other approohate ramedy.

he oontractor certities that the contracior's accounting systam conlorms with generaily accapted accounting principles, 1s sutficient tocomply with the contract’s

sogetary and financiai gcohgations, and (s sufficient to producs reiiabie tinanc:al information. !

=e Coun'y may examine the CONlractor's and any {irst-lier SUDCGNLractor s records to aetermine and verity comphance with (he contract. The contractor and any
“rat-tigr sybcontractor must grant the County access 10 these records at ail reasonable times during the contract term and {or 3 years after final payment. If the
ISNALract 3 SUDDOTEO 10 any extent with 1acerar Of state funcs, the aoprodnate teaeral Of state authorities may &is0 examine thase recoras. The contracior must
aciuge the preceding 1language of this paragraoh n ait first-tier sudcontracts. .
I APPLICABLELAWS Thiscontractsnali beconstruedinaccordance with [Ne laws and requiations of Maryland and Montgomery County. Montgomery County
>-ocurement Regulation 130-35. as amended by Emergency Regutation 11-89E. ts incorporated by relersnce and mads a part of this contract. In the case of any
~consistency between this contract ana the Procurement Regutations, the Procuremant Regulations shail govern. The contracior must, without additionai cost 1o
e County, pay any necessary {ees and charges, optain any nacessary licenses and permits, and compiy with 8ppiiCable faceral, state and locai iaws. codes and
2qwalions, For purposes ot littgalion invoiving tis contract, axciusive venue and junsdiCtion snail be in the Circuit Court for Montgomary County, Maryland or in
:ne Oustrict Court of Maryland for Mantgomery County.
2 ASSIGNMENTS AND SUBCONTRACTS The contractor may not assign or transfer this contract, any interest herein or any claim hereunder, except as
2xcressty authorized in writing by the Chief. Division of Purchasing ana Maseriel Management (CPMM). Unless performance is separataly and expressty warved i
~riting 0y the CPMM, an assignment goes notreiease the cantracior7om responsioility lor pertormance of this Contract. Untess otherwisa provided in the coniract,
‘me contractor may nOtCantract with any nther party tor furnisning any of the materials or services nerein contracted {0r without the written acorovail of the CPMM.

{ CHANGES TneCPMM mayunilateraily change the work, matenais and services 10 be performed. The cnange must bein writingand within the general scope of
~e contract. The contrac: will be moaified 10 refiect any time 0r Money adjusiment the CONITACIor 1s entitiec 1o receive. Any claim about an adjustment in time or
~cneyouetoa change must be given n writing to the contract agmenistratar within 30 days trom the gate the CPMM 1ssued the change or the ctaim will be oeemed
waived. Any tature |0 agree upon the ume or money agjustment must be resoived unaer the "Disoutes” ctause of this contract, The contractor must proceed withine
srosecution Of the work as changed. evenif thare is an unresolvea claim. No charge {or any extra work, ttme or matenai will be allowed, except as provided in this
section,
5. CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION
A. The contract aoministrator, subject to paragraph B below, is the Depantment representative gesignated by the CPMM in writing and is authorized to:

{1) serve as liaison between the Caunty and Contractor; -

{2) give direction to the Contractor to ensure sansfactory and comoiete performance:

i3) monitor and inspect the Contractor’'s performance 10 ensure acceptabie imehness and guahty;

fa) serve.as recorCs custodian for this contract;

(5) accept or reject the contractor's performance;

(6) furnish timely written notice of the contractor's performance failures to the CPMM and to the County Attorney, as appropriate;

(7) prepare required reports;
(8) approve or reject invoices for payment:
(9) recommend contract modifications or terminations 0 the CPMM; and
{10} issue notices to proceed,
3. The contract admirustrator is NOT authorized to make determinations {as 0pposed to recommendations) that aiter. modity, terminate or cance! the contract,

S

eftect procurement, interpret ambiguities in contract language, or wawve the County's contractual ngnts,

DISPUTES Any dispule arising under this contract which is not disoosed of by agreement must be decided under Section M.Z of Monigomery County
S-scurement Requiation 130-85, as amenced by Emergency Reguiation 11-89. Penaing finai resolution of 2 orsoute, tne Contracior must oroceed ciligently w.:n
sz~tract performance. The head of the County department, otfice or agency ("Depantment Head”} of the contract aominisirator is the designes of the CPMM, tor 12
sose of dispute resolution. The Department Head may. with the contracior's consent, detegate this responsidility t0 another person {otner than the cont-zc!
imistrator). The contracior waives any 01sdute Or claim NOt Magde in writing and received by the Depanment Heao within 30 gays of theaccurrence civing rise 10
(-2 Cisoute Or claim. A ctaim must De in wniting, 'or a sum cenain, anc 2Ny Money reguestec must be tully supporied by all cost and pncing infermanon. The

Zaoniracior may, at ine County's option, be maoe a party to any retated ¢:spute invoiving another Lontractor.
~ DOCUMENTS, MATERIALS AND DATA All documents, materials or data developed as a result of this contract are the County's prooenty. The County has the
":37110 use and reproduce any 0ocumants, materials. ano cata. inciuding configential information, used in or ceveiopeo as aresultof this coniract. The County may
.se 1rus nformation for its own purposes, or use it for reporung to state anc feoeral agencies. The contractor warrants that it has title 10 or nght of use of ali
Ments. malerials Or ¢ata useo ar ceveloped in connecuon with this contract. The Contractor must keep confidential all documents, materials, and gaia prepareo
=aveloped Dy the coniractar or suppliea by the County.
. ENTIRE AGREEMENT There are no promises, terms, congitions, or opligations other than those contained in this contrac:: and this ¢ontrac: susersedss all
TMUnICations, representations, or agreements, eitner versai or writien, tetween tne parties nereto, with the exception of express warrarties given {0 inouce the

srenase pf goods by the County.

. HAZARDOUS AND TOXICSUBSTANCES Manutfacturers ang distributors are required By the federal "Hazard Communication Stanoare” {23 CFR 1910.1200).
ng tne Maryiand "Access to Information Apout Hazaraous anc Toxic Sutstances” Law to label each nazargous materiai or chemical container, anc g proviae
‘aterial Safety Data Sheets to the purcnaser. The contractor must Comoiy with these !aws and must provioe the County with coptes of all relevant documents,
.~eiuomng Matenai Safery Data Sheets prior to performance of services of contemporaneous with delivery of goocs.

2 IMMIGRATION REFORM AND CONTROL ACT The contractor warrants that both the contractor and any subcontrac:or do not and shall not hire, recruit or
cerer-orafee, for emplovmentunoer this CONtract or any sudbconiract, an anen knowing the alien 1s an unauthornzed alien ana hire any indivioual without caompolying
~in ne requirements of tne immigrauon Retorm and Control Ac: of 1986 (the Act). inctugding but not limited to any verficalion and record keeoing requirements.
~ne zontractor further assures tne County that, in accorcance with the Act, it does not and will not discriminate against an ingividual with respec! to hiring, of
-acreniment of referral for a fee, of the individual for emoloyment or the discnarging of the individual from employment because of suchindivicual's nationat originor
:nne case of 3 Citizen or intending citizen, Because of such indivioual’s ciizenship status.

-1. INCONSISTENT PROVISIONS Notwithstanding any provisions to the contrary in any cantract terms or conditians suppiied By the contractor, the County's
Zareral Conditions will supersege those terms and conditions 1n the event of any Inconsistency.

*2. INDEMNIFICATION Thecontractoris responsible for any l0ss, personaiinjury, deathandany other damaage (inciudingincicdental and consequential) thatmay
e cone or sulfered by reason of the contractor's neghigence or failure to pertorm any contractual opiigations. The contraclor mustingemnify anc save tne County
<armiess from any loss, cost, damageand other expenses, incluging attorney s feesand litigatidn expenses, suffereo Or iIncurred que 1o the contractor s negligence
2r:aiure to pertorm any of 11s contractual obhgations. The contractor must defend the County in any action ¢ suit Brougnt against the County ansing out of the
sonrractor’s negligence, errors, acts Or OMIsSIiONs under tis contract. Thenegitgence of any agent, subcontractor or employee of the CONtractoris deemea to de tne
-e5ugence of the contractor. For the purpose of this paragrapn, County inciuges its boaras, agencies, agents, otficials ang employees.

‘1. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR The contractor is an independent contractor. The contractor and the contractor's employees or agents are not agents of the
Zounty.

¢ INSPECTIONS The Counly has the right 10 monitar, inspect and evaluate or test all suoplies or services called Jor by the contract at all reasonable places
arciLging the cantractor's place of business) and times (incluaing the perica of preocaration or manutacture). )

"S. INSURANCE Prior 10 the commencement of wGrk under this contract, the contractor must obtain at its own cost and expense and keec In force and eifect
1.ring the term of this contract, including all extensions, the nsurance soecified in the aoplicable table with an insurance company licensed or qualified to 40
2.singss in the State of Marytand, The contractor must submit to tne CPMMa certificate of insurance prior to awara of this contract. as evidence of comptiance witn
-=:5 grovision. The County must be named as an additional insured onall hiability policies. Sixty days written notice 16 the County ofcancellanon or materiai change
- 1~y of the policies is recuired. In no event may thensurance coverage be (essthan snown on tne applicasie table. The requirements of this section may be waiveo

.5 whnole ar in part by the CPMM, .

LR L R SR A TR
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. . TAB- "= INSURANCE CONDITION NO. 15A~...
CONTRACT DOLLAR YALUES {IN 31,000}
Up to 50 Up to 100 Up to 1,000 Over 1,000
Wort'ors Compensation (tor contraclors wilh employees) : R

Boguv tnjury oy
Acciaent (eacn) 100 100 100 See
Disease 'poucy hmits) 500 500 500 Attscnment
=.3€ase (eacn smgiOve=). ‘0 . 100 . 100 No 1

. Commerciai Genersi Liability . ’ . g
M m compined sing:e nmit for Dadrty imury ana property - 30 A 500. . 1,000 . Ses - -
<Carage Der OCCUrrence Inciuging contractual hadnty, premises : Attacnment
ang Zperauons, ang ingepenadent contraciors : : No. !
Minmimum Automobiie Lisdiiity tinciuding owned. -
nirec ana non-owned automoones) ' )

Bociv Iniyry ' . . :
2ach person ‘ 100 . 250 500" . . See
each occurrence : 200 ' 500 1,000 Atlacnment.

Propeny Damage : No. 1
eacn occurrence . . 3% ¢ 300

Prolassional Liability® . : '

“or errars, AMISSIONS ano negngent acts, 250 . 500 1.000 See

cer claum ang aggregate. with one year : T Attacnment
: : No. 1

Tiscdvery penad and maximym Secuctible of §25.0C0
‘Proressional sarvices coONMracts only

.Certiticate Hoiger
Monigemery County Government (Sontract # )
Cttice of Procurement

Rocxviile Metro Center

280 Yungertord Drive. Room 175

S3ckvisle. Marytang 20850-4153

TABLE — INSURANCE CONDITION NQ. 15B
CONTRACT DOLLAR VALUES (IN $1.000)

UptoS0 Up ta'100 Up to 1,000 CQver 1,000
Commercial General Liability 300 ) 500 1.000 See
Attachment

Sharmum gemoined singie umit for Bodily injury ana oroperty damacge
ser accurrente incluaing contractual babdity, premises ang . : No. 1
coceran:cns, ingenengent Contraclors, anc oroguc! haothty

Sertiticaie Hoider

Warigomery County Government (Contract # )
J4:ze of Procuremen:

<viiie Metro Cemer

~yngeriorc Orive. Rcom 175

2scxvie, Maryiang 20850-4183

TABLE — INSURANCE CONDITION NO. 15C

ALL LEASES (DOLLAR YALUES IN $1,000)
Worker's Compensation {far contractors win empioyees)
Bogiiv Inwry ov

Aczicent (each) ) N 100
Disease {pahcy limuts) 50Q
- 100

Disease (each emplovee)

Commaerciai General Liabiiity

Minumum comosnec singte imit for bodily injury ana praperty camage 300
per occurrence including contractuat haoihty,

pfemises anc Sree210ns, and inceoendent contracicrs

Minimum Automobile Liability
(including bwned. hired ang non-owneg aulomoosies)
Bodily Ingury
each person
each occurrence
Pronerty Damage
eacn occurrence

1C0
3co

300

Fire Insurance
Lessee snatl be responssbie for fire. theft and vangalism insurance on the contents

of the leased premises. .

Certificate Hoider

Montgomery County Government (Contract # )

Office of Procurement

Rockwille Metro Center

250 Hungertora Drive, Room 175

Rackwile, Marytanag 20850-4153 .

Eace 253



T GENERAL CONDITIONS OF CONTRACT BETWEEN COUNTY & CONTRACTQOR

6. 'NON-CONVICTION OF BRIBERY Thecontractor hereby declares and attirms that. Lo:1s best knowledge. none of its otticers, girectors or partners ang none of
s emplovees difectly invoiveo in 0dtaining contracts Nas been conwvicied of bripery, attemoted bribery Or CONSDIracy {0 bride ynder the laws of any state or the
“eqgeral government.
*7T. NOMODISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT The contractor agrees to comply with the nondiscrimination 1n employment policies in County contracts as
‘equireg Dy Section 118-3 ang Section 27-19 of the Monigomery County Coge, as well as all gther aophicaoie s1ate ang tegeral laws and reguiations regaraing
emoloyment giscrimination. The ¢oNtractor assures ine County that.in accarcance with aconcaoie iaw. 1t goes nol, ano agrees thatit will Not aiscriminate N any
mannear on the 2asis of age, coior, creed. nationat origin, race, rengrous pehel, sexual preterence Or hanQiCao.
The Contracior must inciuoe the provisions of this section in ail subcontracts.
‘8. NOTICE OF ETHICS REQUIREMENTS The cantractor 1s required 1o comply with the ethics provisions contained in Chapters 118 and 19A, Montgomery
Zounty Coae. In agcition, notice 1S given of the fallowing code seciions:
a1 GIFTS. i118-30Y ITISUNLAWFUL FOR ANY PERSON TO OFFER. GIVEORAGREZ TOGIVE TOANY PUBLIC OR FORMER PUBLIC EMPLOYEE ORFOR ANY
PUEBLIC OR FORMER PUBLIC EMPLOYEE TO SOLIC!T, DEMAND. ACCEPT OR AGREZ TOACCEPT FROM ANOTHER PERSON GIFTSFOR CR BECAUSE
OF-
(AN QFFICIALPUSLIC ACTION TAKEN. OR TO SE TAKEN. OR WHICH COULD BE TAKEN. (2) ALEGAL DUTY PERFORMED, QR TO BE PERFORMED, CR
WHICHCOULD BE PERFCRMED, ort3) ALEGAL DUTY VIOLATEDOR TO BE VIOLATED ORWHICH COULD BE VIOLATED BY SUCH PUBLIC OR FORMER
PUBLIC EMPLOYEZ.
31 XICZKBACKE. (118-301 1T IS UNLAWFUL FOR ANY PAYMENT, GIFT OR BENEFIT TO 8E MADE 8Y OR ON BEHALF OF A SUBCONTRACTOR OR HIGHER
*;-- SUS;CNTHACTOR CR ANY PERSON ASSOCIATED THEREWITH AS AN INDUCEMENT FOR THE AWARD OF A SUBCONTRACT OR ORDER.
2t CONTINGENTFEES (118-51) IF THE AMOUNT OF THE CONTRACTISINEXCESS OF THREZ THOUSAND DOLLARS, THE CONTRACTOR REPRESENTS
THA4T HE CR SHE HAS NOT RETAINED ANYONE TO SOLICIT OR SECURE THE CONTRACT FROM THE COUNTY UPON AN AGREEMENT OR
u.';S-ERSTANO!h.G FOR ACOMMISSION PEACENTAGE BROKERAGE CRCONTINGENTFEE. EXCEPTING FOR BONA FIDEZMPLOYESS ORBONA FIDE
Z3TABLISHED COMMERCIAL SELLING AGENCIES MAINTAINED BY THE PERSON SO REPRESENTING FOR THE PURPQOSE OF SECURING BUSINESS,
CR AN ATTORNEY RENDERING PRCFESSIONAL LEGAL SERVICES CONSISTENT WITH APPLICABLE CANONS OF ETHICS.
SMPLOYMENT RESTRICTIONS. (118-52(a)) UNLESS AUTHORIZED BY LAW. IT SHALL BE UNLAWFUL FOR ANY PERSON TRANSACTING BUSINESS
NlTH THE COUNTY TO EMPLOY A PUSLIC EMPLOYEE FOR EMPLOYMENT CONTEMPORANEQUS WITH HIS OR HER PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT.
2! THECONTRACTCRWARRANTS THAT DURING THE CONTRACT TERM ITWILL EMPLOY NO PRESENT ORFORMER COUNTY EMPLOYEE OROFFICIAL
IN VIDLATION OF SECTION 118B-52 OR 19A-8 OF THE MCNTGOMERY COUNTY CODE.

PA YMENTS Noocaymentmay De made uncer this contract uniess funos for the Dayment have been appropriated by the Montgomery County Council. Unoerno
‘xr msiances will the County pay the contractor for legal lees or tor interest on amounts payaoie.

20 PERSONAL PROPERTY Al turniture. office equipment, equipment, venicles and other similar types of personal property specitied in the contract and
surcnases with ‘unas provided under the contract snall become the pracerty of Montgomery County upon the lermination or expiraiton of this contract, uniess
_ exoressly stateg otherwise.
27. TERMINATION FOR CAUSE The CPMM may terminate the contrac: in whole or in pant and from time to time, whenrever tne CPMM determings (hat (ne

cr
ssatracior ts:

a. zefauiting in perrarmance of this contract;

3. rainng t0 maxe sausfactory progress in the prosecution of the contracs; of

2. 2ncangering tne pertormance o1 this contract.
3-:3rizatermunation for cause, the County will give the contracior written notice scecifying the cause. The notice will give the coniracior ‘0 cays from thecate the
.§ issuec {2 cure the celault or maxe progress sausfactory (o the County 1n curing the gelault. If the County getermines that a Ceiault connzuies to tne
arnent of an essential service of poses animmegiate threat (o life or progerty, the County may terminate the contract immediately udon 1ssuing orai ar written
-21ce 10 the contractor without any prior notice or OCDOrtURity 1O CUre. Any termination jor cause snall be consigered a termination for convenience as of the catetne
ccniracior was aavised of the termination for cause. if there was no cause.

TEAMINATION FOR CONVENIENCE This contract may be terminaied 2y the COunty. in whole or 1n 0ar, w20n writlen notice 10 the caniacior. wnen tne
:nty getermines this L 0e 10 its best interest. The terminanon snall be effective 10 covs aner the notice :s:ssued. The County snall te inazie cnly for cayment {or
12Z2ctaole oernormance prnor to the effecuve gate ¢f the lermination.

35 TIME Time s of the essence.

1 WORK UNDER THE CONTRACT Work may not commence unoer this contract until all conditions ior commencement are met, inziucing exesution of the

a

IInir2si By DOIN parties, comphance with insurance recuirements ang issuance of any reguirec notice 10 proceed.

2. 2

i3 GUARANTEZ
1. TneCoantracior neremn guarantees that all oroduc:s cifered (or usec in tne installation of thase progue:s) will carry a guarantee acainstany and ailcefectsfora

mimmum genoc of one year from accectance or as stated in guotation sneet, The Contractor snall be reguirec 19 correct any anc ali cetects in matenai anc/or
~Orkmansnip which may acoedr during the guarantee period by repairing (of repiacing with new items or new materiais, if necessary) any sucn cefeciat no cost
¢ the County ana to tne County’s satisfacuon.

Snoula amanufacturer's warranty or guarantee exceed the requirements stated atiove, the guarantee or warranty will be the primary ane used in the case of
ceiect. Copies ol manufacturer's warranties are t0 dDe proviced upon fecuest.

i warranues ang guarantees will be considerec 1o se 1n eitect from the cate of aczeptance dy the County of the goads or services.

The Contractor guarantees (nat ail work shall be accomplhisnea in 3 workmanlike manner ana the Contractor shalt onserve and comaiy with all Federal, Slate,
Zsunty anc locat 1awe, Jrainances ang reguiauons in Dertorming tne services listed.

3000s anc materiais providea herein snall be o firstguanty, latest mage: anc of currentmanutacture, anc are nai of such age or so ceteriorated as to imoarr therr
Lseluiness or safety. ltems that are used ar gemonstrator models are unacceptapie, uniess soecificaily requested in the Specificatan.

13 MINORITY BUSINESS PROGRAM ltistne nolicy of the County to actively and aggresstvely recruit minority-owned businesses (o orovide goods and services
"2 N2 perfarmance of govemmemal functions pursuant to Section 118-23 of the County Coce. Minority- ownec busmesses are gescribec in County law as

(3]

!.Il)

—emoers of a socxally or economicaily disagvan? aﬂec minenty Group anc mnciuge Blacks (not of Hispamc ongm) Huspanucs American Ingians, Alasxa 'zanves
Z:ziic Islanders, Women, anag the Mentally or Physncally Disablea.

THIS FORM MAY NOT BE MODIFIED WITHOUT THE PRIOR APPROVAL OF THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ATTORN:Y

24MD-45 REV. 06/89 Pagedof3 .



Attachment XVIII
Memo from AvH to LT re:
status of current projects

MEMORANDUM - *

T0O: - - Leonard Taylor, Jr., Chairperson
Historic Preservation Commission
FROM: Annette G. van Hilst, Chﬂg_fg,J\

Division of Community“PTanhﬁhg_and}béVEIOpment
Department of Housing and Community Development

SUBJECT:  Assignments to Staff Providing HPC Support
DATE: February 25, 1991

As you are aware, I am responsible for overseeing both Laura
McGrath (who is filling the Historic Preservation Specialist position), and
Alison Vawter, Historic Preservation Assistant. In that capacity, I need to
make certain that both Laura and Alison carry out their regular assigned
‘duties as outlined in their performance plans and that they provide the
support necessary for the HPC to carry out its mandated duties. In general,
requests and assignments made by the HPC can be accomplished by staff.
However, the HPC occasionally requests additional support or makes an
assignment which, if carried out, would impair the ability of the staff to
carry out the regularly scheduled work of the Commission office. - When this
happens it is my responsibility to advise you that the work cannot be done.

At the present time, staff spends approximately 80% of its ‘time on
the regular support needed to make sure that the HPC has the information it
needs to be able to make decisions with regard to HAWPs, Master Plan
recommendations, subdivision reviews, etc., and to carry out the ongoing
historic  preservation grant program, requests for proposals, CLG
administration, tax credit program, and the ongoing task of providing
information to the public over the phone and in person. This does not take
into account the time spent on work which is not part of the day to day
support, such as preparing and finding material for Board of Appeals cases,
special research and background such as the Forest Glen/Walter Reed Master
Plan, nor the time that will be necessary to effect a smooth transition of the
HPC from DHCD to M-NCPPC.
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Leonard Taylor, Jr.

Page 2
February 25,

1991

: -~ At the present time, in- add1t1on to regular’ support work 'the
following items need to be completed: :

Executive Regulations for HAWP procedures (need final revmew by

HPC and County Attorney);

Executive Regulations for LAPs (headed by Ms. Hartman, who has
provided no material to date to staff has held one meeting
with LAP part1C1pants), _ :

Preparation and review of tax credit applications by Apr1] 1,
1991 _

Support for HPC interViews of Commissioner-applicants and
appointments by County Executive; and

Darnestown Presbyterian Church Appeal support material.

' Work that is outstanding or needs to be completed prior to July I,
1991, includes:

Easement Executive Regulations;
Orientation of new HPC Commissioners;

Prepération of material for any work sessions planned by the
Chair in accordance with the HPC’s work program;

Completion of address listings for three historic districts to
be evaluated;

Evaluation of the three historic districts;

Working with M-NCPPC to effect a smooth transition, including
preparation of Standard Operating Procedure Manuals and other
materials; and

Continuation of the updating of the DEP historic address
Tisting. :

Work that has been assigned by HPC and/or the Chair, but which will.
not be able to be accomplished within the next four months, includes:

Researching ways and means for a historic marker/district
signage program;

Expansion of the Preservationist mailing Tist to include Atlas
sites (we have been unable to gather a majority of Atlas
district addresses); and



&

Leonard Taylor, Jr.
Page 3
February 25, 1991

- Letters of not1f1cat1on to Atlas property owners (th1s project
has been referred to M-NCPPC by memo).

"Atithe;1ast HPC meeting, staff was ‘directed to research land trusts at the
request of citizens of Kensington who want legal assistance, staff resources,

etc. from the HPC to come up with an alternative easement program.

Looking at the above, you can see that staff present]y has a large
work]oad and both staff members spend many dedicated hours providing needed
support to the HPC. I also note that we will not be able to complete all
outstanding projects prior to July 1. As a consequence, it is imperative that
if the HPC desires staff to take on projects over and above the present work

“lToad, it should first be discussed with me, and then a determination will be

made as to whether or not the work can be done. I therefore inform you that
staff is unable at this time to provide the information and support requested
by the HPC with regard to the land trust issue as requested by the citizens of
Kensington. If time is available, the highest priority for staff work with
regard to any easement program, is the completion of the easement executive
regulations.

In the future, prior to making assignments which are outside of the
staff’s regular work, please consult with me prior to discussing with staff so
that I can insure that you are provided with needed support while maintaining
staff’s assigned duties. I appreciate your cooperation and understanding.

cc: Victor R. Brescia

2538E
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FROM:
DATE:
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A.
B.
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D.
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VI.
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MEMOR

Annette van Hilst, Chief
Division of Community Planni

! Attachment XIX
| Sample Monthly Report
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ng and Development

Department of Housing and Community Development

Alison B. Vawter, Historic Preservation Assistant
Laura E. McGrath, Planning Specialist

Division of Community Planni

ng and Development

Department of Housing and Community Development

March 13, 1991

Historic Preservation Staff

.............................
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Monthly Report - February, 1991
SUMMARY |

Historic Area Work Permits

Applications Pending
Applications Denied -
App1ications'Approvéd
Decisions AppeaTed

Preliminary Consultations

Substantial Alterations
Staff Recommehdations

Subdivision Reviews

Master Plan Evaluations

Public Contact Lo

Callers Serviced
Walk-Ins Serviced
Field Visits

Contracts

Special Projects
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4. Historic Area Work Permits

~ A. Applications Pending

Staff Rec. HPC Rec.

Status

approve leave

record
open

approve approve

- approve approve

Teave
record

-open

- approve

approve

Staff Rec. HPC Rec.

will be
heard
3/13/91

will be
heard
3/13/91

will o
be heard:
3/13/91

will be
heard
3/13/91

will be.
heard
3/13/91

‘will be
"heard

3/13/91

Date Approved

leave approve
record
- open

Teave approve
record in part
open

HPC Monthly Report/February, 1991

Case # Address Type of Work
31/7 10105,07,09 new construction
91C Meadowneck Court
35/36 4728 Dorset Ave. construct porch ramp
91B Chevy Chase
Somerset
31/6 10213 Montgomery add window to east -
91A Avenue ' elevation
Kensington
31/6 3934 Baltimore St Addition/front elev.
91B Kensington changes
_ 22/35 6700 Needwood Rd. replace roof
91A Rockville
Needwood Mansion
28/14 16501 Norwood Rd. stablize and renovate
9lA Sandy Spring log cabin/remove chimney
: Woodlawn and fireplace addition -
B. Applications Denied
During the month of February, no applications were denied.
C. Applications Approved
Case # Address Type of Work
35/3 5506 Beech Ave. roof replacement
90A Bethesda
Alta Vista
23/112 4629 Muncaster addition/renovation
91A Mill Rd. '
Rockville
-2-

2/13/91

2/13/91



28/11 900 Olney-Sandy construct bus shelter approve approve  2/13/91
91A Spring Road . ‘

D. Decisions Appealed

The status of appealed applications follows:

Case # Address - Type_of Work , Hearing Date Status
- 31/6 10232 Carroll P1  new construction '10/31/90 HPC decision
90G Kensington S affirmed
- 31/6 10234 Montgomery new construction - 10/31/90 see above
90F Kensington : ' '
24/19-1 15120 Turkey Foot vinyl siding o 8/12/91 - pending
90A Darnestown ’ ' .
Darnestown Presb.
Church

E. Preliminary Consultations

No preliminary consultations were he1d-dufing the month of February.

II. SUBSTANTIAL ALTERATIONS

- The following applications were reviewed by staff at the request
of the Department of Environmental Protection during the month of February:

1. 11205 Rokeby Avenue, Garrett Park

~Staff recommended to DEP that the proposal, for construction of an
addition, would not constitute substantial alteration. :

2. ‘9 Primrose Street, Chevy Chase

Staff recommended to DEP that the proposal, for enclosure of a porch,
would not constitute substantial alteration.

3. 4525 Cambria Avenue, Garrett Park
Staff recommended to DEP that the proposal, for construction of an

addition, would not constitute substantial alteration.

3.
HPC Monthly Report/February, 1991



) 4, 4601 Damascus Road, Damascus (Atlas Site #23/15, Sundown Farms)

- Staff recommended to DEP that the proposal, for construction of a new
-single-family dwelling, would not constitute substantial alteration.

II1. SUBDIVISION REVIEW

During this month, the following subdivision reviews were scheduled:

1. Preliminary Plan #1-90223, Willson Property

The Commissioners found that the proposed subdivision should have no

apparent impact on the adjacent historic resources and finds no
“objection to it. The Commissioners did recommend, however, that the

Norwood Road entrance be appropriately screened and landscaped.

2. Prepreliminary Plan #7-91007, Robey Property

The Commissioners raised -several concerns over the proposed
subdivision. In recognition of the amendment to the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation for this property the Commissioners expressed
their concern with the proposal’s lack of preservation of the
viewsheds of the existing farmhouse from the road, of the tree-lined
allee, and of trees around -the farmhouse. Having reviewed other
subdivision plans for this property in the past, the Commissioners
suggested that the developer review prior comments made by the HPC
and take these, along with the concerns raised above, into account
prior to submitting a preliminary plan for the property.

3. Preliminary Plan #1-91021, 0’Dell Property

The Commissioners found that the proposed subdivision should have no
- impact on the Germantown Historic District. The proposed location
for the ingress/egress to lots 2, 3, 5 and 6, however, will have a
direct impact on the Wallach Heimer House and could adversely impact
a large tree on the property. The Commissioners recommended that the
driveway be Tocated on the opposite side of the large maple. The
Commissioners also reminded the developer that the entire Parcel 484
is the environmental setting for the Wallach Heimer House, and any
new construction on Lot 3 will require an Historic Area Work Permit.

4. Preliminary Plan #1-91004, Lankler Property

The Commissioners reviewed this plan in conjunction with reviewing
information presented for the evaluation of this site. Their
recommendation was that the house be maintained with sufficient
setting to provide a buffer between it and new construction, and that
any new construction be sensitive to the existing resource in terms
of design and scale.

_. 4-
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IV, MASTER PLAN EVALUATIONS
- The following Master P]an.eValuations were made during this month:

Locational Atlas Resource #16/10, The Mansion, at 23315 Whites Ferry
Road, Dickerson v :

Locational Atlas Resource #25/23, Samuel Jones House/The Knob, at
10835 Red Barn Lane, Potomac

A group of four Commissioners agreed to recommend tobthe full Commission
that placement on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation is merited by both
sites,

V. PUBLIC CONTACT LOG

A. Calls Fielded

During the month of February, approximately 177 calls were fielded by HPC
- Staff. 0f that number, approximately 90 called for a specific purpose (HAWP
- requests, Tax Credit applications, requests for appointments to review files,
questions regarding HPC agendae, etc.), and were dispatched within 10
minutes. The remaining callers had more involved questions and required more
‘than 10 minutes of staff assistance. No formal complaints were received in
February.

B. Walk-Ins

During the same month, approximately 9 walk-ins were serviced by HPC
- staff. Of that number, approximately 5 persons were dispatched within 2-5
minutes after it was determined that their need was confined to an HAWP or Tax
Credit Application, or other specific purpose. The remainder had more complex
needs (reviewing files, discussing alterations with staff, policy questions,
appointments, etc.) and required more than 10 minutes of staff time.

C. Consultations
During February, 2 persons scheduled appointments for discussions with

staff ranging from preliminary ideas on future projects to tax credit
application worksessions. Staff time was approximately 3 hours.

-5-
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VI.

D. Field Visits

During this month, approximately 10 field.visits were made; staff time in
the field was approximately 11 hours.

1.

CONTRACTS

CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT GRANT

Lois Snyderman was the low bidder on the Department’s recent RFP
for research of historic sites. Ms. Snyderman and Mr. Glen Leiner
of the DC Landmarks office will research 20 Atlas sites for
$9800.00. A draft contract has been approved by the County
Attorney’s office and signed by Ms. Snyderman and Mr. Leiner. Ms.

Snyderman and Mr. Leiner will be given notice to proceed when the

Director of Procurement signs off on the contract.

THE PRESERVATIONIST

A four-page issue of the newsletter was mailed during the second
week of February. The next issue (regular size) will be mailed
during early April.

MINI-GRANT PROGRAM

No progress has been noted since the last report. DHCD staff and
Christopher Hitchens have made repeated attempts to speed up the
response of the County Attorney’s office to a request by

Procurement for procedural clarifications.

VII. SPECIAL PROJECTS

cce

1612E

DRAFT OF EXECUTIVE REGULATIONS

Staff is working on the revised draft.

EXECUTIVE REGULATION (ROLE OF LAP’S)

Discussion slated for March 27.

Leonard Taylor, Jr., Chairperson
Historic Preservation Commission

Commissioners, Historic Preservation
Commission

HPC Monthly Report/February, 1991
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IX. Packet Assembly

Packet sent out one week before meeting (ie. Wednesday before meeting)
Packet consists of agenda; staff reports on HAWPs, Preliminary
Consultations, Master Plan evaluations, subdivision review, etc.; minutes
for review; and any other pertinent information

Packet goes to 9 commissioners, appropriate staff, County Attorney, and
the Robinsons for the Preservationist

At same time that packet is mailed out, copy of appropriate staff report
also mailed to HAWP/preliminary applicants, Atlas Resource owners (for
Master Plan evaluations) and owners/engineers of properties up for
subdivision review (see attached memos)

I try to make sure only pertinent information is included in each staff
report package. The HPC also likes pages to be numbered for reference
during the meeting.

NOTE: The HPC expects to receive packets soon after the Wednesday before
the meeting. If for some reason, the packet has to go out later than
that, it is suggested that the packets be hand-delivered (otherwise,
you’11l hear about it at the meeting!)

XIT. INSPECTIONS

Upon receipt of a complaint that someone is doing work without an HAWP, I
usually phone the property owner, inform them of the complaint, and (if
necessary) follow-up with a letter requesting an HAWP application within
14 days.

Upon receipt of a complaint that someone is completing work that is not in
conformance with approved HAWP, you can request an inspector from DEP to
inspect the property and issue a stop work order if necessary (my contact
is Jay Calloway)

An inspector from DHCD (usually Steve Borkoski) will conduct inspections
related to demolition by neglect. Steve and I are also coordinating
bi-annual inspections of progress at Greenwood.

AGENDA PREPARATION

Agenda is prepared in consultation with the Chair; the Chair has final
approval over agenda content.

I meet with Leonard every other Tuesday (usually the Tuesday before a
meeting). We discuss the upcoming meeting, any other issues, and the next
agenda. Lately, we have been scheduling 30-45 minute work sessions for
every meeting.

After 4:00 p.m. on the agenda deadline Friday, I put together a final
agenda and fax to Leonard. He will contact me prior to noon on the
following Monday (at which time the ad is faxed to the Journal) if he has
any problems/suggestions for change

The agenda is then mailed the next Wednesday (2 weeks before appropriate
meeting) to agenda mailing list, applicants, and affected property
owners. Except for advertised items, the agenda can be changed at any
time before the meeting and often is!

2587F



MEMORANDUM

T0: Applicants for Preliminary and Pre-Pre]iminéry Plans

FROM: Laura McGrath, Planning Specialist LM
Division of Community Planning and Development,
Department of Housing and Community Development

SUBJECT: Staff Report for Historic Preservation Commission Review
DATE:

Attached please find a copy of the staff report to the Historic
Preservation Commission (HPC) regarding its review of your application for a
Preliminary or Pre-Preliminary Plan. The HPC is scheduled to review your
application on . The staff recommendation is
provided to the HPC for its information and use. It is used by the Commission
as background and a starting point for the Commissioners’ discussion. The
report is provided to you for information purposes only. If you have any
questions, please feel free to call me at 217-3625.

Attachment

2262E

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-3625




Monfgomery 'ly Covernment

MEMORANDUM

-T0: Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) Applicants

FROM: Laura McGrath, Planning Specialist
Division of Community Planning and Development
Department of Housing and Community Development

DATE:
SUBJECT: Historic Preservation Commission Staff Report

Attached please find a copy of the staff report to the Historic
Preservation Commission (HPC) regarding your application for an Historic Area
Work Permit which will be considered by the Commission on
The staff recommendation is provided to the HPC for its information and use.
It is used by the Commission as background and a starting point for the
Commissioners’ discussion. The report is provided -to you for information
- purposes only. If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at
217-3625.

Attachment

2106E

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-3625
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Brochure on HP program

distributed by DHCD
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HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMITS
INSTRUCTIONS FOR FILING AND APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS

A1l applications for work involving properties listed on ‘the Montgomery County
Master Plan for: Historic Preservation require the approval of the Historic
Preservation Commission, which is charged with reviewing all work projects in
listed historic districts and on listed individual historic sites. Prior to
filing an application for an Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP), appiicants with
major projects may contact the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) for a
preliminary consultation. The Commission is located at 51 Monroe Street,
-Suite 1001, Rockville, and can be reached at 217-3625. ,

Applications for HAWP’s must be obtained from, and returned to, the Department
of Environmental Protection (DEP), Division of Construction Codes Enforcement,
250 Hungerford Drive, Rockville (738-3110).. The application requirements
depend on the nature of the proposed project, and are listed in the attached
checklist. HAWP applications and all required attachments will be reviewed by
authorized staff prior to acceptance of the application. Applications must be
complete before they will be accepted by DEP staff. Once accepted, the
application will be forwarded within three business days to the Historic
Preservation Commission office. The Historic Preservation Commission staff
will review the application. If, in its judgment, additional information_ is
necessary to reasonably document the proposed work in relationship to the
historic district, existing historic resource(s) and/or environmental setting.
staff will contact the applicant and request the information. The HPC will
typically schedule a hearing on the application at the reqular Commission
meeting falling between 24 and 37 days after the date of the acceptance of the
application. The applicant will be notified by mail of the meeting time and
place, and will be expected to attend the meeting. The applicant may contact
the HPC in order to confirm the time and place.

Some historic districts have Local Advisory Panels (LAP’s), groups of
volunteer citizens which assist the HPC in reviewing HAWPs. If the project is
in a historic district the HPC will forward a copy of the application to the
LAP. The LAP will review the application and forward its comments to the HPC
for inclusion in the record. Further information on the Local Advisory Panel
and the role it plays in the HAWP process is available from the HPC.

If the HPC approves the application, it is forwarded with approved plans and
conditions of approval, if any, to DEP for issuance of an Historic Area Work
Permit and Building Permit. A copy of the approved HAWP will also be
forwarded to the applicant. A copy of the HPC and DEP-stamped approved plans
and related information must be made readily available to DEP and HPC staff on
the project site during construction for reference. If the application is
denied, or if the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the
Commission, she/he may choose to submit a revised application, or may appeal
the decision to the County Board of Appeals. The Board of Appeals will hear
the original application and render its own decision.

The Historic Area Work Permit js neither a substitute for, nor a part of, the
Building Permit. For most projects, both a Historic Area Work Permit and a
Building Permit are required. These permits are entirely separate, with
different application procedures and requirements. Applicants are encouraged
to obtain the Historic Area Work Permit prior to filing for a Building Permit.



SUPPLEMENTAL APPLICATION FOR HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT
REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS

L fHRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. ' Description of existing étructure(s) and environmental setting,
including their historical features and significance:

b.  General description of project and its impact on the historic
resource(s), the environmental setting, and, where applicable, the
~historic district:




2. Statement of Project Intent:

Short, written statement that descrjbes:

a. the proposed design of the new work, in terms of scale, massing,
materials, details, and landscaping: o -

b. the relationship of this design to the éxisting resource(s):

c. the way in which the proposed work conforms to the specific

requirements of the Ordinance (Chapter 24A):

Project Plan:

Site and envifonmenta] setting, drawn to scale (staff will advise on
area required). Plan to include:

d.

b.

the scale, north arrow, and date;
dimensions and heights of all existing and proposed structures;

brief description and age of all structures (e.g., 2 story, frame
house ¢.1900);

grading at no less than 5’ contours (contour maps can be obtained
from the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission,
8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring; telephone 495-4610); and

site features such as walks, drives, fences, ponds, streams, trash
dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

Tree Survey: If applicable, tree survey indicating location, caliper

and species of all trees within project area which are 6" in caliper or
larger (including those to be removed).

-2-



w?

Design_Features: Schematic construction plans drawn to scale at 1/8"
=1'-0", or 1/4" = 1'-0", indicating location, size and general type of
walls, window and door openings, roof profiles, and other fixed features
of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.

Facades: Elevation drawings, drawn to scale at 1/8" = 170", or 1/4" =
1’0", clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing
construction and, when appropriate, context. All materials and fixtures
proposed for exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An
existing and a proposed elevation draw1nq of each facade affected by the
proposed work is required.

Materials Specifications: General description of materials and
manufactured items proposed for incorporation in the work of the project.

Photos of Resources: Clearly Tlabeled color photographic prints of
each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected
portions. A1l Tlabels should be placed on the front of photographs.

Photos of Context: Clearly labeled color photographic prints of the
resource as viewed from the public right-of-way and from adjoining
properties, and of the adjoining and facing properties.

Color renderings and models are encouraged, but not generally required.

Applicant shall submit 2 copies of all materials in a format no larger

than 8 1/2" x 14"; black and white photocopies of color photos are acceptable
with the submission of one original photo.

10.

Addresses of Adjacent 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 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. If you need assistance
obtaining this information, call the Department of Assessments and
Taxation, at 279-1355.

Name

Address

City/Zip

Name

Address

City/Zip
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Name
Address
City/Zip

" Name

Address
City/Zip

Name

Address
City/Zip
Name
Address
City/Zip

Name
Address
City/Zip

Name
Address
City/Zip




HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMITS
CHECKLIST OF APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS
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E ¢ ¢ ¢ 9 ¢ ¥ z =«
E< a a. - [T b a a,
NEW CONSTRUCTION * * * * * * * * | *
ADDITIONS * | k| k| k| k| * * | %
PARTIAL/TOTAL DEMO. * | k| * * | %
DECKS/PORCHES d | k| ok * | k| k| k| *
FENCES/WALLS * | k| oKk * | % | *
DRIVES/PARKING AREAS * | k| k| K * | * | %
MAJOR LANDSCAP./GRADING | X | ¥ | * | * * | k| *
TREE REMOVAL k| k| k| Kk t A N
SIDING/ROOFING CHANGES *_ * | * * | k| k| *
WINDOW /DOOR CHANGES * | k) % k| k| k| Kk
MASONRY REPAIR/REPOINT | ¥ | * | ¥ * | k| k| K*
SIGNS * * * * * * | %

Please see attached instructions for further details
regarding these application requirements.

NQTE: Historic Area Work Permits are not required for
ordinary maintenance projects, such as painting, gutter
repair, roof repair with duplicate materials, and window
repairs.



Historic Preservation Commission

. 51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001, Rockville, Maryland 20850

217-3625
TAX ACCOUNT # . . . S
NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER TELEPHONE NO.
{Contract/Purchaser) N : - : (Include Area Code)
ADDRESS :
CITY . STATE . . » r4ta
CONTRACTOR TELEPHONE NO.
: , . CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER
PLANS PREPARED BY TELEPHONE NO.

o _ . ) (Include Area Code)
REGISTRATION NUMBER

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number - : ___ Street

Town/City " Election District

Nearest Cross Street

N . s V. AR . i 3 3
Lot . Block ._ - - Suhdivision: -
Liber Folio o Parcel e : : PR S RS e
1A. TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION: (circle one) Circle One: A/C Slah Room Addition
Construct Extend/Add_ Alter/Renovate Repair | | Porch De,ck_' Fireplace ~ Shed Sn[an" ‘Woodburning Stove
Wreck/Raze Move Install  Revocable Revision Fence/Wall {complete Section 4) Other " ‘

1B. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ .
1C. IFTHIS IS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT #
1D. INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY
1E. IS THIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE?

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY
01 { ) wssc 02 () Septic . 01 () WwSSC 02 { ) Well
03 () Other . 03 () Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

4A, HEIGHT feet inches

48, Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:
1. On party line/Property line
2. Entirely on land of owner
3. 0On public right of way/easement {Revocable Letter Required).

| 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 authorized agent {agent must have signature notarized on back) Date

T R I Iy xR R R R T R R TS AR R E RS R R E R R R R E R R AR EE R EE R R RS EAAE R R IR

APPROVED For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission

DISAPPROVED Signature Date
APPLICATION/PERMIT NO: FILING FEE: $

DATE FILED: PERMIT FEE: $

DATE ISSUED: BALANCE $

OWNERSHIP CDDE: RECEIPT NO: __ FEEWAIVED:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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ATTACH TO THIS APPLICATION (2) COPIES OF SUCH SITE PLANS (Iot dmensnons, bunldmg Iocanon with dlmensmns
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217-3625

H_istoric Preservation Commission

. 51 Monroe §treet,_Suite 1001, Rockvillle,vMaryland 20§5.0

APPLICATIONFOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

TAX ACCOUNT #
NAME DF PROPERTY DWNER

TELEPHDNE ND.

(Contract/Purchaser) - (Include Area Code)

ADDRESS
CITY STATE ZIP
CONTRACTDR TELEPHDNE ND.
: CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER ,
PLANS PREPARED BY TELEPHDNE ND.
) ) ) ) (Include Area Code)
REGISTRATION NUMBER

LODCATION DF BUILDING/PREMISE
House Number Street
Town/City Election District
Nearest Cross Street
Lot _Block . Subdivisian, _-I i
Liber. Folio Parcel "
1A. TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION: (circle one) Circle Dne: A/C Slab Room Addition

Construct Extend/Add Alter/Renovate Repair . Porch  Deck  Fireplace  Shed Solar  Woodburning Stove

Wreck/Raze Move Install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (complete Section 4 Dther

1B. CONSTRUCTIDN COSTS ESTIMATE $

4

4

1C. IFTHISIS A REVISIDN BF A PREVIDUSLY APPRDVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT #

10. INDICATE NAME DF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY

1E. ISTHIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE?

PART TWD: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTIDN AND EXTEND/ADDITIDNS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPDSAL 2B. TYPE DF WATER SUPPLY
01 () WSSC 02 () Septic 01 ()} WSSC () Well
03 () Other 03 () Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

4A. HEIGHT feet inches

4B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be canstructed on one of the following lacations:

1. Dn party line/Property line

2. Entirely on land of owner

3. On public right of way/easement

{Revocable Letter Required).

| 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 candition for the issuance of this permit.

Signature of owner or autharized agent (agent must have signature notarized on back)

Date

P R R R R R R R R R R N RS R R R R RS R R E R R R R R R E R R EE R R R R ERE R R R LR R

APPRDVED For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission
DISAPPROVED Signature Date
APPLICATIDN/PERMIT ND: FILING FEE: $

DATE FILED: PERMIT FEE: $

DATE ISSUED: BALANCE $
DWNERSHIP CODE: RECEIPT ND:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

_ FEEWAIVED:_
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Historic Preservation Commission

. 51 Monroe §treet,,Suite 1001, Rockville, Maryland _20!250

217-3625
TAX ACCOUNT # — e e
NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER TELEPHONE NO.
(Contract/Purchaser) - S = . : {(Include Area Code):
ADDRESS .
cITY ) ) ] STATE _ o zZIP
CONTRACTOR : TELEPHONE NO.
. , CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER ___
PLANS PREPARED BY TELEPHONE NO.

{Include Area Code)

REGISTRATION NUMBER

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number ' Street

Town/City - " " Election District

Nearest Cross Street

Lot .. Block . ' : : ,S\ubdivision;'

Liber. Folio _______ Parcel

1A.  TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION: {circle one) Circle One: A/C Slab Room Addition
Construct Extend/Add A_Iter/Renovate Repair i Porch  Deck Fireplace Shed Solar  Woodburning Stove
Wreck/Raze Move install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) Dther " i

5

1B. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE § —
1C. IF THIS ISA REVISION DF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT #

10. INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY
1E. ISTHIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE?

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY
01 () wssC 02 { ) Septic 01 () WwssC 02 () Well
03 () Other 03 () Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

4A. HEIGHT feet inches

4B. indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

1. On party line/Property line
2. Entirely on land of owner
3. On public right of way/easement (Revocable Letter Required).

| 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 authorized agent (agent must have signature notarized on back) Date

P L E E S E S T S T R E R R R RS RS R TR R R R R R E R E R R R RS R R R EEE LR R R R RERSEREESEEERE.]

APPROVED For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission

DISAPPROVED Signature Date

APPLICATIDN/PERMIT NO: FILING FEE: $

DATE FILED: PERMIT FEE:$

DATE ISSUED: BALANCES

OWNERSHIP CODE: RECE!IPT NO: _ FEEWAIVED:_

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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/'Iontgomcry Counly Government

MEMORANDUM

T0: : , Chairman
Local Advisory Panel

FROM: Laura McGrath, Planning Specialist
Department of Housing and Community Development
Division of Community Planning and Development
SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application.

DATE: _ , 1991

The attached application by ' for an
Historic Area Work Permit at is
being forwarded for review and comment by the Local Advisory Panel. If the
Panel would like written comments to be included in the Historic Preservation
Commission’s pre-meeting packet, they should be received at our office by no
later than _ , at 5:00 p.m. Otherwise, verbal and/or
written comments may be presented at the Commission meeting scheduled :
for , 1991,

2544E

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-3625

=Ty



Attachment IT
Advertising Deadlines

. SUBMISSION DEADLINES FOR 1991 MEETINGS

- Meeting Date

January 23, 1991
February 13, 1991
February 27, 1991
March 13, 1991
March 27, 1991
April 10, 1991
April 24, 1991
May 8, 1991

May 22, 1991
June 12, 1991
June 26, 1991
July 10, 199]
July 24, 1991
August 14, 1991
September 11, 1991
September 25, 1991
October 9, 1991
October 23, 1991
November 13, 1991
November 20, 1991
December 11, 1991
December 18, 1991

Deadline at DEP

January 4
January 25
February 8
February 22
March 8
March 22
April 5
April 19
May 3

May 24
June 7
June 21
July 5

~July 26

August 23
September 6
September 20
October 4
October 25
November 1
November 22

November 29

Advertising Date

January 9
January 30
February 13

~ February 27

March 13
March 27
April 10
April 24

~ May 8

May 29
June 12
June 26
July 10
July 31

- August 28

September 11
September 25
October 9
October 30
November 6
November 27

December 4



Attachment III
Transmittal Memo to DEP
(HAWP approval/denial)

MEMORANDUM

T0: Robert Seely, Chief
Division of Construction Codes Enforcement
Department of Environmental Protection

FROM: Laura E. McGrath, Planning Specialist
Division of Community Planning and Development
Department of Housing and Community Development
SUBJECT:  Historic Area Work Permit Application |

DATE:

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission, at their meeting
of . reviewed the attached application by
for an Historic Area Work Permit. The

app]ication was:

_Approved ' Denied
Approved with Conditions:

The Building Permit for this project should be issued conditional upon
adherence to the approved Historic Area Work Permit.

Attachments:
1.

2020E

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Streer. Ruckvitle, Marviand 2886.2419, 301 2173628
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MEMORANDUM

T0: Historic Area Work Permit Applicants

FROM: Laura E. McGrath, Planning Specialist
- Department-of Housing and Community Development
Division of Community Planning and Development

DATE:
SUBJECT:  Approval of Work Permit/Release of Other Required Permits

Enclosed please find a copy of your Historic Area Work Permit
application, which was approved by the Historic Preservation Commission at
their recent meeting. _

You may now apply for a building permit from the Department of
Environmental Protection, Tlocated at 250 Hungerford Drive, Second Floor,
Rockville, Maryland 20850. Please note that although your work has been
approved by the Historic Preservation Commission, it must also be approved by
the Department of Environmental Protection before work can begin.

: If you have any questions regarding the permit process, please
contact the Historic Preservation Commission at 217-3625, or the Department of
Environmental Protection at 738-3110. Thank you very much for your patience,
and good Tuck on your project!

JBC: av
1144E

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-3625




Memo to DEP: recommendation

’ Attachment IV
J on alteration to Atlas sites

MEMORANDUNM

T0: Robert Hubbard
Division of Construction Codes Enforcement
Department of Environmental Protection

FROM: Laura McGrath
Planning Specialist
Department of Housing and Community Development
Division of Community Planning and Development

DATE: , 19

SUBJECT: Building Permit App11cat1on
: Property Address

Applicant

As per our agreement regarding determinations of. substantial
alteration, I am forwarding the following recommendation on the attached
application.

The proposal would not constitute substantial alteration, and the
permit may be released without further review by this office.

The proposal would constitute substantial alteration, and should be
forwarded to the Planning Board for the scheduling of a public
hearing in order to determine whether the resource is to be included
in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation (see attached excerpt
from Chapter 24A-10 of the Montgomery -County Code).

: Should you have any questions, please don’t hésitate to contact me
“at 217-3625.

JBC:av
1365E

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-3625
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY PROPERTY TAX CREDIT
FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Information Sheet

In September, 1984, the Montgomery County Council passed Tegislation providing
for a tax credit against County real property taxes in order to encourage the
restoration and preservation of privately owned structures located in the
County and designated on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation
individually or within an historic district (Chapter 52, Art. VI).

Work eligible for the tax credit must meet the foT]owing criteria:

1. Be certified by the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) as
contributing to the restoration or preservation of sites listed on the
Master Plan for Historic Preservation in Montgomery County either
individually or as an historic resource located within an historic
district.

. 2. Be exterior work only.

3. Be undertaken with an approved Historic Area Work Permit, or

4. Be ordinary maintenance expenses which exceed $1,000 when such work is
certified by the Historic Preservation Commission as having historic,
architectural, or cultural value.

5. The work was done after September 21, 1979.

6. Work must be performed by a contractor licensed to do work in
Montgomery County.

The tax credit shall not be allowed for:
1. Any new construction including additions to existing buildings.

2. Interior work.

3. Work completed without the approval of the Historic Preservation
Commission.

4. The value of labor unless performed by a contractor licensed to do
business in the County.

The tax credit shall be 10% of the amount expended and certified by the
Historic Preservation Commission as eligible.

The tax credit is allowed for the tax year immediately following the year in
which the work or any portion thereof is completed (except -for FY’86, the
first year 1in which the credit is available , at which time all previously
completed eligible work may qualify). Any unused portion of this tax creadit
may be carried forward for as many as five (5) subsequent tax years.



1f the property is removed from the Master Plan for Historic Preservation, ény
unused portion of the tax credit shall immediately lapse.

To apply for the credit:

1} Prior to April 1, preceding the tax year for which a credit is sought
to be applied, secure .an application form from the Historic
Preservation. Commission, 51 Monroe Street, Room 1001, Rockville, MD
20850 (217-3625). ; '

2) Complete the application form and return to the HPC Office with
documented receipts and photos by April 1.

The HPC will determine the eligibility of expenditures and send their findings
to the Department of Finance for processing. The Director of Finance may
require further documentation of the amounts expended as he deems necessary,
and may reject all or part of the claimed expenditures for lack of proper
documentation. The Director shall notify the applicant of approval or
disapproval.

Any taxpayer aggrieved by the decision of the Director of Finance shall have
the right to appeal to the Property Tax Assessment Appeal Board for the County.

A property not listed on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation at the time
the preservation/restoration work is undertaken may become eligible for the
preservation tax credit if subsequently designated, if the claim is filed
within five years of completion of the work provided that the work was
reviewed and approved by the HPC at the time it was undertaken.

Any person knowingly transmitting a false or fraudulent application or
statement, or withholding information in order to obtain a tax credit under
this section shall be subject to punishment as a Class A violation under
Section 1-19 of the Montgomery County Code.

BH:ds
0107E
revised 3/90
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II.

To:

From:

Site # and Name:
Address:

Property Tax Account Number:

APPLICATION FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION TAX CREDIT:

Montgomery County Historic Preservétion Commission
Suite 1001,51 Monroe Street
Rockville, MD 20850 (301) 217-3625

Owner’s Name

Owner’s Mailing Address

Telephone Number(s)

In accordance with Chapter 52, Artic]e VI, of the Montgomery
County Code, I request a cred1t on my County property taxes for
the following work:

Restoration and preservation work, according to H.P.C.
guidelines, for an individually designated historic site or
historic resource within an historic district which was
subject of an approved Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP).

Ordinary maintenance on an historic site or historic
resource within an historic district where the amount
expended exceeds $1,000 and was found by the H.P.C. to have
historic, arch1tectura], or cultural value.

The property is listed on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation
as:

Historic Area Work Permit Number or Tax Credit Eligibility Number

Building Permit Number (if applicable):




ITI. Summary of Work Performed. Contractor’s Licenses and Tax
Identification Numbers must be attached to receipts for contractor’s
billings.

1.

2.

3.

4.

IV. I have filled out a Receipts Transmittal Form and have
attached to it all receipts for the work for which I am
claiming a credit.

V. I have attached before and after photos showing completed
work.

I hereby declare and affirm under penalties of perjury that the
facts and matters contained in this application and transmittal of
attachments are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief.

Owner, Applicant _ Date

300L
revised 3/90 \



MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Historic Preservation Tax Credit

Receipts Transmittal Form

COPIES OF ALL BILLS, VOUCHERS AND RECEIPTS IN SUPPORT OF THE ABOVE CLAIM(S) MUST BE ATTACHED TO THIS TRANSMITTAL, OR
YOUR APPLICATION WILL BE CONSIDERED INCOMPLETE AND WILL NOT BE PROCESSED.

Receipt # Name of Contractor/Supplier Materials Used/Work Done “Amount

T

CONTINUE ON BACK SIDE IF NECESSARY.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the attachments hereto are receipts for actual expenditures made in connection with the
restoration and preservation of the structure referred to above. I affirm that the facts and matters contained in
this transmittal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

Owner/Applicant Date

1685E
3/90
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Federal FY 90 CLG contract

Secrelary, DHCD

EETEESIRIL

4 I ]
T R K

Division of Historical and Cultural Programs
Office of Management and Planning

October 3, 1990 -

Ms. Alison Vawter
Montgomery County Historic
Preservation Commission
51 Monroe Street, Suite 1009
Rockville, MD 20850

RE: FY'90 cCertified Local
Government Grant-in-Aid

Dear Ms. Vawter:

Please find enclosed a copy of the now fully negctiated
contract for Montgomery County. :

Now that this contract is in effect, you are free to bill us
for one-half of all allowable expenses incurred on kehalf of the
project commencing September 27, 1990. "When submitting for
reimbursement, we will need the following items in duplicate:

1. The enclosed Request for Payment form filled in as to .
amount and signed (original signature on both copies)
where it says "cCertified Just and Correct Payment Not
Received." Our Director/State Historic Preservation
Officer, J. Rodney Little, is Project Director and will
sign as approved at this end.

2. A summary sheet of expenditures. This should follow the
categories established for the approved grant budget
which is appended to your contract as Attachment C.

3. Copies of vyour paid invoices supporting the cost
breakdown summarized in Item 2 above. Vouchers signed
by the appropriate person to verify that goods or
services being claimed were received, and have been

/[

Department of Hdﬁsing /and Community Development
45 Calvert Street, Room 416, Annapolis, Maryland 21401 (301) 974-3642

¥
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‘Page 2

valued ‘according to a schedule previously approved for
this budget. 1In-kind services must also be documented
by a time sheet signed by the person's supervisor. :

4. Proof of payment for all bills incurred. This normally
means copies of <cancelled <checks, both sides.
Governmental units or Universities may substitute -
computer print-outs, if the grant is assigned to a
dedicated account. This must be accompanied by the
purchase orders, receiving reports requisitions, or
internal memoranda from which the posting to the account
was made.

Please note that no Request for Payment will be processed
unless it is accompanied by a project progress report, or it covers
a period for which previous progress reports have been submitted.

As specified in your contract, an organizational meeting is
now regquired. Please contact Michael Day, Administrator, Local
Government Preservation Programs, at 974-3642 to schedule this
neeting. We ask that you and a representative of your Finance
Office be present at this initial meetlng, to accomplish three
goals:

1. To discuss the project scope and agree upon a schedule
for submission of project materials;

2. To discuss billing procedures in detail and review your
procurement system; and '

3. To schedule two future project meetings: one to be held
mid-way through the contract period, on-site, and another
to be conducted six weeks before the completion of the
contract term.

Should you have questions concerning any of the above, please
feel free to call me at 974-3673. We are looking forward to
working with you on this very important project.

Sincerely,

ichelle L. Thomas
Grants Manager

RLT/mmc
enclosures
cc: Mr. Michael K. Day



This Contract is entered into this 1st day of September 1990 by and between Montgomery -
' County, Maryland (hereinafter referred to as the "Contractor") and the STATE OF
"MARYIAND acting by and through the Maryland Historical Trust (hereinafter referred to

as the "Maryland Historical Trust" or "Trust") of the DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND

COMMUNITY DEVEILOPMENT (hereinafter referred to as the "Department" or "DHCD") and

shall be effective on the date of its execution by an authorlzed representatlve of the

Department.
WIINESSETH THAT the parties mitually agree as follows:
ARTICIE 1 - EMPIOYMENT OF CONTRACIOR

The Department engages the Contractor, and the Contractor agrees, to perform the
services set forth in Article II below. :

ARTICIE IT - SCOPE OF SERVICES

The purpose of this contract and the matching grant described herein is to enable the
Department to contract for and receive the following services from the Contractor:

1. A 36 CFR 61 qualified architectural historian will conduct an intensive-level
architectural survey to locate, identify and record approximately thirty (30)
historic resources in Montgomery County. The surveyor will add sites to the
Maryland Inventory of Historic Sites based on evaluation standards and criteria

" set forth by the Maryland Historical Trust. These standards and criteria are
included in this Contract as Attachment B, "Survey Evaluation Criteria and Levels
of Survey Documentation." '

2. The project will be undertaken utlllzlng the Secretary of the Interior's
"Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation® (See Exhibit
B). Such standards and guidelines will be incorporated into the resezrch design,
field investigation, and preparation of the final report.

3. Sites will be surveyed according to their level of significance and specific
amounts of data will be keyed to each site's level of -significance and
J.mportance levels of survey documentation per level of significance are
outlined in "Survey Evaluation Criteria and lLevels of Survey Documentation,” made
part of this Contract as Attachment B.

4. Prepare documentary historical research material, utilizing primary and secondary
sources as available. This research work will form the basis for a statement of
historical significance as part of the survey documentation.

5. Take current photographs which will provide appropriate visual documentation for
each site visited by the field survey party. The Contractor will furnish the
Trust with copies of black and white photographs at least 5" by 7", with
negatives, and 35 mm color slides. Photographic prints will be made on fiber
base or resin-coated paper. Each photograph and color slide will be identified
with the following information: the name of the site, site number, direction of
the elevation. This information will be printed legibly in ink on the slide

1 | REV: 3/1990



10.

11.

12.

mounts and in soft pencil only on the backs of all photographic prints.
Negatives will also be placed in acid-free negative holders (to be provided to

" the. Contractor by the Maryland Historical Trust); these holders will be

identified with the site name, site mumber, name of photographer, and date taken.
This information will be typed in the area provided on the holders.

Prepare a Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties form for each site visited by
the field surveyor. The field surveyor will record all significant architectural

data for each site. The Contractor will provide the Trust with typed Inventory

forms for each site. Historical information and bibliographic references will.be
furnished to the Trust whenever possible and as said information becomes

‘available. Camplete Inventory forms will be submitted to the Trust according to

the schedule agreed upon at initial organizational meeting of Contractor and the
Trust. _ ” :

Survey forms will also include preservation plamning data, keyed to the Maryland
Camprehensive Historic Preservation Plan. The following information should be
placed between the "summary" and "history and support" portions of Section 8 of
each survey form: '

1) Historic Period Theme(s):

2) Geographic Organization:

3) Chronological/Developmental Period:
4) Resource Type(s):

Prepare a capsule sumary in narrative form for each site, to accompany the
survey form, for inclusion in the Historic Properties Inventory. Typed sheets
will include: Montgomery County Survey prefix, site mumber, approximate building
date, town or town vicinity in which structure is located, access (public or
private), and short description of structure. Capsule summary will be typed,
double-spaced, on plain bond paper. ,

The Contractor will develop a list of all resources which appear to meet the
criteria for inclusion in the Natiocnal Register of Historic Places.

Prepare 8 1/2" x 11" photocopies of pertinent USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle maps
locating the surveyed resource by circling it and affixing its site number. Each
map will include a typed label with the name of the pertinent quadrangle in which
it is located. As available, 8 1/2" x 11" photocopies of any historic maps,
appropriately labeled, will also be included.

Prepare a Variable Historic Sites Inventory Coding form for each site identified.
Forms and instructions will be provided by the Maryland Historical Trust.

Prepare and publish six issues of the Preservationist newsletter for free
distribution to the public.

Prepare and publish a brochure on Montgomery County's preservation programs.

2 REV: 3/1990



ARTTCIE III - REPORTS

Bi-Monthly Progress Report

' The Contractor shall submit to the Department a bi—nbrith_ly (every two months)

progress report which identifies work completed, work still in progress and work
newly initiated during the report period, and which assesses whether time

'schedules are being met, projected work units by time periods are being
- -accomplished, or other performance goals are being achleved This report should

compare, from  inception to date, actual accomplishments to established goals and

actual costs incurred to established budget by cost catedories. If necessary,

the Contractor should explain why goals are not being met or cost overruns or

high unit costs were incurred and what actions have been taken or are

contemplated to complete the project on schedule and within budget. The
Contractor should also identify any problems, delays or adverse conditions which
would materially affect planned performance as well as any favorable conditions

which would allow for the ccmpletlon of more work units than originally

projected.

The Department and the Contractor agree to schedule and hold regularly scheduled
staff meetings for the purpose of reviewing the progress and conduct of the
study. Other meetings may be requested by either party from time to time.

Should the Contractor at any time determine that the project will not meet its
established goals within the Contract term as set forth in Article V or the
budget of this Contract, then the Contractor shall immediately write a special
report to or call for a special meeting with the Project Monitor (as provided
under Article VI b. of this Contract) to determine what actions need to be taken.

Maryland Historical Trust Review and Approval of Draft of Final Report

The Contractor shall provide draft copies of all of the final products included
within the Final Report required in Section C of this Article to the Trust for
review and approval at least forty five (45) days prior to the expiration date of
this Contract.

Final Report

The Contractor shall furnish to the Trust the following documents which
collectively shall constitute the Final Report:

Typed copies of all Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties forms, including
all negatives, photographs and slides not previously submitted, shall be
presented to the Trust by or on the completion date of the contract.

Publication-ready copies of capsule summaries for each site identified in survey,
as described in Article IT, Section 8.

A typed index which will identify all sites surveyed under this contract. The

list will be typed on plain bond paper and will include: survey number, building
name, specific address or location, and town.
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4. Photocopies (8 1/2" x 11") of USGS 7.5 mimute quadrangle maps showing surveyed
sites, and pe.rtinent historic maps, to accampany each survey form. ‘

5. Ten (10) copies each ofsn( (6) issues of the Preservationist newsletter.

6. Thirty (30) copies of 'a brochure on Montganexy'Cotmty'spmervation programs.

M&N—msmmmmmr

The Contractor may receive up to a total maximum amount  of $20 900.00 in

consideration for the services rendered as more particularly described in Article II
and Article III. Payment received under this Contract may be used for eguipment,

" supplies, materials, and qualified personnel necessary to perform the required

services. All payments are conditioned upon the following:

a.

The Contractor shall perform all services, furnish all necessary personnel,
equipment, materials, and supplies at its own expense initially. On a bi-
monthly basis, the Contractor may receive compensation or reimbursement to
the extent of fifty percent (50%) of the eligible costs of performance
incurred by the Contractor, but in no event may compensation or
reimbursement be made by the Department which exceeds the maximum amount-
allowable under this Article.

A billing schedule will be set up so as to establish September 30 (the end
of the federal fiscal year) as one of the end dates of a bimonthly billing
period. The Trust may request the Contractor to accrue or estimate the
expenditures for this particular period prior to submission of its bill in
order to meet Federal reporting requirements. .

Costs eligible for reimbursement shall be determined in accordance with:

i) the approved budget for this project as set forth in Attachment C of
this Contract; and

ii) the regulations governing the National Park Service Historic
Preservation Grants-in-Aid Program as described more fully in
“Subgrantee Responsibilities for Grants Management and Financial
Reporting", which document is incorporated by reference into this
Contract and will be provided to Contractor at the initial meeting
referred to in Article VI c.

The Contractor shall submit copies of source documentation for all costs
incurred together with a "Regquest for Payment" form, provided by the
Department, to the Grants Manager of the Trust on a bi-monthly basis. The

 Contractor's Project Administrator shall sign the request for payment form

in the space next to the words, "Certified Just and Correct and Payment Not
Received." Each "Request for Payment" should also be accompanied by a
Minority Business Enterprises utilization report for the same period even
though no minority procurement may have been made, on the appropriate form
contained in the document referred to and incorporated by reference into
this Contract in accordance with subsection b(ii) of this Article.
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c. Prior to reimbursement of any costs, the Contractor shall forward to the
Trust evidence of compliance with Federal competitive procurement
requirements for - professmnal services and subgrants The Federal
competitive procurement requirements are contained in the document referred
to and incorporated.by reference into this Contract in accordance with
stibsection b(ii)' of this Artlcle. : .

d. All work must be completed and all costs must have been incurred by June 30,
1991. Any costs incurred after that date, regardless of their nature are
not eligible for reimbursement. The Contractor shall submit its final
billing to the Trust within 30 calendar days from the date of the expiration
‘of this Contract pursuant to Article V below. .

e. Final payment by the Depart:nent to the Contractor shall be disbursed
following:

i) the receipt and acceptance by the Department of the specified number of

"~ all final products prepared by the Contractor which are required by

Article IIT above (as may be modified in accordance with Article VI,
Section e, below):

ii) the receipt by the Department of a final billing from the Contractor.

f. The Department is not obligated to reimburse the Contractor for any costs
incurred by the Contractor either before the effective date of this Contract
as set forth in Article V below, or after the total costs for which the
Contractor has been reimbursed amount to $20,900.00.

ARTICIE V - TERM OF CONTRACT

This Contract shall take effect upon the date of its execution by an authorized
representative of the Department and shall expire on June 30, 1991, however, subject
_to the provisions of Article IV above, the Contractor may receive reimbursement for
costs incurred through June 30, 1991 and billed no later than July 31, 1991.

The Contract's expiration date may be extended up to thirty (30) days, at the
discretion of the Department. The Department will notify the Contractor of any such
action in writing.

ARTICIE VI - DIRECTION AND DISPUTES

a. The Contractor shall directly supervise the performance of the contract
services. The Contractor shall ensure that a representative of the Trust is
on the selection committee for the review of personnel to be employed on
this project. The representative of the Trust shall have the option to
participate in all interviews.

b. The Department will assign Mark R. Edwards, Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer, or his designee as its Project Monitor and the
Contractor shall name a Project Administrator. The Project Monitor and the
Project Administrator will be the chief contacts for the parties with
respect to all matters pertaining to this Contract.
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The Trust will notify pramptly the Contractor of the effective date of this
Contract and, at that time, will set up a meeting between the Project
Monitor, the Contractor and cther appropriate partles At the meeting, - the
Trust will provide general assistance and guidance in setting up the project
and clarification of Contract requirements, so that all products, schedules,
services and bills will be mutually ant1c1pated and understood as to content
ard result. - .

The Oontractoi‘ must obtain the prior approval of the Department.'s Progect
Monitor to contimue with contract work. during any continuocus period of. 1
(one) month without the active direction of the named Project Administrator,

or any persons named and expressly identified as key project personnel.

A dispute arising between the parties as to any matter of form or substance
related to this Contract (such as payments to the Contractor, time,
schedule, or interpretation of contractual provisions) shall be referred to
the Project Monitor and Project Administrator for resclution. If the
Project Monitor and Project Administrator cannot agree on a resolution, the
Project Administrator may file a written appeal of the dispute to J. Rodney
Little, the State Historic Preservation Officer, within 30 days following
the date of the Project Monitor's decision. The decision of the State
Historic Preservation Officer shall be final and binding on the parties.

The Department will make available to the Contractor upon reguest, all
pertinent information it has on- file. The Department will also assist the
Contractor by making its staff available for consultation and technical

advice.

ARTICIE VIT - PUBLICATION REQUIREMENTS

Acknowledgement of Support. Subject to the provisions of this section and other

pertinent provisions of the Contract, it is understood and agreed that the
Contractor has the right to publish and distribute information regarding and
developed from the project. An acknowledgement of support must be made in
comnection with the publication of any material based on, or developed under, any
activity supported by Historic Preservation grant funds from the National Park
Service made available by the Trust. This acknowledgement shall read as follows:

"This publication has been financed in part with Federal funds from the
National Park Service, Department of the Interior, made available
through the Maryland Historical Trust, an entity within the Department
of Housing and Community Development, State of Maryland. However, the
contents and opinions do not necessarily reflect the views or policies
of these agencies."

Should trade names or commercial products be cited by text or photograph, the
following disclaimer must be added to the Acknowledgement of Support:
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"mor does the mention of trade names or commercial products constitute
endorsement or recommendation by these agencies."

B. Non-Discrimination’ Statement. All publications bfdduced under this contract mu'st'
include. a statement ‘of the non—dlscrmmatlon pollcy of the National Park
Service. This statement shall read as follows: oo

"This program receives Federal funds from the National Park

Service. Regulations of the U.S. Department of the Interior

strictly prohibit unlawful discrimination 'in departmental

Federally Assisted Programs on the basis of race, color, national -
origin, age or handicap. Any person who believes he or she has

been discriminated against in any program, activity, or facility

operation by a recipient of Federal assistance should write to:

Director, Equal Opportunity Program, U.S. Department of the

Interior, National Park Service, P.O. 37127, Washington, D.C.

20013-7127." '

ARTICIE VIII - IOBBYING

The Contractor warrants that no part of the funds made available by this Contract
shall be used to influence a Member of Congress or legislation pending before Congress
pursuant to the provisions of .18 USC 1913, which states: "No part of the money
appropriated by any enactment of Congress shall, in the absence of express
authorization by Congress, be used directly or indirectly to pay for any personal
service, advertisement, telegram, telephone, letter, printed or written matter, or
other device, intended or designed to influence in any manner a Member of Congress, to
favor or oppose,by vote or otherwise, any legislation or appropriation by Congress,
whether before or after the introduction of any bill or resolution proposing such
legislation or appropriation; but this shall not prevent officers or employees of the
United States or its departments or agencies from communicating to Members of Congress
on the request of any Member or to Congress, through the proper official channels,
requests for legislation or appropriations which they deem necessary for the efficient
conduct of the public business."

ARTICIE IX - BACKGROUND MATERTAL

If reguired by the Department, the Contractor shall deliver to the Department
background material prepared or obtained by the Contractor incident to the performance
of this Contract. Background material includes, but is not limited to, original work
papers, notes, and drafts prepared by the Contractor, and items such as completed
questionnaires, material in electronic data processing form, computer programs, maps,
drawings, and other printed materials acquired by the Contractor during the term of
this Contract and directly related to the services being rendered.

ARTICLE X — SUBCONTRACTING

The Contractor may not enter into a subcontract for any of the Contract services
without prior written approval of the Department. Any subcontract approved by the
Department shall contain such conditions and provisions as the Department deems
necessary, in its discretion, to protect the interest of the Department. Prior
written approval shall not be required for the purchase by the Contractor of articles,
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supplies, equipment, and services which are both necessary for and merely incidental
to the performance of the work required under this Contract. No provision of this
Article and no approval by the Department of any subcontract shall have the effect of
binding the Department for any amount above the total maximum amount of this Contract
as provided in Article IV, and the Department shall not be responsmle for fulflllment
of the Contractor's cbligations to the subcontractors.

This Article doeﬁ not prohibit the Oontractor fram employing on a per diem or
permanent basis, qualified personnel to assist in the performance of this Contract,
‘nor does it prohibit contracts between the Contractor and other parties for the
preparation, production, and printing of publications, maps, and other documents.

MQEH—MRLWOMKMIY

The Contractor agrees that the following provision shall be included in all
subcontracts and shall be posted by the Contractor and all subcontractors in
conspicuous places available to employees and applicants for employment:

"There shall be no discrimination against any employee who is employed in the work
covered by this Contract, or against any applicant for such employment because of
race, color, religion, creed, age, marital status, sex, national origin, ancestry, or
physical or mental handicap unrelated in nature and extent so as reasonably to
preclude the performance of such employment. This provision forbids all unlawful
discrimination, including discrimination in employment, upgrading, demotion, or
transfer; recruitment or recruitment advertising; layoff or termination; rates of pay
or other forms of compensation; and selection for training, including apprenticeship."

ARTICIE XTT - AMENIMENTS

This Contract constitutes the entire agreement between the parties, and supersedes all
communications between the parties, whether written or oral, prior to its execution.
No amendment of this Contract shall be binding upon the parties. or either of them
unless it is in writing, is approved by the PI'O]eCt Monitor and Project Administrator
and is duly. executed by each party.

ARTICIE XTTT - MARYTAND IAW TO CONTROL

This Contract shall be construed, interpreted, and enforced according to the laws of
the State of Maryland.

ARTICIE XTIV - STANDARDS OF WORK; REPAYMENT

The Services rendered pursuant to this Contract shall conform to high professional
standards, the terms and conditions of this Contract amd the Secretary of the
Interior's "Standards and Guidelines for Identification" contained in Exhibit B.
Final products which do not conform to the above will be deemed unacceptable and no
further requests for reimbursement for costs associated with the product will be
honored by the Department. Additionally, the Department has the right to demand
immediate réepayment of all or any portion of sums it has previously disbursed for
products that have been deemed unacceptable by the Department.
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ARTICIE XV - ASSIGNMENT OF CIAIMS

The Contractor may not make an assigmment of claims arising under this Contract
without obtammg the prior written consent of the Department In the event such an
vasagmnent is authorized, the Contractor, not the assignee, shall- prepare and submit
invoices. Where such an assigrment has been made, the original invoice is to be
mailed dlrectly to the assignee. : ,

ARI‘ICI.EXVI AUDIT

_Contractors ‘that are local govermments shall adopt the audlt policies ‘of OMB Circular
A-128 and shall submit certified copies of their anmual or biennial audit reports
which cover the period of Contract expenditures.

Contractors that are educational institutions or non-profit organizations shall adopt
the audit policies of OMB Circular A-110 and shall submit certified copies of their
annual or biennial audit reports which cover the period of Contract expenditures.

The appropriate OMB Circular for this Contract is appended as Attachment P.

Contractors who are individuals or commercial entities, or contractors who have not
and do not anticipate receiving federal funds from any other granting authority and
whose total federal fund receipts do not exceed $25,000 per annum are exempt from the
requirements of the above cited Circulars. These contractors should submit copies of
their regularly scheduled financial audits, or arrange to have their Contract audited
separately addressing whether expenditures were accurately reported, conformed to
limitations of the award, were net of credit and were subject to competitive purchase
procedures.

Contractors who fail to submit required audit report:s shall be subject to State audit
for Wthh a fee may be levied.

All questions regarding the acceptability or implementation of required audits or
requests for technical assistance pertaining to specific provisions of ‘the audit
should be addressed to the Grants Manager of the Trust.

Disallcwed Costs If, following any audit of funds referred to in this Article the
Trust or the federal govermment disallows a claim for costs made by the Contractor for
which claim the Contractor has received payment under this Contract, then the
Contractor shall reimburse the Trust for the amount of the disallowed cla;un

ARTTICIE XVIT — MISCELIANROUS
The Contractor shall pay all taxes reguired by law.

The Contractor shall maintain records and documents relating to the performance of the
Contract and keep all such records and documents for three years after final payment
by the Department under this Contract, and shall make such records available for
inspection and audit by authorized state and federal representatives-at all reasonable
times.
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In addition to the terms detailed in this subgrant agreement, all federal requlrements
governing grants (Office of Management and Budget Circulars A—87 or A-122, A-102, or
A-110, and A-128) are applicable. .

BOTH PARTIES warrant and represent that they have full right, power, and authority to '
execute this Contract. -

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Contract consisting of 10 typed
pages with its Attachments A, B,.C, P, and Exhibits A, B, C, D and E as of the day and
year first above written. " .

Montgomery County Government
Typed Name of Contractor

!_. P ,‘, = = v"?!, /,! - --—?_-—'-i-'j—--—~.....,.;_,,. , »)_/ L. ' — _ ) v
BY: _tiludlew, & [t 772372 WITNESS: Wad)%m/ 7 4?3/ 4%
_ siGNAmugé . /" DATE

- SIGNATURE " DATE
Alistair W. McArthur Kathy Barbor
TYPED NAME ’ TYPED NAME AND TITLE

Assistant Chief Administrative Qfficer
TITLE

DEP; NT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, MARYIAND HISTORICAL TRUST
Bv: LneladB i, Lake  SEP 27 1990 wrmess: iiicie  Cweies el
SIGNATURE DATE SIGNATURE C DATE

Ardath M. Cade G e
Sandary VG
TYPED NAME TYPED NAME

Deputy Secretary
TITLE

ACKNOWLEDGED BY MARYIAND
Approved for form and legal sufficiency HISTORICAL TRUST

to matters of Maryland law. o %%_ v 5 2‘470
Ot W e Sty T /

As#tant Attorney General

J. Rodney Little
TYPED NAME

Director/State Historic
Preservation Officer
TITLE
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T - L ATTACIDIEN]
, , U.>, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
’ ASSURANCE OF COMPLIANCE
(TITLE VI, CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964)
(SECTION 504, REHABILITATION ACT OF 1973)

Montgomery County, Maryland - : ' ‘(hereinafter called "Applicant-
(Name of Applicant-Recipient) '
Recipient").

HEREBY AGREES THAT 1T will comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P,L, 88-
352) and-all requirements imposed by or pursuant to.fhe_Department of the Interior Regu-
lation (43 CFR 17 Subpart A) issued pursuant to that title, to the end that, in accordance
with Title VI of that Act and the Regulation, no person in the United States shall, on

the ground of race, color, or national origin be excluded from participation in, be denied
the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program or activity
for which the Applicant-Recipient receives financial assistance from the Maryland Historical

Trust, and Hereby Gives Assurance That It will
immediately take any measures to effectuate this agreement.

THE APPLICANT-RECIPIENT FURTHER AGREES THAT IT will comply with Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (P,L, 93<112) and all requirements imposed by or pursuant to

the Department of the Interior Regulation (43 CFR 17 Subpart B) issued pursuant to that

Act, to the end that "no otherwise qualified handicapped individual in the United States.,..
shall, solely by reason of his handicap, be excluded from the participation in, be denied
_the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity for which
the Applicant-Recipient received financial assistance from _the Maryland Historical Trust,

and Hereby Gives Assurance That It Will
immediately take any measures to effectuate this agreement.

1f any real property or structure thereon is provided or improved with the aid of Federail
financial assistance extended to the Applicant~Recipient by the Maryland Historical Trust,

, this assurance obligates the Applicant-
Recipient, or in the case of any transfer of such property, any transferee for the period
during which the real property or structure is used for a purpose involving the provision
of similar services or benefits, If any personal property is so provided, this assurance
obligates the Applicant-Recipient for the period during which it retains ownership or
possession of the property. In all other cases, this assurance obligates the Applicant-
Recipient for the period during which the Federal financial assistance is extended to

it by the Maryland Historical Trust

THIS ASSURANCE is given in consideration of and for the purpose of obtaining any and all
Federal grants, loans, contracts, property discounts or other Federal financial assis-
tance extended after the date hereof to the Applicant-Recipient by the bureau or office,
including installment payments after such date on account of arrangements for Federal

financial assistance which were approved before such date, The Applicant-Recipient
recognizes and agrees that such Federal financial assistance will be extended in reliance

CORTINUED
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SSURANCE OF COMPLIANC
?TITLE vi, CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964) 73)
(SECTION 504, REHABILITATION ACT OF 19

Page 2

‘ in this d that the United States
‘ de in this assurance, an
. ntations and agreements mwa ' : ¢ United State

on the repre:ethe right to seek judicial enforccmgnt of this assuran:sé sooionoes. o
§hal% g?serzn the Applicant-Recipient, its successors, tranSf?rzgséo sign this assurance
ls o 125 or persons whose signature appear below :are authoriz :
the pers _ ) Sna :
on bZhalf of the Applicant-Recipient.

’ » UAPPLICANT-RECIPIENT
Dated -

‘7]/‘( 5/40

Alistair W. McArthur

Assistant Chief Administrative Officer
Montgomery County, Maryland

Authorized Official
Historic Preservation Commission
51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001
Rockville, Maryland 20850

APPLICANT;RECIPIENT‘S MAILING ADDRESS



- .o . Attachment B

SURVEY EVALUATION CRITERIA
LEVELS OF SURVEY DOCUMENTATION

1hi;-sn,vey includes-sites built before 193&;485 broadly defined in tﬁe National
Register of Historic Places criteria for determining historic sites.

—

1

-

Rational Register Criteria for Evaluation

The following criteria are designed 10 guide the States, = 50 years shal/ not be considered eligible o1 the Nationa!
Federal pgencies, and the Secretary of the Interior in Register. However, such properties wil/ qualify if they are
evaluating potential entries (other than areas of.the Na- integral pans of districis that do meetthe criteria orif they
tiona! Park System and Nationa! Historic Lendmarks) for fall within the {oliowing categories:
the National Register. , " A »religious property deriving primary significance
: from srchitectural or srtistic distinction or historical
The quality of significence in American history, srchitec- importance; or
ture, archeology, Bnd culture is present in districts, sites, B. @& building or structure removed from its original loca-
buildings, structures, and objecisthat possess integrity of tion but which is significant primarily for architectural
location, design, setting, materisls, workmenship, feeling, value, or which is the surviving structure mostimpor-
and 2ssociation, and: tantly associsted with a historic person or event; or
A that are associated with events that have made & sig- C. s binthplace or grave of & historicsl figure of outstand-
nificant contribution 1o the broad psnerns of our his- ing importance if there is no other appropriate siie o1
tory; or building directly associpted with his productive life; or
B. thatare associated withthelives of persons s.gmfucanl D. acemetery which derives its primery significance from
in pur past; or - graves of persons of transcendent imponence, from
C. that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, ape, from distinctive design features, or from associa-
-- period, or method of constructionorthat representthe tion with historic evenis; or
workof e master, orthat posses high sntisticvalues, or ~ "E. 8 reconstructed building when sccuratcly executed in
that represent a significant end distinguishable entity = - & suitable environment and presented in g dignified
whose components may lack individual distinction; or manner 2s partof 8 restoration master plan, andwhen
D. thsthave yielded or may be likely toyield, information- no other building or structure with the same associa-
imponant in prehisiory or history. tion has survived,; or
Ordinarily cemeteries, birthplaces, or graves of historicel __F.” » property primarily commemorative in iment if de-
f.guyes properties owned by religiousinstitutions or used- - - sign, ape, tradition, or symbolic value hzas invested it
for religious purposes, structures that have been moved - ~—with its own historical significance; or
from their original locations, reconstrucied historic build- G. & property achieving significance within the past 50
ings, properties primarily commemorative in nature, and years if it is of exceptional importance.

properties thet have achievedsignificance within the past

Four levels of documentation, in addition to criteria for rejecting unqualified sites,
have been selected: minimal, mid-level, godd, &nd National Register,- The level of
documentation for each site 'is detemined by eveluating its architectural and historical
significance and it§ architectural integrity. The level of .documentation for each type
of site will vary, T

- 1) According to_its acarcity or frequency in our study area, or

- 2) Due to its'prégen; isolation from its original context. — - -

'For example, in the caze of its scarcity, such &5 an industrial site, judgement as to its
significance and integrity will be less severe than with sites that occur frequently or
are isolated, such as 2 3 bay by 1 bay house and lone berns or outbuildings, respectively.

The Evaluation Criteria is described in the following chart and supplementary
definitions. :



Survev Levels of Documentation

and»Evaluation Criterie

Evaluation
. : Criteria _ .
Level of _ . Architectural Architectural Historicel
" |Documentation Significance Integrity Significance
National Register o
~ {and/or Outstanding Outstanding Outstanding
)Good : '
Mid—LéveI' Considerable Considerable Considerable
"Minimal Moderate Moderate Moderate .
Unqualified Minor Minor . Minor
(rejected)

DEFINITIONS OF TERMS

Evaluation Criteria

Architectural Significance will be defined as that quaiity which embodies the
distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or
that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or
that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may
lack individual distinction.

Historical Significance will be defined as that quality present in sites
associated with events that have made a8 significant contribution to the broad
patterns of our history; or that are associasted with the lives of persons signi-
ficant in our past; or that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information
important in history. .

Architectural Integrity is determined by the number of architectural changes = —
made to each site. The degree of overall change in & structure's appearance will-
be evaluated using the following list as a guide, (Other unusual -changes, not -
listed, may also be determining factors.) ' '

Detrimental Changes: . ' -

Several of these changes may significantly alter the structure's overall
appearance, depending on the quality of its original character,

a8) New or relocated chimney
b) Rebuilt foundation
¢) New porch

i1



d) Window changes-

1) Original windows changed at & later .but still historicel, date"
2) Modern windows in original frames - - ’
'3) Original windows intact but extra ones added

4) Change in shape or size of window openings
e) Lack of outbuildings

f) Siding

1) Aluminum (if original architraves and trim are retained) -
(see below for extreme cases)

2) Asphalt or asbestos siding (over o;iginal siding) ~ (these
~ changes are easily reversible)

g)' Recent change of location (historicel moves may be significant)
h) Interior changes (in plan or materials)

Critical Changes

Either of these changes may alter & building so completely that it would not
be of survey quality

a) Aluminium siding added; architraves eliminated

b) Additions engulfing or removing portions of original building

Value Descriptions

Outstanding - distinguished; of particular importance to Maryland's historic
end architectural past.

Considerable - not of immediate outstanding quality, but deserving of
recognition; contributes to the understanding of the history,
or architectural heritage represented in Maryland.

Moderate - average due to its commonaslity or because of its lack of historic
significance or architectural style. Exceptions in this category
include structures that were once prevalent but sre now scare,
These structures will be evalusted as more significant due to their
important role in the developwent of Maryland.

Minor - unimportant or inferior; having little architectural worth due to
the presence of numerous architectural slterations and absence of
historical importance.
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Analvsis of Evaluastion

Value Descriptions

Outstanding

Considerable

Moderate

Minor

Evaluatrion Architectural E Architectural Historical
Criteria Significance | Integrity : Significance

Procedure for each site: -

1., Select a value déscriﬁf&on for each evaluation criteria.

2. Draw & vertical line through the boxes to the top of the value
chosen .for each-criteria. - -

3, Count the total number”of-bdxes selected on the Char;; divide by
12 (total number of boxes), then multiply by 100 to get the percentage
rating for each site.

Area (shaded boxes).

12 (total boxes) x 100 - % score

0-25% Unqualified
25-50% Minimal _ S
50-75% Mid-level -
75-100% Good

90-100% NR (with possible exceptions)

iv



~Minimal

Fieldwork:

Final Form:

" Mid-Level

Fiéldwork:

Final Form:

Good

Fieldwork:

Survey Treatment

1 black and white photo per site (only contact print will
be used);

Map' Location;

Rame; and

Number.

MHT survey form, including only the survey number, name of

site location, and a short paragraph explaining reasons for
minimal designation; o

Capsule summary, including brief architectural descriptionm,
location and designation;

8% x 11" xerox of map, locating the site;

Black and vhite contact prints; and
MAGI encoding form, ’

Two good overall black and white photos of the structure

from different angles, and as many other photos of barns,
outbuilding, overall farm complex, and architectural detail

as necessary;

Two color slides each of two views, with only a few additional
slides as needed. (If many slides seem to be in order, then

the house is probably 'good" quality rather than just mid-level);
Fieldnotes should be limited to an overall basic plan, exterior
and/or interior descriptions, - Outbuildings should be noted.
(Site plans go with "good" quality sites.)

MHT survey form, containing & brief architectural
description &nd statement of significance;:
Capsule summary of survey form;

Black and white photographs, 1 or 2 views-

Color slides, 1 or 2 views;

8% x 11" xerox of map, locating site; and

MAGI encoding form. R

Black and white photos, same as mid-level;

Two color slides each of two views; one slide each of
architectural detail, overall complex, barns, significant
outbuildings; ‘



.

3. Fieldnotes should include a sketch floorplan, (a measured
~ plan for best sites), a sketch site plan, full comstruction
information, historical information-oral history, etc., and
other desirable but not mandatory information: molding
profiles, construction details, copies'df old photos, etc.

Final Form: 1. Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) survey form,

o 2., Capsule summary of survey form;
3. Sketch floor plan, measured plan for: selected structures;
4, Title search;
5. 8% x 11" xerox of map, locating site;
6. Black and white photographs, 1 or 2 view5°
7. Color slides, 1 or 2 views; and
8. MAGI encoding form,

National Register

Fieldwork: Same as "good," but with all itews complete.
Final Form: National Register sites will follow requirements specified on the

National Register form, which is 51milar to the MHT good level
site requirements,

vi



EXOAS i d AMOL L L hXadih s .
/-

-

" PRCTECT "ITLE: Montgcmery County Preservation Project

GRANT NUMBER: 24-90-50060A
ARFA AFFECTED BY PROJECT: Montgomery County, Maryland :

. ' : FEDERAL SHARE: $20,900.00
QOONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT: Gth 8th _
) NONFE[EIRALSHARE $20,907.00 :

- PROGRAM AREA: Iocal Governrnent Certlflcatlon/Pass—’I‘hrough ' o
'IUEL PROJECT COST: $41,807.00

1. SUBGRANTEE:
Name
: Address
Contact Person

‘Montgomery County -
51 Monroe Street, Suite’ 1001 Rockvnle Maryland 20850

Jared Cooper

5. BEGINNING/ENDING DATES:
Fram: September 1, 15990
To: June 30, 1991

6. AN ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION IS ATTACHED:
Yes: X No:

7. A FORM DI-1954 (Deba.rment/Suspens1m Oertlflc:atlon) is on file at SHFO.
Yes: No:

8. PROGRAM INCOME: _
No:__ X Yes: - (Attach details per NPS—49 Chapter 16)

9. CERTTFICATION:

Asﬂueﬁﬂlyauthonzairepresartaﬂve,loert:fyﬁxatthlsszbgfantwﬂlbe
administered, and work will be performed, in accordance with the National Register
Programs Guidelines (NPS—49) and the Secretary of the Interior's Standards ard
Guidelines for: ' :

: Identification, Evaluation
(insert name of those applicable to this project)

All doamentation required by NPS-49 will be maintained on file for audit and State
Program Review purposes.

All proposed costs for personal campensation charged to the Federal or nonfederal
share of this subgrant are within the meximm limit imposed by Chapter 13, Section B.
39.e. of NPS-49. These costs have been assessed by knowledgeable SHFO staff and fourd
tobemthmthenormalarxiaJstcmazyrangeofchaxg&sforsimjlarmrkinmelocal
lakor market, arxiappeartobea;propmtedxargesforﬂmeproducttobeaduevedmth
grantassmtance

7%/ B 7/7/@

or Authorized Designee Signature Date/ 7/
NPS USE ONLY f |
PPROVED
1EE GURITEY UL 15 160

215-597-2284



L]

PRAJECT TTTLE: Montgamery o ;‘:y Preservation Project
GRANT NUMBER: 24-50-50060A

' 2. NONFEDERAL MATCHING SHARE:

Donor: Montgomery County ~~ Donor:
Source: Appropriated Funds -- Source:
Kind: Cash : Kind:
Amount:- $18,450.00 ' . Amount:
Donor: Montgomery County "~ Donor:
Source: Appropriated Funds ~ Scurce:
Kind: Donated Sexrvices " Kind:
Amount: $2,457.00 Amount:
(Principal Coordinator 93 hrs. | .- -
€$17.50/hr; Administrative Aide ', ..<
81 hrs. @$10.25/hr.) et
3. BUDGET: .
Personnel: ) B
Principal Coordinator ~$1,627.00 " -
Administrative Aide » ~-830.00
Contractural Services:
Architectural Historian - 12,500.00
Writer/Editor (Newsletter) 9, 000.00 ST
-Consultant (Brochure) .. . ... 7707500 .. 0 o e
Printing (Brochure and Newsletter) 10,775.00 P -
il $41,807.00
Federal Share: $20,900.00 ..
Nenfederal Share: $20,907.00
4. PURPOSE OF PRQJECT:
What Intensive-level survey on an estimated thirty (30) historic sites in
Montgomery County. Prepare and publish six (6) ~issues of the

Preservationist newsletter. Prepare and publish a brochure on Montgomery
County's preservation programs. .

who 2 36 CFR 61 qualified architectural historian will produce the survey
documentation. A writer/editor will produce the newsletter and a consultant
will prepare the brochure.

Where "Montgomery County, Maryland

vhy The survey will be conducted to add sites to the Montgomery County Master
Plan and to the Maryland Historical Trust's Historic Sites Inventory. The
newsletter will inform the_ general public on preservation issues and local”
history. The brochure will inform the general public on Montgonery County's

preservation programs.

How The architectural historian will use standard SHPO inventory and National
Register nomination forms.  Methodology will conform to SHPO and NFS
standards. The brochure will be prepared in consultation with the SHFO.

R L



4a! LIST OF FINAL PRODUCTS Fiwel THIS PROJECT:

Intensive-level survey documentation for approximately thlrty (30) historic

resources in Montgomery County.

Six (6) issues (10 coples each) of the Preservationist newsletter

'IhJ.rt'y (30) copies of brochure on Montgomery County prese.rvatlon programs

nu. L8 1050



ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATIQN

Based upon a review  of the application, proposal narrative, and the .
supporting documentation contained in the application, it has been
determined that the proposed HPF project, Montgomery County Preservation
"Project FY 1990 @~ -, meets the criteria for categorical exclusion
- listed in NPS-49, Chapter 11, Section A.4.a(6,11); b(%): c(5, 6, 9):
~and f£(2) under 516 DM 6. . o s

ogd e

Granteg£/dr Applicant ' -/ 7 pate

Director/State Historic
Preservation Officer
Title

I concur:

| 0%749 M/ | LG/ 72
Kedional Director 7 /. 7/ Date

designee for grant approvals)
ational Park Service

e : UL 18 1850
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€ Jt OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20803 o U

April 12, 1985 ,‘. CIRCULAR No. A-128

.

- TO THE HEADS OF EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS AND ESTABLISHMENTS
SUBJECT: Audits of State and Local Governments.

1.  Purpose. This Circular is issued pursuant to the Single
Audit Act of 1984, P.L. 98-502. 1t establishes audit reguirements
for State and local governments that receive Federal aid, and
defines Federal responsibilities for implementing and monitoring
those reguirements. - '

2. Suvercession. The Circular supersedes Attachment P, "Audit
Reguirements,* of Circular A-102, "Uniform reguirements for grants
to State and local governments."

3. Backoround. The Single Audit Act builds upon earlier efforts
to improve audits of Federal aid programs. The Act reguires State
or local governments that receive $100,000 or more a year in
Feceral funds to have an audit made for that year. Section 7505
of the Act reguires the Director of the Office of Management and
Budget to prescribe policies, procedures and guidelines to
implement the Act. It specifies that the Director shall designate
“cognizant™ Federal agencies, determine criteria for making
a2ppropriate charges to Federal programs for the cost of audits,
and provide procedures to assure that small firms or firms owned
and controlled by disadvantaged individuals have the opportunity
to participate in contracts for single audits.

. Policv. The Single Audit Act reguires the following:

a. State or local governments that receive $100,000 cr more
a year in Fecderal financial assistance shall have an audit made in
accordance with this Circular,

b. State or local governments that receive between 525,000
and $100,000 a year shall have an audit mede in accordance with
this Circular, or in accordance with Federal laws and regulations
governing the programs they participate in.

c. State or local governments that receive less than
$25,000 a year shall be exempt from compliance with the Act and
other Federal audit requirements. These State and local
governments shall be governed by audit requirements prescribed by
State or local law or regulation.

MAR2 01



.d. Nothing in this paragraph exempts State or local
governments from maintaining records of Federal financial
-assistance or from providing access to such records to Federal
agencies, as. provided for in Federal law or in Circular A-102,
*Uniform requirements tor grants to State or local governments.

S. Definitions. For the purposes of this ercular the following
def:nltxons from the angle Audit Act apply:

a. ®*Cognizant agency -means the Federal agency assigned by
the Office of Management -and Budget to carry out the responsibil-
ities described in paragraph 11 of this Circular.

, b. "Federal financial assistance”™ means assistance provided
by a Federal agency in the form of grants, contracts, cooperative
agreements, loans, loan guarantees, property, interest subsidies,
insurance, or direct appropriations, but does not include direct
Federal cash assistance to individuals. It includes awards
received directly from Federal agencies, or indirectly throuch
other units of State and local governments.

c. "Federal agency" has the same meaning as the term
agency' in section 551(1) of Title 5, United States Code.

d. ‘Generally accepted accounting principles” has the
meaning specified in the generally accepted government auditing
standards. :

e. “Generally accepted government auditing standards”™ means
the Standards For Audit of Government Orcanizations, Procrams,
Activities, and Functions, developed by the Comptroller General,
cated February 27, 1Y8l.

f. "Independent auditor” means:

(1) & State or local government auditor who meets the
independence standards specified in generally accepted government
auditing standards: or

(2) & public accountant who meets such independence
standards.

c. *Internal controls® means the plan of organization and
methods and procedures adopted by management to ensure that:

(1) resource use is consistent with laws, regulations,
and policies: . _

(2) resources are safeguarded against waste, loss, &nd
misuse; and

(3) reliable data are obtained, maintained, and fairly
disclosed in reports.



h. *lndian trihe” means any Indian tribe, band, nations, cor
other organized group or community, including any Alaskan Native
village or regional or village corporations (as defined in, or
established under, the Alaskan Native Claims Settlement Act) that
is recognized by the United States as eligible for the special

. programs and services provided by the United States to Indians

because of their status-as Indians.

f. “Local government” means any unit of local government

“within a2 State, including 2 county, a borough, municipality, city,
- town, townshigp, parish, local public authority, special district,

school district, intrastate district, council of governments, and
any other instrumentality of local government.

Je "Ma jor Federal Assistance Program,” as defined by
P.L. 98~502, is described in the Attachment to this Circular.

K. *"Public accountants®™ means those individuals who meet
the qualification standards included in generally accepted
government auditing standards for personnel performing government
aucdits, :

l. "State" means any State of the United States, the
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Virgin
Islands, Guam, American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the Northern
Meriana Islands, and the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islandgs,
any instrumentality thereof, and any multi-State, regional, or
interstate entity that has governmental. functions and any Indian

tribe.

m. “Subrecipient™ means any person or government
department, agency, or establishment that receives Federal
financial assistance to carry out a program through a State cr
local government, but does not include an individual that is a
beneficiary of such a program. A subrecipient may.also be 2
direct recipient of Federal financial assistance.

6. Scope of audit. The Single Audit Act provides that:

2. The audit shall be made by an independent auditer in
accordance with generally accepted government auditing standargs
covering financial and compliance audits.

b. The audit shall cover the entire operations of a State
or local government or, at the option of that government, it may
cover departments, agencies or establishments that received,
expended, or otherwise acdministered Federal financial assistance
during the year. However, if a State or local government receives

'$25,000 or more in General Revenue Sharing Funds in a fiscal yezr.

it shall have an audit of its entire Operatzons. A series of
audits of individual departments, agencies, and establishments for
the same fiscal year may be considered 2 single audit.

i‘)’f\'ﬁ 2 0".; -2



c. Public hospitals ané public colleges and universities
-may be excluded from State and local audits and the reguirements
of this Circular. However, if such entities are excluded, audits
of these entities shall be made in accordance with statutory
reguirements and the provisions of Circular A-110, “Uniform
reqguirements for grants to un1vers;t1ﬂs, hospitals, and other
nonprofxt organ1zat1ons. '

d._ The aud;tor shall determzne whether

(1) the financial statements of the government,
department, agency or establishment present fairly its financial
positicn and the results of its financial operations in ac"ordanc°
with generally accepted accounting principles;

(2) the organization has ‘internal accounting anc¢ other
control systems to provide reasonable assurance that it is
managing Federal financial assistance programs in compliance with
appl1cable laws and regulations; and

(3) the organization has complied with laws anc¢ regula-
tions that may have material effect on its financial statements
and on each ma jor Federal 2ssistance ptogram.

7. Freguencv of audit. Audits shall be made annually unless the
State or local government has, by January 1, 1987, a constitu-
tional or statutory reguirement for less freguent audits. For
those governments, the cognizant agency shall permit biennial
~audits, covering both years, if the government so requests. It
shall also honor requests for biennial audits by governments thet
have an administrative policy calling for aucdits less frequent
than annual, but only for fiscal years beginning before January 1,

1987,

B. Internal control and compliance reviews. The Single Audit
Act requires that the incdependent aulitOor Cetermine anc report ©n
vhether the organization hzs internal control systems to provide
reasonable assurance that it is managing Federal assistance
programs in compliance with applicable laws and regulations.

2.  Internal control review. In order to provide this
Bssurance the auditor must make 2 study and evaluation of internal
control systems used in 2dministering Federal assistance programs.
The study and evaluation must be made whether or not the auditcr
intends to place reliance on such systems. As part of this
review, the auditor shell:

«

(1) Test whether these internal control systems are
functioning in accordance with prescribed procedures.

(2) Examine the recipient's system for monitoring
subrecipients and obtaining and acting on subrecipient aucit
reports.



, b Cbmoliance.review.t_The law also requires the auditor to
‘determine whether the organization has complied with laws and
regulations that may have a materxal effect on each maJor Feceral

assistance program.

_ (1) In order to. determ;ne which major programs are to
be tested for compliance, State and local governments shall

-{dentify in their accounts all Federal funds received and expended

and the programs under which they were received. This shall
. include funds received directly from Federal agenc1es and through
other State and local governments. :

: "{2) The review must include the selection and testing
of a representative number of charges from each major Federal
essistance program. The selection and testing of transactions
shall be based on the auditor's professional judgment considering
such factors as the amount of expenditures for the program and the
individual awards; the newness of the prcgram or changes in its
conditions; prior experience with the program, particularly as
revealed in audits and other evaluations (e.g.., 1nspec°ions,
program reviews); the extent to which the program is carried out
through subreczplents. the extent to which the program contracts
for goods or services; the level to which the program is already
subject to program reviews or other forms of independent
oversight; the adeguacy of the controls for ensuring compliance:
the expectation of adherence or lack of acdherence to the
applicable laws and regulations; and the potential impact of

adverse findings.

(e) In making the test of transactlons. the
auditor shall determine whether:

-- the amounts repcrtec as expenditures
were for allowable services, and

-- the records show that those who received
services or benefits were eligible to receive them.

(b) In addition to transaction testing, the
auditor shall determine whether:

-- matching requirements, levels nf effort
and earmarking limitations were met,

- &
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: -~ VFederal financial reports and claims for
advances and reimbursements contain information that is supported
by the books and records from which the basic financial statements
have been prepared, and

' -- amounts c1a1med or used for matching
were determined in accordance with OMB Circular A-87, "Cost
principles for State and local governments,"™ and Attachment F of
Circular A-102, "Uniform reqguirements for grants to State and
local governments.”

: (c) The principal compliance reguirements of the
largest Federal aid programs may be ascertained by referring to
the Compliance Suoolement for Single Audits of State and Local
Governments, issued by OMB and available from the Government
Printing Office. For those programs not covered in the Compliance
Supplement, the auditor may ascertain compliance requirements by
researching the statutes, regulations, and agreements governing
individual programs. :

{3) Transactions related to other Federal assistance
programs that are selected in connection with examinations of
financial statements and evaluations of internal controls shall be
tested for compliance with Federal laws and regulations that apply
to such transactions.

9. Subrecipients, State or local governments that receive
Federal financial assistance and provide $25,000 or more of it in
a fiscal year to a subrecipient shall: ’

a. determine whether State or local subrecipients hzve met
the audit reguirements of this Circular and whether subrecipients
covered by Circular A-110, “Uniform reqguirements for crants tcC
universities, hospitals, and other nonprofit organizaticns," have

met that reguirement;

b. determine whether the subrecipient spent Federal
assistance funds provided in accordance with applicable laws and
regulations. This may be accomplished by reviewing an aucit of
the subrecipient made in accordance with this Circular, Circular
A-110, or through other means (e.g., program reviews) if the
subrecipient has not yet had such an audit;

c. ensure that appropriate corrective action is taken
within six months after receipt of the aucit report in instznces
of noncompliance with Federal laws and regulations;

d. consider whether subrecipient audits necessitate
acdjustment of the recipient's own recorcs; and

€. reguire each subrecipient to permit independent zucditors
to have access to the records and financial statements as
necessary to comply with this Circular.



10. Relation to other audit recuirements. The Sirngle Audit Act
prov:des that an audit made in accordance with this Circular shall
be in lieu of any financial or financial compliance audit required
under individual Federal assistance programs. To the extent that
a single audit provides Federal agencies with information and
assurances they need to carry out their overall responsibilities,
they shall rely upon and use such information. However, & Federzl
agency shall make any additional audits which are necessary to
carry out its responsibilities under Federsl law and regulation:
Any additional Federal audit effort shall be planned and carried
out in such a2 way as to avoid duplication.

a. The provisions of this Clrculat do not limit the
authority of Federzl agencies to make, or contract for audits and
evaluations of Federal financial assistance programs, nor Co they
limit the authority of any Federal agency Inspector Generzl or
other Federal audit official.

b. The provisions of this Circular do not authorize any
State or local government or subrecipient thereof to constrain
Federal agencies, in any manner, from carrying out additional
audits.

c. A Federal agency that makes or contracts for audits in
2ddition to the audits made by recipients pursuant to this
Circular shell, consistent with other applicable laws and
regulations, arrange for funding the cost of such additional
aucdits. Such 2dditional audits include economy and efficiency
audits, program results audits, and program evaluations,

11. Cognizant agencv resvonsibilities. The Single Audit Act
provides for cognizant Federal agencies to oversee the
implementation of this Circular.

a. The Office of Management and Budget will assign
cognizant agencies for States and their subdivisions anc larger
local governments and their subdivisions. Other Feceral agencies
may participate with an assigned cognizant agency, in orcder to
fulfill the cognizance responsibilities. Smaller governments not
essigned a2 cognizant agency will be under the general oversight of
the Federal agency that provides them the most funds whether

directly or indirectly.

b. A cognizant agency shall have the following
responsibilities: .

-

" {l1) Ensure that aucits are made anc reports are
recejived in a timely manner anc¢ in accordance with the
requirements of this Circular.

(2) Provide technical advice and liaison to Stzte and
local governments and independent auditors.,
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{3) Obtain or make quality control reviews of selecteg
audits made by non-Federal audit organizations, and provide the
results, when appropriate, to other interested organizations.

(4) Promptly inform. other affected Federal agencies and
appropriate Federal law enforcement officials of any reported
illegal acts or irregularities. They should also inform State or
local law enforcement and prosecuting authorities, if not advised
by the recipient, of any violation of law within their '
jurisdiction. - ' :

(5) Advise the recipient of audits that have been found
not to have met the reguirements set forth in this Circular. 1In
such instances, the recipient will be expected to work with tne
auditor to take corrective action. If corrective action is not
taken, the cognizant agency shall notify the recipient and Federzl
awarding agencies of the facts and make recommendations for
followup action. Major inadequacies or repetitive substandard
performance of independent auditors shall be referred to
- appropriate professional bodies for disciplinary action.

(6) Coordinate, to the extent practicable, audits made
by or for Federal agencies that are in addition to the &audits mace
pursuant to this Circular; so that the additional aucits builcd upon
such audits. :

(7) Oversee the resolution of audit findings that affect
the programs of more than one agency.

12. Illecal acts or irrecularities. If the auditor becomes aware
cf illegal acts or other irregulzrities, prompt notice shall be
given to recipient management officials above the level of involve-
ment. (See also paragraph 13(2)(3) below for the auditor's report-
ing responsibilities.,) The recipient, in turn, shall promptly
notify the cognizant agency of the illegal acts or irregularities
eand of proposed and actual actions, if any. Illegal acts &nd
irregularities include such matters as conflicts of interest,
falsification of records or reports, and misappropriations of funds
or other assets.

13. Audit Revorts. Audit reports must be prepared at the
completion of the audit. Reports serve many needs of State and
local governments as well as meeting the reguirements of the Single

Audit Act.

he audit was made in

a. The audit report shall stazte thet ¢t
rcular. The report shall

accorcéance with the provisions of this Ci
be macde up of at least:

(1) The auditor's report on financial statements and on
a schedule of Federal assistance; the financial statements; and &
schedule of Federal assistance, showing the total expenditures for



each Federal assistance program as identified in the Cetalcc cf
Federal Domestic Assistance. Federal programs or grants tnat have
not been assignea a catalog number shall be identified under the
"ecaption “other Federal assistance." .

‘ {2) The audltor s report on the study and evaluation of
1nterna1 control systems must identify the organization's :
significant internal accounting controls, and those controls
designed to provide reasonable assurance that Federal programs are
being managed in compliance with laws and regulations. It must
elso identify the controls that were evaluated, the controls that ,
were not evaluated, and the material weaknesses 1dent1£1ed as a
result of the evaluation. -

(3) The auditor's report on compliance containing:

-- & statement of positive assurance with respect .
to those items tested for compliance, including compliance with law
and recgulations pertaining to financial reports and claims for
advances and reimbursements;

-- negative assurance on those items not tested;
-- a summary of all instances of noncompliance:; ané

-- an identification of total amounts guestioned,
if any, for each Federazl assistance award, as a result of
noncompliance. :

b. The three parts of the audit report may be bocund into a
single report, or presented at the same time as separate documents.

c. All fraud abuse, or illegal acts or indications cf such
acts, including all guestioned costs found as the result of these
ects that avditors become aware of, should normally be covereé in 2
Separate written report submitted in accordance with paracraph 13f.

d. In addition to the auvdit report, the recipient shall
provide comments on.the findings and recommendations in the report,
including a plan for corrective action taken or planned and com-
ments on the status of corrective action taken on prior £indings.
If corrective action is not necessary, a statement describing the
reason it is not should accompany the audit report.

e. The reports shall be made available by the State or local
government for public inspection within 30 days after the :
comfletxon of the audit. _

£. In accordance with generally accepted covernment 2ucdit .
standards, reports shall be submitted by the auditor to the orcani-
zation audited and to those reguiring or arranging for the audit.
In addition, the recipient shall submit copies Of the reports to
each Federal department or agency that provided Federal assistance
funds to the recipient. Subrecipients shall submit copies to
recipients that provided them Federal assistance funds. The
reports shall be sent within 30 days after the completion of the
audit, but no later than one year zfter the end of the audit pericd
unless a longer period is agreed to with the cognizant agency.
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g. Recipients of more than $100,000 in Federal funés shall
submit one copy of the audit report within 30 days after issuance
to a central clearinghouse to be designated by the Office of
Management and Budget. The clearinghouse will keep completed
audits on file and follow up with State and local governments thz
have not submitted requirec audit reports.

h. Recxpxents shall keep audit reports on file for three
years from their issuance.

l14. Audit Resolution. As provided in paragraph 11, the cognizant
agency shall be responsible for monitoring the resolution of audit
findings that affect the procrams of more then one Federal acency.
Resolution of findings that relate to the programs of a single
Federal agency will be the responsibility of the recipient and that
agency. Alternate arrangements may be made on a case-by-case basis
by agreement &gmong the agencies concerned.

_ Resolution shall be macde within six months after receipt of
the report by the Federal departments and agenciec. Corrective
action should proceed as rapicly as possible.

15. Aucdit workpapers anc revorts. Workpapers and reports shall be
retained for a minimum of three years from the date of the aucit
repcrt, unless the auditor is notified in writing by the cognizant
agency to extend the retention period. Audit workpapers shall be
mace available upon reguest to the cognizant agency or its cesignee
or the General Accounting Office, at the completion cf the audit.

16. Audit Costs. The cost of audits made in accecrcdance with the
provisions of this Circular are allowable charges to Fecerzl
assistance programs.,

2. The charges mey be considered a direct cost or an
allocated indirect cost, determined in accordance with the
provision of Circular 2-87, “"Cost principles for State and local
governments.*

b. Generally, the percentage of costs charged to Fecderal
assistance programs for a single 2udit shall not exceed the
percentage that Federal funds expended represent of total funds
expended by the recipient during the fiscal year. The percentage
may be exceeded, however, if appropriate documentation Cemonstrates
higher actual cost. :

17. Sanc:ipons. The Single Audit Act provides that no cost mey be
charged to Feceral assistance programs for audits reguired by the
Act that are not made in accorcdance with this Circular. 1In cases
of continued inability or unwillingness to have & proper audit,
Federal agencies must consider other appropriate sanctions
including:

-- withholding a percentage of assistance payments
~until the audit is completed satisfactorily,

—
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- dithholding or disallowing overhead costs, and

-+ == suspending the Federal assistance agreement until
the audit is made. :

18. Auditor Selection. In arranging for audit services State and
local governments shall follow the procurement stancdards prescribed
by Attachment O of Circular RA-102, "Uniform requirements for grants
to State and local governments." The standards provide that while
recipients are encouraged to enter into intergovernmental agree-
ments for audit and other services, analysis should be made to
Oetermine whether it would be more economical to purchase the
services from private firms. 1In instances where use of such inter-
governmental agreements are required by State statutes (e.g., audit
services) these statutes will take precedence.

19, Smazll and Minoritv Aucdit Firms. Small audit firms and audit
firms owned and controlled by socially and economically disadvan-
taged individuals shall have the maximum practicable opportunity to
participate in contracts awarded to fulfill the reguirements of
this Circular. Recipients of Federal assistance shall take the
following steps to further this goal:

a. Assure that small audit firms and audit firms owned and
controlled by socially and economically disadvantaged individuals
are used to the fullest extent practicable.

b. Mzke information on forthcoming opportunities available
and arrange timeframes for the audit so as to encourage and facili-
tate participation by smzll audit firms and audit firms owned and
controlled by socially ané economically disadvantaged individuals.

c. Consider in the contract process whether firms competing
for larger audits intend to subcontract with small audit firms and
audit firme owned and controlled by socially and economically
disadvantaged individuals.

d. Encourage contracting with small audit firms or audit
firms owned and controllec by socially and economically disadvan-—
taged individuals which have traditionally audited government
programs and, in such cases where this is not possible, assure that
these firms are given consideration for audit subcontracting

opportunities.

- Encourage contracsing with consortiums of small 2udit
firms as described in paregraph (2) above when a contract is tco
large for an individual small audit firm or aucdit firm owned and
controlled by socially and economically disadvantaged individuals.

£. Use the services and assistance, &S appropriate, of such
organizations 2s the Small Business Administration in the solicita-
tion and utilization of small audit firms or audit firms owned anc
controlled by socially and economically disadvantaged individuals.
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20. Reporting. Each Federal agency will report to the Director of
OMB on or betore March 1,--1987, and annually thereafter on the
effectiveness of State and local governments in carrying out the
provisions of this Circular. The report must 1dent1fy each State
or local government dbr Indian tribe that, in the opinion of the
~agency, is failing to comply with the Circular.

21. Regulations. Each Federal agency shall 1nc1ude the provisions
of this Circular in its regulations 1mp1ement1ng the Single Audzt
Ac:t .

22. ffective date. This Circular is effective upon publication
andg Shcll apply to f15ca1 years of State and local governments

that begin after December 31, 1984, Earlier implementation is
encouraged. However, until it is implemented, the aucdit provisions
of Attachment P to Circular A-102 shall continue to be observec.

23, 1Inguiries. All questions or inquiries should be addressed to
Financial Management Division, Office of Management and Budget
telephone numier 202/395- 3993

'24. Sunset review date. This Circular shzll have an .independent
policy review to ascertain its effectiveness three years from the

Gate of issuance.

: David A.. Stockman
' Director
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EXHIBIT A

1. NON-HIRING OF EMPLOYEES:

No employee of the State of Maryland or any
unit thereof, whose duties as such employee include
matters relating to or affecting the subject matter
of this Contract, shall, while so employed, become
"or be an employee of the party or parties hereby
contracting with the State of Maryland or any unit
thereof.

2. CONTINGENT FEE PROHIBITION:

For breach or viclation of the warranty
against contingent fees set forth in Section 3 of
Exhibit C of this Contract, the Department shall
have the right to terminate this Contract without
liability, or, in its discretion, to deduct from
the Contract price or consideration, or otherwise
recover, the full amount of such fee, commission,
percentage, brokerage fee, gift or contingent fee.

3. TERMINATION OF CONTRACT FOR DEFAULT:

If the Contractor fails to fulfill its
obligations under this Contract properly and on
time, or otherwise violates any provision of the
Contract, the State may terminate the .Contract by
written notice to the Contractor. The notice shall
specify the acts or omissions relied upon as cause
for termination. All finished or unfinished work
provided by the Contractor shall, at the State's
option, become the State's property. The State
shall pay the Contractor fair and eguitable
compensation for satisfactory performance prior to
receipt of notice of termination,
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less the amount of damages caused by the
Contractor's breach. If the damages are more than
- the compensation payable to the Contractor, the
Contractor will remain liable ‘and the State can
affirmatively collect damages. The term "damages"
as used in this paragraph includes, but is not
limited to, attorney's fees of fifteen percent
(15%) .- _

4. TERMINATION OF CONTRACT FOR CONVENIENCE:

The performance of work under this Contract
may be terminated by the State in accordance with
this clause in whole, or from time to time in part,
whenever the State shall determine that such
termination is in the best interest of the State.
The State will pay all reasonable costs associated
with this Contract that the Contractor has incurred
up to the date of termination and all reasonable
costs associated with termination of the Contract.
However, the Contractor shall not be reimbursed for
any anticipatory profits that have not been earned
up to the date of termination,

5. DELAYS AND EXTENSIONS OF TIME:

The Contractor agrees to prosecute the work
continuously and diligently and no charges or
claims for damages shall be made by it for any
delays or hindrances, from any cause whatsoever
during the progress of any portion of the work
specified in this Contract. Time extensions will
be granted only for excusable delays that arise
from unforeseeable causes beyond the control and
without the fault or negligence of the Contractor,
including but not restricted to, acts of God, acts
of the public enemy, acts of the State in either
its sovereign or contractual capacity, acts of
another contractor in the performance of a contract
with the State, fires, floods, epidemics,
gquarantine restrictions, strikes, freight
- embargoes, or delays of subcontractors or suppliers
arising from unforeseeable causes beyond the
control and without the fault or negligence of
either the Contractor or the subcontractors or
suppliers.
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6. SUSPENSION OF WORK:

The Project Monitor unilaterally may order the
Contractor in writing to suspend, delay, or
interrupt all or any part of the work for such
period of time as he may determine to be )
appropriate for the convenience of the State.

7. REMEDIES:

A. Correction of errors, defects and omissions

Contractor agrees to perform the work as may
be necessary to correct errors, defects, and
omissions in the services required under this
Contract, without undue delays and without cost to
the Department. The acceptance of the work set
forth herein by the Department shall not relieve
~the Contractor of the responsibility of subseqguent
correction of such errors. ‘ :

B. Set Off

The Department may deduct from and . set-off
against any amounts due and payable to the
Contractor any back-charges, penalties, or damages
sustained by the Department, its agents, employees
or recipients of its services, by virtue of any
breach of this Contract by the Contractor or by
virtue of the failure or refusal of the Contractor
to perform the services or any part of the services
in a satisfactory manner. Nothing herein shall be
construed to relieve the Contractor of liability
for additional costs resulting from a failure to
satisfactorily perform the services.

‘8. RESPONSIBILITY OF CONTRACTOR:

A. The Contractor shall perform the services
with that standard of care, skill, and diligence
normally provided by a Contractor in the
performance of services similar to the services
hereunder. :
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B. Notwithstanding any review, approval,
~acceptance or’ payment for the services by the
Department, the Contractor shall be respons1b1e for
"the professional and technical accuracy of its
work, design, drawings, specification$s and other
materials furnished by the Contractor under this
Contract. -

C. If the Contractor fails to perform the
services, or any part of the services, in
conformance with the standard set forth in
paragraph 8A above, and such failure is made known
to the Contractor within two years after
expiration of this Agreement, it shall, if required
by the Department, perform at its own expense and
without additional cost to the Department, those
services necessary for the correction of any
deficiencies or damage resuvlting, in whole or in
part, from the Contractor's failure. This
obligation is in addition to and not in
substitution for any other remedy available to the
Department under paragraph 7, or otherwise
available by law.

9. DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION: -

A. During the term of this Contract, the
Contractor shall not release any information
related to the services or performance of the
services under this Contract nor pUblish any final
reports or documents without the pr1or written
approval of the Department.

B. The Contractor shall indemnify and hold
harmless the State and the Department, its
officers, agents and employees, from all liability
which may be incurred by reason of dissemination,
publication, distribution or circulation, in any
manner whatsoever, of any information, data,
documents, or materials pertaining in any way to
this Contract by the Contractor, its agents or
employees.
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'10..OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS AND MATERIALS:

_ A. All work done under this Contract shall be
considered "work made for hire" The Contractor
agrees that all documents and materlals incluvding
but not limited to reports, dtawlngs, studies,
specifications, estimates, maps, photographs,
designs, graphics, mechanicals, artwork, and
computations prepared by or for the Contractor
under the terms of this Contract shall at any time
during the performance of the services be made
available to the Department upon request by the
Department and shall become and remain the
exclusive property of the Department upon
termination or completion of the services.

The Department shall have the right to use the same
without restriction or limitation and without
compensation to the Contractor other than that
provided in this Contract. The Department shall be
the owner for the purposes of copyrlght, patent or
trademark registration,

B. If the Contractor obtains or uses for
purposes of this Contract, or subcontracts for, any
design, device, material, or process covered
by letters of patent or copyright, it shall
provide an assignment to the Department of
ownership for purposes of copyright, patent or
trademark and of all right to possess and to use
such design, device, material or process by a
legally sufficient agreement with the patentee
or owner, and a copy of such agreewent shall be
filed with the Department.

The Contractor shall indemnify and save
harmless the State and the Department from any and
all claims for infringement by reason of the use
of any such patented design, device, materials, or
process, or any trademark or copyright, and shall
indemnify, protect and save harmless the State,
its officers, agents, and employees with respect to
any claim, action, cost or juvdgment for patent,
trademark or copyright infringement, or for
royalties or user fees, arising out of purchase or
vse of materials, construction, supplies,
equipment or services covered by this Contract.
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11. CORPORATE REGISTRATION AND TAX PAYMENT
CERTIFICATIONS'

Corporations are requ1red to execute a

‘Certification of Corporatlon Registration and Tax"
- Payment. Each invoice submitted hereunder must

indicate a Federal tax identification number or a

" Social Security Number, .

12. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS:

The Contractor hereby represents and warrants that:

A, It is qualified to do business in the
State of Maryland and that it will take such action:
as from time to time hereafter, may be necessary to

remain so gqualified:

B. It is not in arrears with respect to the
payment of any monies due and owing the State of
Maryland, or any department or unit thereof,
including but not limited to the payment of taxes
and employee benefits, and that it shall not become
so in arrears during the term of this Contract;

C. It shall comply with all federal, State
and local laws, regulations, and ordinances
applicable to its activities and obligations
under this Contract: and

D. It shall obtain, at its expense, all
licenses, permits, insurance and governmental
approvals, if any, necessary to the performance
of its obligations under this Contract.

13. BANKRUPTCY:

Upon the filing for any bankruptcy
proceeding by or against the Contractor, whether
voluntary or involuntary, or upon the appointment
of a receiver, trustee, or assignee for the benefit
of creditors, the Contractor must notify the
Department immediately. Upon learning of the
actions herein identified, the Department reserves
the right at its sole discretion -
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_either to cancel the Contract or to affirm the
Contract and hold the Contractor responsible for

‘damages. The exercise of this right is in addition.

‘to any other rights the State may have as provided
“in this Agreement or by law.

14, RESPONSIEILITY FOR CLAIMS AND LIABILITY:

The Contractor shall be responsible for all
damage to life and property due to its activities

or those of its agents or employees, in connection

with the services regquired under this Contract.
Further, it is expressly understood that the
Contractor shall indemnify and save harmless the
Department, its officers, agents, and employees
from and against all claims, suits, judgments,
expenses, actions, damages and costs of every name
and description, including attorney's fees of
fifteen percent (15%), arising out of or resulting
from the negligent performance of the services of
the Contractor under this Contract.

15. FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE:

The Contractor shall comply with the
provisions of Section 13-221 of the State Finance
and Procurement Article of the Annotated Code of
Maryland, which requires that every business that
enters into contracts, leases, or other agreements
with the State of Maryland or its agencies during
a calendar year under which the business is to
receive in the aggregate $100,000 or more, shall
within 30 days of the time when the aggregate value
of these contracts, leases or other agreements
reaches $100,000, file with the Secretary of State
of Maryland certain specified information to
include disclosure of beneficial ownership of the
business.
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.v16. POLITICAL CONTRIBUTION DISCLOSURE:

~ The Contractor shall comply with the o
provisions of Article 33, Sections 30-]1 through

"~ 30-4 of the Annotated Code of Maryland, which

"reguire that every person that enters into

- contracts, leases, or other agreements with the
State of Maryland including its agencies, or a
political subdivision of the State, during a

" -calendar year under which the person receives in
the aggregate $10,000 or more, shall on or before
February 1 of the following year file with the
Secretary of State of Maryland certain specified
information to include disclosure of political
contributions in excess of $100 to a candidate for
elective office in any primary or general election.

Contractor  Montgomery County Government
A - P .
7t
By Agsbas {o¢t

\%

Typed Name Alistair W. McArthur,

Assistant Chief Administrative VOfficer

Revised 03/21/90
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Secretary of the Interior's Standards and
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“EPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR " preservation into a systematic ef}on to Cootents
ational Park Service ) ' preserve our nation's cultural heritage. Standards for Preservation Planning

Archeclogy and Historic Preservation;
Secretary of the interior's Standards
and Guidellnes -

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the
Secretary of the Interior's Standards and’
Guidelines for Archeology and-Historic
Preservation. These standards and

guidelines are not regulatory and do not -

set-or interpret agency policy. They are
intended to provide technical advice

-about archeological and historic N

preservation activities and methods. -

DATE: These Standards and Guidelines
are effective on September 28, 1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lawrence E. Aten, Chief, Interagency
Resources Division, National Park -
Service, United States Department of the
Interior, Washington, D.C: 20240 (202"
343-8500). A Directory of Technical
Information listing other sources of -
supporting information is available fmm
- the Naftional Park Service.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The -~
Standards and Guidelines are prepared
under the authority of Sections 101(f),. -
(g). and (h}, and Section 110 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of
1986, as amended. State Historie .~ ©  °
Preservation Officers; Pederal -
Preservation Officers incloding those of
the Department of Agriculture,
Department of Defense, Smithsonian
Institution and General Services
Administration; the Advisory-Comncil on™
Historic Preservation; the National Trust -
. for Historic Preservation: and other
" interested parties were-consulted during
the development of the Standards and
Guidelines; additional consultation with
these agencies will occur as the
Standards and Guidelines are tested
during their first year of use.

Purpose

The proposed Standards and the
philosophy on which they are based
result from nearly twenty years of
intensive preservation activities af the
Federal, State, and local levels.

The purposes of the Standards are:

To organize the information gathered
about preservation activities.

To describe results to be achieved by
Federal agencies, States, and others
when planning for the identification,
evaluation, registration and treatment of
historic properties.

To integrate the diverse efforts of
many entities performing historic

a .w.F

Uses of ths Standards

The following groups or individuals
are encouraged to use these Standards:

Federal agency personnel responsible
for cultural resource management
pursuant to Section 110 of the National
Histaric Preservation Act, as amended,
in areas under Federal jurisdiction. A

" separate series of guidelines advising.

Federel agencies on their specific
bistoric preservation activities-under
Section 110 is in preparation. :

" State Historic Preservation Offices
responsible under the National Historic

‘Preservation Act, as amended. for

making decisions about the preservation
of historic properties in their States in
accordance with appropriate regulations-
and the Historic Preservation Fund .
Grants Management Manual. The State

Historic Preservation Offices serve as . ~

the focal point for preservation planning
and act as a central state-wide
repository of collected information,
Local governments wishing to
establish a comprehensive approach to.
the identification, evaluation..
registration and treatment of historic
properties-within their jurisdictions.
Other individuals and orgamizations
-needing basic technical standards and
guidelines for historic preservat:on »

B activih.es. e . ’; .

Ce 2" A P

- Thismaterialis orgamzedm three -
‘sections: Standards; Guidelines; and -

xecommended iechnical sources, cited at ~

the end of sach set of guidelines. Users

of this'document are expected to consult’
 be replaced if they are destroyed.

"_ the recommended technical soorces to
obtain guidance in specific cases.

. Review of the Standards and Guidelines

The Secretary of the Interior's
Standards for Rehabilitation have
recently undergone extensive review
and their gnidelines made current after 5
years of field use. Users and other )
interested parties are encouraged to
submit written comments on the utility
of these Standards and Guidelines
except for the Rehabilitation Standards
mentioned ebove. This edition will be
thoroughly reviewed by the National
Park Service {including consuitation
with Federal and State agencies), after
the end of its first full year of use end
any necessary modifications will be
made. Subsequent reviews are
anticipated as needed. Comments
should be sent to Chief, Interagency
Resources Division, Nationg] Park
Service, United States Department of the
Interior, Washington. D.C. 20240.

Guidelines for Preservation Planning
Standards for Identification -

Guidelines for Identification .
Standards for Evaluation

Guidelines for Evaluation
- Standards for Registration

Guidelines for Registration

_ Standards for Historical Documentation

Guidelines for Historical Documentation
Standards for Architectural and Engmeenng
Documentation
Guidelines for Architectural and-
- Engineering Documentation -
Standards for Arche@[oglcal Documentation
Guidelines for Archeological
Documentation”
~ Standards for Historic Preservation Projects
, Prafessivnel Qualifications Standards
’ Preservation Tmmnology

' " Secretary of the Interior's Standards for -

Preservation Planning

“Preservation planning is a process
that organizes preservation activities
(identification, evaluation. registration

"and treatment of historic properties) in a

logical sequenice. The Standards for
Planning discuss the relationship among
these activities while the remaining
activity standards consider how each
activity should be carried out. The
Professional Qualifications Standards

" ~discuss the education and experience -

required to carry out various activities.
The Standards for Planning outline a

process that determines when an area -

should be examined for historic” -

" properties, whether an identified

property is significant, and how a
agmﬁcant property should be treated.
Preservation planning is based on the
following principles:
—Important historic properties cannot '

Preservation planning provides for
conservative use of these properties.
preserving them in place and avoiding
barm when posaible and altering or
destroying properties only when
necessary.

—If planning for the preservation of
historic properties is to have positive
effects, it must begin before the
identification of all significant properties
has been'completed. To make
responsible decisions about historic
properties, existing information must be
used to the maximum extent and new
information must be acquired as needed.

—Preservation planning includes
public participation. The planning
process should provide a forum for open
discussion of preservation issues. Public
involvement is most meaningful when it
is used to assist in defining values of
properties and preservation planning
issues, rather than when it is limited to
review of decisions already made. Early
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and continuing public participation is
essential to the broad acceptance of -
preservation planning decisians.
Preservation p can occur at
several levels or scales: in a project
area: in a commumty‘ ina Stateas a
whole: or in the scattered or contignous
landholdings-of a Federal agemcy.
Depending on the scale, the pianning
process will involve different segments -

. bf the public and professianal

communities and the resulting plans will
" vary in detail Fer example, a State .
" preservation plan wAll likely have mare:
general recommendations than a plan
_for a project area or a community. The
planning process described in these .
Standards is flexible enough to be used -
at all levels while providing a common.
structure whick promotes coardination
and minimizes duplication of effort. The
Guidelines for Preservation Planning
containr additional information about
how tointegrate various levels of
plamning. .
Standard L Preservatmrﬂeemng
E.s'tablzsbfs Historie Cantexls -

Dectsions abent thmdwuﬁcsmm
evaluation, registrafion and treatment of
historie propertiss are- mest reliably -
made when the relationship of

properties is understood: Information -
about historic properties representmg‘-
aspects of knstory architecture, :
‘archeology, engineering and culture
muubecouectedand orgmzeétv s
define these rel
organizational framework is cailed »
“histaric context.” The historic.cantext, .
organizes information based om a
cultural theme and its geographical and ~
chronological limits. Camtexts-daocnbo
the sigmificant broad patternsof . -
development inx arr ares that may be
represented by historic properties T3e: -
development of historic contexts is the
foundation for decisians about .
identification, evaluatien, registration.
and treatment of histaric properties.
Standard Il. Preservation Planning Uses
Historic Contexts To Develop.Goals and
Priorities for the Identification,

.Evaluation, Registrotion and Treatment
of Historic Properties

_ Aseries of preservation goals is
systematically developed for each
historic context to ensure that the range
of properties representing the important
aspects of each historic context is
identified, evaluated and treated. Then
priorities are set for all goais identified
for each historic context. The goals with
assigned priorities established for each
historic context are integrated to
praduce a comprehensive and consistent
set of goals and priorities for all historic

~ conlexts.

‘one element of larger planning .

. processes. Planning results. includizg
' goals and priarities, information about

" . historic properties, and any planning:

© - governmental
* private interests whose activﬂiet aﬁect ’

- Thie T

contexts in the geagraphical area of a
planning effort. -
The goals far each historic context
may change as new information
becomes available. The overall set of
goals and priorities are then altered in
reaponse to the changes. in the goals and
pricrities for the individual historic

Amnnuundmakentomeetthe -
goals must be designed to delivera .
usable preduct withirr & reasonahle
period of tiree. The scope of the activity ~
must be defined so the work canbe .
conpictedmmavadahiebadgﬂed

"program resourees.
. Stondurd 111, The Resalts of

Preservetion Planning Are Mdde
Avaifohle for Integration Imo Broader
Planming Processes . -

" Preservatiom of l:nstonx: pmpernes is

documents, must be transmitted in &
useble form to thoae respansible for-
other planning activities: Federally
mandated historic preservation planning-
is mest succesafuily integrated into

© ject manegesrent planning atan | -
mdmdualpmpemeotaod:ermmfar S

early stage Elséwhere, this integration -
is aehisved by making the results of
preservation planning evailable o other

ing bodiesand.to.

propevties. -
Secretary of the Interior’s Gmdehnu for

‘Preservation

Introdaction - :
mmede!inealink the Standards
for Preservation Planning with more

-specific gnidance and technical
" informmation: They describe one

approach to meeting the Standards for
Preservatton Planning Agencies.
organizations or individuals proposing

" to approach plarming differently may
* wish to review their approaches with

the National Park Service.
The Guidelines are organized as
follows:

Mansaging the Planning Process

" Developing Historic Contexts

Developing Goals for « Historic Context

‘Integrating Individual Historic Contexts—

Cresting the Preservation Plan
Coordinating with Memagement Franmeworks
Recommended Sources of Technical

Informatien

Managing the Planning Process

The preservalion planning process
must include an explicit approach to
implementation, a provision for review
and revision of all elements, and a-
mechanism for resolving conflicts within

the overall set of preservation goals and
between this set of goals and other land
use planning goals. it is recommended.

- that the process and its products be

described in public documents.
Implementing the Pmcess

The planning process is a contimous

» cyde. Ta establish and maintain such a

process, however, the process must be
divided into manageable segments thet
can be performed within a defined
period, sueb ae a fiscal year or budget
cycle. Ome means of achieving thix s to-
deﬁne 8 period of time during which alt
preliminary stepa.in the planning

.procesa will be completed. These

preliminary steps would include setting
8 schedule for subsequent actmues: .

- Review and Revision - -

Plamming is & dynamic process. ltis

- expected that the content of the mc.
- contexts described in Standard Land the

goals and priorities described in -
Standard IT will be altered based on -
new irformation obtained as planning -
proceeds. The incorparation of this
information is essential to improve the
content of the plan and to keep it up-to-
date and usefut. New informeation must
be reviewed regulerly and
aystematmal?g and the plan revxsed

y-
Public Ptzrtzc:pabaz

“The success of the preservation ~
planning process depends on how well it
solicits and integrates the views of .
various groups. The planning process is
directed first toward resclving conflicts.
in goals for historic preservation, and”
second toward resolving conflicts
between historic preservation goala and
other land-use planning goals. Public
participetion is intergral to thig
approach and includes at least the
following actions:

1. Involving histortans. art:hxtectm-al

" historians. archeologists. historical

architects, folklorists and persons from
related discipline to define, review and
revise the historic contexts, goals and
priorities:

2. Involving interested individuals,
organizations and communities in the
planning area in identifying the kinds of
historic properties that may existand
suitable protective measures:

3. Involving prospective users of the
preservation plan in defining issues,
goals and priorities:

4. Providing for coordination with
other planning efforts at local. state,
regional and nationa!l levels. as
appropriate; and
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5. Creating mechanisms for identifying
od resolving conflicts about historic
preservation issues. ’
. The development of hxstonc comexts
for example. should be based on the
professional input of all disciplines
. involved in preservation and not be
limited to a single discipline. For
prehistoric archeology, for exampie,
data from fields such as geology,
geomorphology and geography may alxo
- be needed. The individuals and
organizations to be involved will
depend, in part, on those present or
‘interested in the planning area. ’

Documents Resultmg from the Plaz;nmg
Hwess :

‘'In most cases, the planmng process b

procuces documents that explain how
the process works and that discuss the
" historic contexts and related goals and
pnonhes. While the process can operate
in the abgence of these documents.
planning documents are important
because they are the most effective ..
means of communicating the process -
and its recommendations to others.
Planning documents also record -
decisions about historic properties.

As various parts of the planning .
process are reviewed and revised to
reflect current information, related .
documents must alse be updated.
Planning documents should be created

=

is a comprehensive summary of all
aspects of the history of the area.

The historic context is the cornerstone
of the planning process. The goal of
preservation planning is to identify,
evaluate, register and treat the full range
of properties representing each historic
context. rather than anly one or two °
types of properties. Identification
activities are organized to ensure that
research-ang survey activities include

_ properties representing all aspects of the -

Mstoric context. Evaluation uses the
historic context as the framework within

-_which to apply the criteria for evalution

~ to specific properties or property types.
Decigions about treatment of properties.
" are ade With the goal of treating the

" range of properties in the context. The

" use of historic contexts in organizing .

major preservation activities ensures
., that those activities result irr the.

- pfesewau'on of the wide varfety of

properties that represent our history,
" rather than only & small. blased sample
of properties. .

Historic contexts, as theoreucal
coanstructs, are linked to actual historic.

properties through the goncept of -

property type. Property types permit the

../ development of plans for identification, . boundaries for historic contexts should

" not be based upon contemporary

evaluation and treatment even in the:

_ absence of complete knowledge of
" individual properties. Like the historic”

context, property types are artifical” -
comstructs which may be revxsed as :

in a form that can be easily revised. Itis mecessary.

also recommended that the format,
language and orgenization of any
documents or other materials (visual
aids, eic.} containing preservation-
planning information meet the needs of
prospective users. -

Developing Historic Contaxts
General Approach

-Available information about historic
properties must be divided into
manageable units before it can be useful
for planning purposes. Major decisions
about identifying, evaluating, registering
and treating historic properties are most
reliably made in the context of other
related properties. A historic context is
an organizational format that groups
information about related historic
properties, based oa a theme.
geographic limits and chronological
period. A single historic context
describes one or more aspects of the
historic development of an area,
considering history, architecture,
archeology. engineering and culture; and
identifies the significant patterns that
individual historic properties represent,
for example, Coal Mining in
Northeastern Pennsylvania between

1860 and 1930. A set of historic contexts —

Historic ct;ntexts can be‘developed at

* = a variety of scales appropnate for local,

State and regional planning. Given the

— probability of historic contexts

overlapping in an ares, it is important to-
coordinate the development and use of.
contexts at all Jevels. Generally, the
. State Historic Preservation Office
possesses the most complete body of
~ irdormation about histdric properties
and, in practice, is in the best position to
perform this function.

The development of historic contexts

. generally results in documents that

describe the prehistoric processes or
patterns that define the context. Each of
the contexts seiected should be
developed to the point of identifying
important property types to be useful in
later preservation decision-making. The
amount of detail included in these
summaries will vary depending on the
level (local. state. regional, or national)
at which the contexts are developed and
on their intended uses. For most
planning purposes. a synopsis of the
written description of the historic
context is sufficient.

Creating a Historic Context

Generally, historic contexts should
not be constructed so broadly as to

include all property types under a single
historic context or so narrowly as to
contain enly ane property type per
historic context. The following .
procedures should be followed in
creating a historic context.

" 1 Identify the concept, time penod and

geographical limits far the historic
context

Existing mformat:on. concepfs,
theories, models and descriptions should
be used as the basis for defining historic
contexts. Biases in primary and
secondary sources should be identified

: and accounted for when existing

information is used in defining historic
contexts.

The identification and description of -
historic contexts should incorporate
contributions from all disciplines _
involved in historic preservation. The
chronological period and geographical
area of each higtoric context should be
defined after the conceptual basis is
established. However, there may be
exceptions, especially in defining
prehistoric contexts where drainage
systems or physiographic regions often
are outlined first. The geographical -

political, project or other contemporary
boundaries if those boundaries do not
coincide with historical boundaries. For
example, boundaries for prehistoric
contexts will have little relationship to
contemporary city, county or state
boundaries.

2. Assemble the existing information
about the historic context

d. Collecting information: Several
kinds of informatien are needed to
construct a preservation plan.
Information about the history of the area
encompassed by the historic context
must be collected, including any
information about historic properties
that have aiready been identified.
Existing survey or inventory entries are
an important source of information

-about historic properties. Other sources

may include literature on prehistory,
history, architecture and the -
environment; gocial and environmental
impact assessments; county and State
land use plans; architectural and folklife
studies and oral histories: ethnographic
research; State historic inventories and
registers: technical reports prepared for
Section 108 or other assessments of
historic properties: and and direct
consultation with individuals and
organized groups.

In addition. organizations and groups
that may have important roles in
defining historic contexts and values
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should be identified. In most cases a
range of knowlegeable professionals
drawn from the preservation, planning
and academic communities will be
available 1o assist in defining contexts
and in identifying sources of .
information. In ether cases. bowever,
development of historic confexis may-
occur in areas whose history ar
prehistory has not been extensivety
studied. In these situations, broad
general historic contexts should be
initially identified uaing available
literature and expertise, with the. -
expectatian that the contexts will be -
revised and subdivided in the future as
primary source research and field -

survey are conducted. [t is also. h

' importaptto-identify such sources of

" . information as existing planning data;.

which is needed to establish geals for-
identification, evaluation. and: )
treatment, and to identify factors thas-
will affect attainment af those goala.
The same approach for. obtaining

infarmation is not pacessarily desirable -

for all histaric contexts. Infarmation -
should not be gathered without first
tonsidering its relative impartance to

the historic context, the cost and time

involved, and the expertise required to
obtain it In many cases, for example, -
published sources may be used in
writing initial defizitions of historic

contexts; archival research or field work "
may be needed for subsequent activitiea.

~b. Assessing information: Al -~ -
information should be reviewedto ~ - --
identify bias in historic perspective.. .- -

methodological approach. or area of

coverage. For example, field surveys far

archeological sites may have ignored
- historic archelolgical sites, or county -
land use-plans may have emphas.wed
only development goals.

3. Synthesize information

The information collection and ~
analysis results in a written narrative of

the historic context. This narrative

provides a detailed synthesis of the data

that have been collected and analyzed.
The narrative covers the history of the
area from the chosen perspective and
Adentifies important patterns, events,
persons or cultural values. [n the
process of identifying the importapt
patterns, one should consider:

a. Trends in area settlement and

" development, if relevant;

b. Aesthetic and artistic values
embodied in architecture, construction
technology or craftsmanship;

c. Research values or problems
relevant to the historic context; social
and physical sciences and humanities:
and cultural interests of local
communities: and

" Property types

d. Intangible cultural values of ethnic
groups and native American peaples.
4. Define property types.

A property type is a grouping.of
individual properties based on shared
physical oz associative characteristics.
Propesty types finicthe idees
incorporated in the theoretjcal historic
context with actual historic properties _
that illustrate those ideas Property
types defined for each historic context

_ should be directly related to the

conceptual basis of the historic context. -
definad for the historic
contaxt “Coal. MminginNarthmtem
‘Pennsylvania: 1860-1930™ might include

coal extraction and processing
complexes: railroad.and canal

transportation aystems; commercial - -

districts; mine werkers' housing;
churches. social clubs and other

~ community facilities reflecting the ethnic
origins of workers: and residences and .

other properties associated with mine

.owners and other mﬂustnaluts

. & Identfy property types: The
narrative should discuss the kinds of

" properties expected within the-

geographical limits 6f the context and
group them into those property types
mostusefulin representing importent -
hwtunct:ends.

- Generally; property types should be .
"defined after the histeric context has

been defined. Propesty types in common

nsage (“Queen Anne houses,” “mill
buildings’* ar “stratified sites™) should -

-not be adopted without first verifying
their relevance to the historic contexts- -

. being used. .

b. Characterize the Jocational

pattérns of property types:
Generalizations about where particular

types of properties are likely to be found-

camrserve as a gaide-for identification
and treatment. Generalizations about
the distribution of archeological

, properties are frequently used. The
distribution of other historic properties -

often.can be estimated based on
recognizable historical, environmental
or cultural factors that determined their

location. Locational patterns of property
types should be based npon models that
have an explicit theoretical or historical

basis and can be tested in the field. The
mode! may be the product of histerical
research and analysis (“Prior to
widespread use of steam power, mills

were located on rivers and streams able

to produce water power” or "plantation
houses in the Mississippi Black Belt
were located on sandy clay knolls™), or
it may result from sampling techniques.
Often the results of statistically valid
sample surveys can be used to describe
‘the locational patterns of a
representative portion of properties

belonging to & particular property type.
Other surveys can also provide a basis
for suggesting locational patterns if a
diversity of historic properties was
recorded and a variety of environmental

" gones was inspected. It is likely that the

identification of locational patterns will
come from a combination of these -
sources. Expected or predicted.

locational patterns of property types ™
- should be developed with & provision

made for their verification. -

" ¢ Charocterize the current condition
of property types: The expected = -
condition of property types should be

" evaluated to assisgin the development

of identification, evaluation and
‘treatment strategies, and to help define
physical integrity thresholds for various
property types. The following should be
assessed for each property type:

(1) Inherent characteristics of a -

property type that either contribute to or

detract from its physical preservation.
For example, a property type commonly
constructed of fragile.materials is more
likely to be deteriorated than a property
type constructed of durable materials;
structures whaose historic function or

design limits the potential for ahematgue

uses (water towers) are less likely to
reused than structures whose design

allows a wider variety of otheruses -

- (commercial buildings or warehou.ses].
(2) Aspects of the social and natural |

-environment that may affect the

preservation or visibility of the: property
type. For example, community values.
placed on certain types of properties.
{churches, historic cemeteries) may -
result in their maintenance while the
need to reuse valuable materials-may

- stimulate the disappearance of

properties like abandoned houses and
barns. -
It may be most efficient to estimate of

the condition of property types based on

professional knowledge of existing
properties and field test these estimates
using a small sample of properties
representative of each type.

- & Identify information needs

Filling gaps in information is an
important element of the preservation
plan designed for each historic context.
Statements of the information needed
should be as specific as possible,
focusing on the information needed. the
bistoric context and property types it
applies to, and why the information is
needed to perform identificetion,
evaluation. or treatment activities.

Developing Goals for a Historic Context

Developing Goals

A goasl is a statement of preferred
preservation activities, which is

/.
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generally stated in terms of property
‘Ypes.
The purpose of establishing
_preservation goals is to set forth a “best
case” version of how properties in the
historic context should be identified,
evaluated, registered and treated.
Preservation goals should be oriented -
toward the greatest possible protection
of properties in the historic context and -
should be based on the principle that
properties should be preserved in place
if possible, through affirmative :
treatments like rebabilitation, -
stabilization or restoration. Generally.
goalis will be specific to the historic
context and will often be phraged in
terms of property types. Some of these
goals will be related to information -
‘needs previously identified forthe - . -
historic context. Collectively, the goals
for a historic context should bea. .
coherent statement of program direction
covering all aspects of the context. ‘
For each goal. & statemem should be
prepared identifying.

1. The goal. mcludmg the‘context and- --

property types to which the goal applies
and the geographical area m w!nch they
are located; .

2. The activities reqmred to achxeve
the goal;

3. The most appropriate methods or

strategies for carrying out the activities;
4. A schedule within which the "

activities should be completed; and
5. The amount of effort required to
accomplish the goal, as well as a-way to
evaluate progress toward its -
accomplishment. . _

Setting priorities for goals

Once goals have been developed they
need to be ranked-in importance. - .
Ranking involves examining each goa.l
in light of a number of factors.

1. General social, economic, political’
and environmental conditions and
trends affecting (positively and -
negatively) the identification,
evaluation. registration and treatment of
property types in the historic context.

Some property types in the historic
context may be more directly threatened
by deterioration, land development
patterns, contemporary use patterns, or
public perceptions of their value, and
such property types should be given
priority consideration.

- 2. Major cost or technical

. considerations affecting the
identification, evaiuation and treatment
of property types in the historic context.

The identification or wreatment of
some property types may be technically
possible but the cost prohibitive; or
techniques may not currently perfected
{for example, the identification of
submerged sites or objects, or the

evaluation of sites containing material
for which dating techniques are still
being developed).

. 3.1dentification, evaluation,
registration and treatment activities
previously carried out for property types

" in‘the historic context.

If a sumber of properties representing

. one aspect of a historic context have

been recorded or preserved, treatment

of additional members of that property

type may receive lower priority than
trestment of a property type for which

no examples have yet been recorded or

preserved. This approgch ensures that .
the focus of recording or preserving all
elements of ths historic context is- -

retained, rather:hanlimiting activities

to preserving properties representing -
only some aspects of the context. -
'[’he result of considering the goals in

. lxghtohheaeconcernswﬂbeahstof

refined goals raxked in order of priority.

Integrating Individual Contexts—.
Creatmg the Preservation Plan.
When historic contexts- oveﬂap

geographically; competing goals and
pricrities must be integrated for

-effective preservation planning. The

ranking of goals for each historic
context must be reconciled to ensure -
that recommendations for one context
do not contradict those for another. This
“important step results in an overall set

of priorities for several histaric contexts

and a list of the activities to be

. performed te achieve the ranked goals..-

When applied to & specific geographical

" .. ares, thmutbepxmabmplanfor

that area.
- 1tis expected that in many mstances
historic contexts will overlap
geographically. Overlapping cantexts-

" are likely to occur in two

combinatiops——those that were deﬁned
at the same scale (i.e., textile
development in Smithtowmn 1850-1910 .
and Civil War in Smithtown 1855-1870)
and those defined-at different scales

" (i.e., Civil War in Smithtown and Civil

War in the Shenandoah Valley). The
contexts may share the same property
types. although the shared property
types will probably have different levels
of importance, or they may group the
same properties into different property
types, reflecting either a different scale
of analysis oz a different historical
perspective.

As previously noted. many of the
goals that the formulated for a historic
context will focus on the property types
defined for that context. Thus it is
critical that the integration of goals
include the explicit consideration of the
potential for shared property type
membership by individual properties.
For example, when the same property

types are used by two contexts,
reconciling the goals will require
weighing the level of importance

assigned 10 each property type. The

degree to which integration of historic-
contexts must involve reconciling
property types may be limited by the

 coordinated development of historic

contexts used at various levels.

Integration with Management ~ .
Frameworks

Preservation goals and pn'orities' are

_adapted to land units through

integration with other planning "~ - .
concerns. This integration must involve
the resolution of conflicts that arise. '
when competing resources occupy the
same land base. Successful resolution of
these conflicts can often be achieved
through judicious combination of
inventory, evaluation and treatment
activities. Since historic properties are
irreplaceabie, these activities should be
beavily weighted to discourage the
destruction of significant properties and
to be compatibie with the pnmary land
use. -

. Recommended Sources of Technical

Information -
- "Resource Protection Planning Process.

" ‘State and Plans Grants Division. 1380. )
"~ Washington, D.C. Available from Survey and
' . Planning Branch. Interagency Rescurces

Division. National Park Service, Department
‘of the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240.
Outlines a step-by-step approach-to
implementing the resource protecnon

. planning process. -

Resource Protection Plannmg hocess Case

' Studies. Available from Survey and Planning

Branch, Interagency Resources Division.
National Park Service, Department of the
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. Reports
prepared by State Historic Preservation
Offices and other using the planning process.

Planning Theory. Andreas Faludi, 1980.
Oxford: Pergamon Press. Constructs a model
of planning using concepts borrowed from
general systems theory.

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR'S
STANDARDS FOR IDENTIFICATION

Identification activities are
undertaken to-gather information about
historic properties in an area. The scope
of these activities will depend on:

. existing kmowledge about properties;

goals for survey activities developed in
the planning process; and current |
management needs.

Standard 1. Identification of Historic
Properties Is Undertoken to the Degree
Reguired To Make Decisions

Archival research and survey
activities should be designed to gather
the information necessary to achieve
defined preservation goals. The
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objectives, chosen methods and
techniques, and expected results of the
identification activities are specified in

- @ regearch design. These activities may

include archival research and other
techniques to develop historic contexts,
sampling an ares to gain a broad
understanding of the kinds of properties
- it contains, or examining every property
in an ares es & basis for property

specific decisions. Where possible, use -

of quantitative methods is important
because it can produce an estimate,
‘whose reliability may be assessed. of

~ the kinds of historic properties thatmay
be present in the studied area. -~ - .
Identification activities ghould use a-
search procedure consistent with the -
management needs for information and
the character of the areatobe,” -~ -
investigated. Careful selection of -
methods, techniques and level.of detail
is necessary so that the gathered :
- information will provide a sound bum
for making decisions.

Standard II. Results oﬂdenbf' cation
Activities are Integrated Into the
Preservatior Planning Process = -

"Results of identification activities are .

_ reviewed for their effects on previous
- planning data. Archival research or feld -

survey may refine the undérstanding of -
one or mare historic.contexts and may.

__alter the need for additional survey or

“study of particular property types. .
Incorporation of the results of these - -
_ activities into the planning process is .
necessary to ensure that the planning
process is always based on the best
available information. : '

Standard III. Identification Activities
Include Explicit Procedures for Record-
Keeping and Information Distributiom' ~

Information gathered in identification
activities is useful in other preservation
planning activities only when it is
systematically gathered and recorded,
and made available to those responsible

for preservation planning. The results of. .

identification activities should be
reported in a format that summarizes
the design and methods of the survey,

- provides a basis for others to review the

results, and states where information en
identified properties is maintained.
However. sensitive information. Like the
location of fragile resources, must be
safeguarded from general public
distribution.

Secretary of the Interiar’s Guidelines for
Identification

Introduction

These Guidelines link the Standards
for Identification with more specific
guidance and technical information. The

Role.of Identszat:on in the PIamung
. Process

Guidelines outline one approach to meet
the Standards for Identification.
Agencies, organizations and individuals
proposing to approsch identification
differently may wish to review théir
approaches with the Nanonal Park
Service.

- The Guidelines.are orgamzed as
follows:

‘ Roleoﬂdendﬂubanintho?hnnim
Process .

. Performing ldenhﬁuﬁon
Integrating Identification Results

. Reporting ldentification Results -

»-Recommended Sourcea of Tedmal
:lnfomuon .

-

Identification is \mdenaken for the
- purpose of locating historic properties
and is. composed of & number of .
activitiea which include; but are not .
Jimited to archival research, informant -

" interviews, field survey and analysis.

Combinsations of these activities may be

" selected and appropriate levels of effort

.assigned to produce a flaxible geries of

. " ".cptions. Generally identification

activities will have multiple objectives,
reflécting complex management needs.

- Withina comprehennve planning

process, identification is normally .
undertaken to scquire property-specific
information needed to refine a particular

- historic context or to develop any new

historic contexts. (See the Guidelines for

- Preservation Planning for discussion of

information gathering to establish plans

" and to develop historic contexts.) The

results of identification activities are
then integrated into the planning
.process so that subsequent activities are
based on the most up-to-date
information. Identification activities ars
also undertaken in the absence of a.
comprehensive pianning process, most
frequently as part of a specific land-use
or development project. Even lacking &
formally developed preservation
planning process, the benefits of

efficent, goal-directed research may be _

obtained by the development of
localized historic contexts, suitable in
scale for the project area, as part of the

background research which customarily

occurs before field survey efforts.
Performing Ildentification
Research Design -

Identification activities are essentially

research activities for which a statement -

of objectives or research design should
be prepared before work is performed.
Within the framework of a
comprehensive planning process, the
research design provides a vehicle for
integrating the various activities
performed during the identification

process and for linking those activities

directly to the goals and the historic . -
context(s) for which those goals were -
defined. The research design stipulates
the logical integration of historic
context(s) and field and laboratory ‘
methodology. Although these tasks may
be performed individually, they will not

. contribute to the greatest extent

possible in increasing information on the

- Istoric context unless they relate to the

defined goals and to each other. -
Additionally, the research design
provides a focus for the integration of
interdisciplinary information. It ensures
that the linkages between specialized -
activities are real, logical and address

" the defined research questions.

Identification activities should be gulded
by the research design and the results
discussed in those terms. {See Reporting
ldentification Results) - .

The research design should xnclude
the following:

1. Objectives of the |dent1.ﬁcanon

" activities. For example: to characterize

the range of historic properties in'a
region; to identify the number of -
properties associated with 8 context; to
gether-information to determine which .
properties in an area are significant.
The statement of objectives should .
refer to current knowledge about the -
historic contexts or property types, . _
based on background research or
assessments of previous research. It
should clearly define the physical extent
of the area to bg investigated and the .
amount and kinds of information to be

" gathered about properties in the area.

2. Methods to be used to obtain-the
information. For example: archival

research or field survey. Research
methods should be clearly and y
specifically related to research -
problems. . - ,
Archival research or survey methods

sbould be carefully explained so that
others using the gathered information
can understand how the information
was obtained and what its possible
limitations or biases are.

The methods should be compatible
with the past and present environmental
character of the geographical area under
study and the kinds of properties most
likely to be present in the area.

3. The expected resuits and the
reasons for those expections,

Expectations about the kind, number.
location, character and condition of
historic properties are generally based
on a combination of background
research, proposed hypotheses, and
analogy to the kinds of properties
known to exist in areas of similar
environment or history.
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Archival Research properties in a particular area and the initial large area survey are used to
Archival or background research is permit management decisions that structure suecessively smaller. more

generally undertaken prior to any field
survey. Where identification is s
undertaken as part of a Comprebensive
planning process, background research
may have taken place as part of the -
development of the historic contexts
(see thé Guidelines for Preservation
Planning). - In the sbsence of prevwns}y
developed historic contexts, archival *

.menrchlhmldaddmttpanﬁsm .

and topics. It should not duplicate -

previous work. Sources should include,

but not be-limited to, kistorical mm
atlases, tax records, photographs,
ethnographies, folklife dncmnentsnun.

- oral histories and otherstudies. as weli
ge standard historical reference warks,
as appropriate for the research-problem.
{See the Guidelines for Historical -.
Documentation for -ddmanal

dncuum) . S

Field Survey

P

_ Thevariety offeld survey tnchmqne.a
avaitable. in combinstion with the
varying levels of effort that may be
asaigned, give great flexibility to . _
implementing feld surveys. It is-
important that the selection of field
rTvey techniques and leve! of effort be’
.sponsive ta the management needs
and preservation goals that dxrect the
_survey effort. -
Survey techniques may be loose?y
grouped inte two categuries,
to- their resuite. First are the techmiques
that rewult in the characterization of a
region’s historic: tes, Such
techwiques might inciude wmdxmeld"
or walk-over moveys, with pethaps a -
limited use of sub-mmrface survey. For
purposes of these Guidelines, this kind
of survey is termed & “reconnaissaace.”
The second category of :
techniques is those that permit the
identification and description of specific

historic properties in am area: this kind

of survey effort is termed “intensive.”-
the terms “reconnaissance” and
“intensive" are sometimes defined to
mean particular survey techniques.
generally with regard to prehistoric
sites. The use of the terms here is
genera} and is not intended to redefine
the terms as they are used elsewhere.
Reconnaissance survey might be most
profitably employed when gathering
data to refine a develaped historic
context—such as checking on the
presence or absence of expected
operty types, to define specific
operty types or to estimate the
distribution of historic properties in an
area. The results of regional
characterization activities provide a
general understanding of the historic

consider the senasitivity of the area in
terms of historic preservation concerns
and the resulting implications for future
land use plemning. The data should

- allow the formulation of estimates of the

necessity, type and coat of farthen
identification work and-the setting of .
priorities for the individua} tasks
involved. In most cases, areas surveyed
in this way will mqm resrvey if more
complete information is needed aboot
speczﬁc properties. . -

A recontissance survey shanld ‘

" document:

2 The boundaries of the area
surveyed:

3_The method of survey, mcluding the
extent of survey coverage: _

4. The kinds of historic properties

L'lhehndsofpropertzeﬂmkzdfm:

" present in.the surveyed ares;

g Specificproperties that were -
idenftfied, and the categoriesof

mfumsﬁon coBected; and .
- 8 Places examined that did not
contxin historic pmperhu o
Intensive survey is mest useful when

-t is necessary to know precuely what

historic properties &xist in a given area

- or wherinformation sufficient for later
evaluatien and treatment decisiors is
needed on individnal historic propertzen.
- Intensive survey descsibes the |
distribution of properties in an area
determines thermsbes, location. and
condiffon of propertfes; determines tha -
types of properties actually present

- within thre area; permits classification of

individual properties; and records the.
physical extent of specific properties.

An intensive survey should document: -~

1. The kinds of properties looked for:
" 2 The boundaries of the area
surveyed: ! :
3, The method of survey, including an

~

" estimate of the extent of survey

coverage;

4. A record of the presise location of
all properties identified: and

5. Information on the appearance,
significance, integrity and boundaries of
each property sufficient to permit an
evaluation of its significance:
Sampling

Reconnaissance or intensive survey
methods may be employed according to
a sampling procedure to examine less-
than-the-total project or planning area.

Sampling can be effective when
several locations are being considered
for an undertaking or when it is
desirable to estimate the cultural
resources of an area. In many cases;
especially where large land areas are
involved. sampling can be done in
stages. in this approach. the resuits of

detailed surveys. This “nesting”
approach is an efficient technique since .
it enables characterization of both large
and small areas with reduced effort. As
with all investigative techniques, such
- procedures should be desigmred to permit
an independent assessment of results.
Varioes types of sample surveys can
be conducted. including, but not limited
to: random, stratified and systematic.

~ Selection of sample type should be -
" guided by thre problem the survey is ~

expected to solve, the nature of the
expected properties and the Rature of

the ares to be surveyed.

Semple surveys may provide data to
estimate frequencies of properties and
types of properties within a specified
area at varicos confidence'levels. -

Selection of confidence levels shouldbe - -
- based upon the nature of the problem

the sample mrvey is designed'te
address. .
Predictive modzhng is an appbcanoa

- of basic sampling techniques that
- projects or extrapolates the number,

classes and frequencies of properties in

- unsurveyed areas based on those found

in surveyed areas. Predictive modeling
can be an effective toot during the early

" stages of planning an undertaking, for

targeting field survey and for other
mapegement purposes. However. the
accuracy of the model must be verified; -

" predictions should be confirmred through

field testing and the model redesrgned'
and retested if necessary.
Special survey techmqm
Special survey techmiques may be
needed in certain situstions. -
Remote senking techniques may be
the most effective way to gather
background environmental data, plan
more detailed field investigations. =~
discover certain classes of properties,
map sites, locate and confirm the

-presence of predicted sites. and define

features within properties. Remote
sensing technigues include aerial.

‘subsurface and underwater techniques.

Ordinarily the results of remote sensing
should be verified through independemnt
field inspection before making any
evaluation or stetement regarding
frequencies or types of properties.

Integmtmg Identification Results

The results of identification efforts
must be integrated into the pianning
process 8o that planning decisions are
based on the best availabie information.
The new informantion is first agsessed
against the objectives of the
identification effort to determine
whether the gathered information meets
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“the defined identification goals for the
historic context(s); then the goals are
adjusted accordingly. In addition, the
historic context narrative, the definition
"of property types and the planning goals
for evaluation and treatment are all
adjusted as necessary to wcommodate
the new dats. ;

Reponmg Identi ification Resulta

. Reporting of the results of
idenuﬁcanon activities should begln
with the stalement of objectives -

.prepared before undertaking the survey

The report should respond to each of the =

- major points documennng'
‘1. Objectives:’
2. Area researched or uu:veyed.
3. Research deszgn or ualament of

objectives; AR

4: Methods used, mc!udmg the :
intensity of coverage. If the methods ~
differ frem those outlined in the
statement of objectives, the r'euons :
should be explained. ° ST
- 5. Results: how the results meuhe -
objectives; result analysis, implications
and recommedations; where the
compiled information is located. -

A summary of the survey results
should bé avaiilable for.examination and -
distribution. Identified properties should
then be evaluated for possible mdusxon
in appropriate inventories. .

Protection of information about -
archeological sites or other properﬁer .

“that may be threatened by
dissemination of that information is
necessary. These may iniclode fragile:
archeological properties or properties
such as religious sites, atructures, or
objects, whose cultural value wouid be
compromised by public knowledge of
the property’s location.

Recommer.ded Sources a[ Technwal
Information

The Archeologicef Survey: Methods and
Uses. Thomas F. King. Intersgency
Archeological Services, U.S. Department of
the Interior, 1978. Washington. D.C. Available
through the Superintendent of Documents.
U.S. Government Printing Office,
Washington, D.C. 20402 GPO stock number

, 024-018-00091. Written primarily for the non-
archeologist. this publication presents
methods and objectives {or archeological
surveys.

Culturaf Resources Evaluation of the
Norihern Gulf of Mexico Continental Shelf.
National Park Service. U.S. Department of the
Interior, 1977.

Guidelines for Local Surveys: A Basis for
Preservation Planning. Anne Derry, H. Ward
Jandl. Carol Shull and Jan Thorman. National
Register Division, U.S. Department of the
Interior, 1978. Washington. D.C. Available
through the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office.
Washington. D.C. 20402. GPO stock number
024-016-0089-7. General guidance sbout

- Sedimentary Studies of Preluistoric-

designing and carrying out communify
surveys.

The Process of Field Research: Final
Report on the Blue Ridge Parkway Folklife
Project. American Folklife Center. 1981.

Regional Sampling in Archeology. David
Hurst Thomas. University of California,
 Archeologica! Survey Apnvaal Rz'pon. 1983-8,
11:62-100.

Remota Sensing: A Handbook for
Archeologists and Cultura! Resource
Menagsrs. Thomas R. Lyons and Thomas
_Eugens Avery. Cultural Rescurce

"Msnagement Division. National Park Service,

- US. Department of the Interior. 1877,

Remote Sensing and Non-Destructive
Archeology. Thomas R. Lyons and James L.

" Ebert, editors. Remote Sensing Division,
"Scuthwest Cultural Resources Center,
. National Park Service, U.S. Depertment of the:

Interior and University of New Mexico, 1978,
Remote Sensing Experiments in Cultural .
- “Resource Studies: Non-Destructive Methods
_of Archeological Exploration, Survey and
TAnclywzis. Thomas R Lyons, assembler.
reports of the Chaco Center, Number One.
Netional Park Service, U.S. Department of the
Interior and University of New Mexico, 1978,
Sampling in Archeology. James W, Mueller,
editor. University of Arizona Pnu. 1975.
Tucson, Arizona.

criteria. The criteria employed vary
depending on the inventory’s use in
resource management. -

Standard I. Evaluation of the
Significance of Historic Properties Uses
Estoblished Criteria

The evaluation of historic properties
employs criteria to determine which
properties are significant. Criteria
should therefore focua on historical,
architectural, archteclogical, engineering

. and cultural values, rather than on

" treatments. A statement of the minimum

- {nformation necessary to evaluate

properties against the criteria should be
provided to direct information gathering
activities.

Because the National Regxuter of R
Historic Places is a major focus of
preservation activities on the Federal,
State and Jocal levels, the National-
Register criteria have been widely

. adopted not only as required for Federal

Scholars as Contmctam Wnlllam ]. Mayer—

Oakes and Alice W. Portnoy, editors.
Cultural Resource Management Studies. Us.
Department of the Interior, 1878,
Archeological Sites. Sherwood Gagliano.
Charles Pearson, Richard Weinstein, Diana

” Wiseman. and Christopher McClendon. -
Division of State Plans and-Grants, National

. Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior,.
'1962. Washington, D.C. Availebie from
Coastal Environments Ine., 1280 Main Street,

- ‘Baton Rouge. Louisiana 70802. Establishes

and evaluates a method for employing
sedimentological analysis in distinguishing
site arees fram non-site areas when :
identifying submerged m:heolngxcal lﬂa on
the continental shelf.

StateSurvey Forms. Available from
Interagency Resource Management Division,
Netional Park Service, Department of the
Interior. Washington, D.C. 20240.
Characterizes cultural resource survey
documentation methods in State Historic
Preservation Offices.

Truss Bridge Types: A Guide to Dating and
Identifying. Donald C. Jackson end T. Allan
Comp. American Association for State and
Local History, 1977. Nashville, Tennessee.
Technical leaflet #83. Availabie from
AASLH, 708 Berry Road. Nashville,
Tennesses 37204. Information about
performing surveys of historic bridges and
identifying the types of properties
encountered.

Soéetary of the Interior’s Standards for
Evealuation

Evaluation is the process of
determining whether identified
properties meet defined criteria of
significance and therefore should be .
included in an inventory of historic
properties determined to meet the

purposes, but for State and local

.inventories as well. The National

Historic Landmark criteria and other
criteria used for inclusion of properties
in State historic site files are other
examples of criteria with different”  _.
management purposes. L

Standard II. Evaluation of Significance
Applies the Criteria Within Historic ~~ . _
Contexts o

~Properties are evaluated using & :

‘historic context that identifies the

significant patterns that properties °
represent and defines expected property
types against which individual
properties may be compared. Within -
this comparative framework, the criteria
for evaluation take on particular
meaning with regard to individual
properties.

Standard /ll. Evaluation Results in A
List or Inventory of Significant
Properties That Is Consulted In

Assigning Registration and Tmatment

Priorities

The evaluation process and the
subsequent development of an inventory
of significant properties is an on-going
activity. Evaluation of the significance
of a property should be completed
before registration is considered and
before preservation treatments are
selected. The inventory entries should
coniain sufficient information for
subsequent activities such as .-
registration or treatment of properties.
including an evaluation statement that
makes clear the significance of the
property within one or more historic
comtexts. '
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Standard IV, Bvatuation Reselts Are
Aade Avaslodde to the Public

Evaluation is the basis of registration
and treatmen? decisians. Information
sbout evaluation deciaions should be
organized and wvailabie for use by the.
geneml public and by those who take -
part irr decisions about registration and
treatment. Use of Mete computer-
assisted daiw bases should be 2 part of
the inflormation dissemination effort.

- Sexnsitive information, however, must be

A-ufegu'dedﬁanp pubhc A

Secretary of&tntuior’s Gmdalinu fn:
Evaluation -

 Introduction - -
" These GuidaBaes §nk the Standardt

for Evaluation witlr more specific -
-guidance and fechmical igformation. ' ~--

1;‘

These Guideliues describe one approach-

to meeting the Standards for E.\ra}mbm.
Agencies, organizativns, orindividuals

proposing to approach evaluation : '~

differently may wish to review their -~
ﬂpprnechmth tthatwmlPazk
Service.

The Gurdehms are orgamzed as v
- followss D e

The Evalauation Process ‘.~ B o

Criteria

Appﬁutrunof&mrhwmm ﬂ*ﬂttuﬂc
-Context

~{nventory

Recommended Sources.of Techmeal oy

* Informatiorr | R

The Evaluation Process . . j-'
These Guidelines describe principles

for gvaluating the significance of ocneox -

more historic properties with regud' o
givex set of cTitenia. .

Groups of related pmpecba shcmldbe
evaluated at the same time whenever
possible; for example, {oliowing
completion of a theme study or
commurity sorvey.

Evaluation_ shonld not be undertaker
using documentation that may be out of
date. Priorto proceeding with evaluation
the current condition of the property
should be determined and previous
analyses evalusted in light of any new
information.

Evaluation must be performed by
persons qualified by education, fraining
and experience in the application of the
criteria. Where feasible, evaluation
should be performed in consultation
with other individuals experienced in
applying the relevant criteria in the
Jeographical ares under consideration;
for example, the State Historic
Preservation Officer orlocal landmgrkx
commission.

Evaluation is completed with a
written determination that a property is

define how levels of sigmificance

or is not significant besed on provided ~
information. This statement should be
part of the record. -
Criteris: The purposes of evaluation’ -
criterie should be made cleer. For

. exampfe, the criteria may be ised “to

evaluate preperties for inclusion ip the
county landmarks list.” or “to impisment
the Natianal Register of Histaric Places
m’l .

For Federat coltwal rescarce . - -~
DEmogeIEent purposes; criteria used to
develop an inventory should be .
coordinated with the National Register
criferia for evaluation as implemented in -
the approved State mprebenﬂve

- historic preservation plan. - -

Canumofcmern.&nent:hmddbe
appropriate in scale to the purpose of

- the evaluetion For example, criteria
- designed to describe national-

significance should mot be used as the _
basis for creating @ county or State
inventory. Criteria should be categorical
and not attempt to describe-in detail -
every property likely to qualify. Criteria
should outline the ducxplmes orbroad
arens of concern (history, ucheo{ogy
mh:tectura! history, engineering
cuftare, for example) imchrded within the.
scope of the inventory; explain what
kinds, of properties, if any, are excluded
and the reasons for exclusian; and
are
measured, if such leveis are: .
inegrposated into the-criteria If the - - _

. Criteria.are to be used i situatioms -

wkere the Nutional Register criterie are
aiso widely oeed; it is valuable to
‘include & statement explaining the
reletionship of the criteria used to the
National Register criteria, including how
the scope of the invensory differs from
that defined by theNationst Register

- criterinand bow the mventory could be

use to identify properties that meet the
National Registercriteria,

‘Information Needed to Evaluate
Properties: The criteria should be
accompanied by & statement defining
the minimum information necessary to
evalunte properties to insuse that this
information is coliected during -
identification activities intended to
locate specific historic properties.
Generally, at least the following will be
needed: )

1. Adequately developed historfc
contexts. including identified property
types. {See the Guidelines for
Preservation Planning for discussion of
development of listoric contexts.}

2. Sufficient information about the
appearance, condition and associative
values of the property to be evaluated
to:

a. Classify it as to property type:

‘information necessary for evaluation - _
. and ahould not usnecessarily affect -
- significant features o¢ valueo of the

b. Compare ita features or
characteristics with those expected for
its property type: and

. & Define the physical extent of the
properfy and accurately locate the '
property. :

To facilitate distinguishing between
facts and analysis, the information ‘
should be divided into categories.

~ including idestification and dﬁlm

of pertinent historical contexts
- descriptian of the-propesty and its - -
significance in the historical context, .
and analyais of the integrity of the -
property relative to that needed to
represent the context.

Usually documentation need not
include such items as-a camplete titie-

.~ history or biography of every ownerofa- -~ .
property, except where that information °

is important in evaluating its - -
- significance. Information on proposed or
potential freatments or threats, such as.
destruction of a property through
uncontrollable natural processes, is also
not needed for evaluation, uniess those
effects are likely to occuz prior.to or .
during the gvaluation, thareby altering

_ the significant characteristic of the

" property. If archeological testing or

- structural analysis is needed for. -

. evaluation, it should not proceeded.

beyond the point of providing the

-

property.
When orore miomnon is meeded:

- . Evaluation cannot be conducted uniess

all necessary information is available.
(See Information Needed to Evaliate
Properties.] Any missing information or
analysis should be identified (e.g.
development of context or information
on the property} as well as the specific
activities required to obtain the
information (archival research. field
survey and testing, or laboratory
testing). When adequate information is.
not available, itis important to record
that fact so that evaluation will not be
undertaken until the information can be
obtained. In some cases needed
information is not obtainable. for
example, where historical records have
been destroyed or analytical techniques

. have not been developed to date

materials in archeologica!l sites. If an
evaluation must be completed in these
cases, it is important to acknowiedge
what information was not obtainable
and how that missing information may

. affect the reliability of the evaluation.

Application of the Criteria withirr a
Historic Context

The first step in evaluation is
considering how the criteria apply to the



_ property type under each criterion.
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particular historic context This is done
by reviewing the previously developed
narrative for the historic cantext and

" - determining how the criteria would

apply to properties in that context,
based on the important patterns. events,
persons and cultural values identified.
(See the discussion aof the historic
context namrative in the Guidelines for
Preservation Planning.} This step
includes identification of which criteria
each property type might meet and how
integrity is to be evaluated foreach =
Specific guidelines for evaluating the
eligibility of individual propertics should

- ‘be established. These guidelines should-

outline and justify the specrﬁcpirymcal
characteristics or data requirements that ~

.an individual property must possess to
particular

retain integrity af:; the
property type; define the process
which revisions o additions can be-. ,br
made to the evaluation framework.
_ Considesation of property fype and
er bowthe -
criteria apply fo the particular historic
context, the evaluation process for s
property generally includes thv
following steps: o
1. A property i classified as to the
appropriate historic context{sj and =
x;;;perw type(s}. i no existing property -
e is appropriate, 8 new property type
is defined. its- valneudam%ed. u&:be
specific characteristics or data .. :
requirements are outlined and jnltxﬁ.ed'
as an additiar le the bistoric context. I
_necessary, a new historic context is. .
defired for which waloes andproperty ~
types and their integrity reqmmmentl
are identified and justified.
Z A comparison is made between the

existing mformatxon about the property . -

and the integrity characteristics or data-
required for the property type. -

a. If the comparison shewa that the
property possesses these characteristics,
then it is evaluated as significant {or
that historic context. The evaiuation -
includes a determination that the
property retains integrity for its type.

b. If the camparison shows that the
property does not meet the minimum
requirements, cne of several conclusions

_is reached:

{1) The property is determined not
significant because it does not retain the
integrity defined for the property type.

(2) The property has characteriatics
that may make it significant but these
differ from those expected for that
property type in that context. In this -
case. the historic context or property
types shauld be reexamined and revised
if necessary, based on subsequent
research and survey.

- The evaluaticn should state how the
particular property meets the integrity

requirements for its type. When a
property is disqualified for losa of

" integrity, the evpluation statement -

should focus on the kinds of integrity
expected for the property type, those
that are absent for the disqualified
property, and the impact of that absence
on theproperty s ability to exemplify
architectural, historical or research -
values within a pamcnhr historic
coutext.

- The integrity of the property in its
current condition, rather than its likely
condition after a proposed treatment,
should be evaluated. Factors such as
strocturat problems, deterioration, or
abendonment should be considered in
g evaluatm:{ c:lx:l‘y if they hm}e affected

integrity significant features or
r.hmdzmhm of thapropatty

Inventary - ~

- An fnventory is & mpommry of
” information oa specific properties

evaluated a3 significant. -

Comtent: The imventory should '
include.

1. Summaries of the important historic
contexts. These may be in the form of an.
approved plan or mlyses of histaric
contexts important in the history of the
geographical area covered by the
inventory.

2. Descriptions of ngmﬁcant property

- types of these comtexts, whether or not
any specific properties hn:n beem  _
identxﬁad. —

or other identification activities, even if
the level of informatian on specific

" properties ideatified as part of those
u:xmdulu not sufficient to evalugte
indivi properties.

4. Information on individual properties
that was used in evaluation.

Historic contexts are identified by -
name, with reference {9 docaments
desaribing those contexts, ar with a
parrative statement about the cantext(s)

. where such documents do not exist.

A descriptian of the property. Part of

“this description may be a photographic
_record.

A statement that justifies the
significance of the property in relation to
its context(s). This statement should
include an analysis of the istegrity of
the property. -

Bourndaries of the property.

A record of when a property wes
evaluated and included in the inventory,
and by whom.

Records on demolished or altered
properties and properties evaluated as
not significant should be retained, along
with full description of areas surveyed.
for the planning infarmation these
records provide about impacts to
properties and about the location and

character of non-significant properties
to prevent redundant identification work
at a lster time. .

Maintenance: Inventory entries should
be maintained so that they accurately
represent what is known about historic
properties in the area covered by the
inventory. This will include new
information gained from research and
survey about the historic contexts,
property types, and previously
evaiuated properties, as wellag ‘.
information about newly evaluated
properties. For individual properties,
additian of kinds of significance change
in the boundaries, ar loas of significance
through demolition or alteration ahould
be recorded. :

Uses and Availability: An mven.tory
should be managed so that the

B information is accesxible. Its nsefulness

depends on the organization of
information and on its abilty to . ..
incorporate new information. An *°,
inventory should be structured so that
eniries can be retrieved by locality urby—
historie cantext. -

The availability of the inventory
information should be announced ora
summary should be distributed. This
may be in the form of a list of properties
evaluated as significant or a summary of

_ the historic contexts and the kinds of

ies in the inventory. Inventories
should be avilable to managers,” -

planners, and the general puhlic at locaL

3. Results ofucommey: State.reg:onal.md}'emm .

levels. .
It isnewsary to protect m.folmanou
about archeological sites or other
properties whose integrity may be
damaged by widespread knowledge of
their location. It may also be necessary
to protect information an the location of
properties such as religious sites,
structures, or objects whose cultural
value would be compromised by public

* knowledge of the property’s location.

Recommended Sources of Technical
Informetion

How to Apply the National Register
Critera. Available through the National

Register Branch, Interagency Resources

Division, National Park Service, U.S.
Department of the Interior, Washington.
D.C. 20240. Provides detalied technical
information about interpretation cf the
significance and integrity criteria used
by the National Register of Historic
Places program.

How To Series. Available through the
Nationa] Register Branch, Interagency
Resources Division, National Park
Service, U.S. Department of the Interior.
Washington, D.C. 20240. Discusses
application of the National Register
criteria for evaluation. Titles include:
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How To Establish Boundaries for may be appropriste deperding on the the field of historic preservation. in
National Register Properties. intended use of tha register. . consultation with those who Pvnnll use or
How To Evaluate and Nominate D - - .. . be affected by the program. Prior to
Potential National Register Properties imé”“onﬂlgggn Information is taking effect, procedures should be
That Have Achieved Significance - K . published or circulated for comment at
Within the Last 50 Yesrs. = Information should be readily the governmental level at which they
How To kmprove Quality of Photos for 7 available to the publicandto - will be used. (Procednres for fegistration

~ Nutional Register Nominations.

How To Apply for Certification of
Significance Under Section 2124 of the
Tax Reform Act of 1878. - :

How To Apply for Certification ol State
and Local Statutes and Histonc
Districts.

- How To Quality Historic Pmperﬁet -

Underthe New Federal Law Aﬁective

- Essemaents.

Importance of Small, Swface. and
Disturged Sites as Sources of S:gmfzcant

. Archeological Dota. Valerie Talmage'
and Olga Chesler. Interagency -

. Archeological Service 1977. thmston.
D.C. Available from the National
Technicgl Information Service. NTIS -
Publication Number PB 270939/ AS. -
Discusses thé role of small, surface, and

disturbed sites as sources of mgniﬁcant :

information about a variety of
prehistoric activities. These types of
sites-are frequently ignored in the

development of regional nuhaologxcal— T

esearch dezngna

Soaauryoftholnw:Smduanor

of properties-evaluated as significant.
Preservation benefits provided by
various registration programs range

from honaorific recognition to prohxbmon-
of demolition or alteration of included
properties. Some regisration programs

provide recognitios and other broed -~ -

benefits while other prograine authorize
more specific forms of protection.

Standard L Registration Is Conducted
.According To Stated Procedures

Registration of historic properties in
the National Register of Historic Places
must be done in accordance with-the
Nationa! Register regulations published
in the Code of Federal Regulations. 38
CFR 80 Registration for-other lists or
purposes follow an established process
that is understood by the public.
particularly by thowe interests that may
be affected by regisiration.

Standard Il. Registration Information
Locates, Describes and Justifies the
Significance and Physical Integrity of a
Histor.c Property

Registers are used for planning,
research and trestment. They must
contain adequate information for users
to locate a property and understand its
significance. Additional information

gsovernment agencies responsible for the

. preservation of historic properties and

for other planning needs.

Sunnryoftholnhnnﬂﬁuidchnufu
btoduction © | ¢+
These Guidelines link the Standards

- for Registration with more spetific

guidance and technical information. .

They describe one approach to meeting .

the Standards for Registration. -
Agencies, organizations, or individuals

. proposing to approsch registration

differently may wish to review their
lpproach with tbe National Park

The Guidelmes are orgamzed as .
follows:

Purpose of Regutntxon Progrmr

Registration Procedures - B .

Documentation on Regmend Pruperuu

Public Availability .

Recommended Sources of ‘rechmal
lnformtxon

.Pwpoaeafﬂegutraaan P}vgmms .

" Registration of historic properties is -

- the formal recognition of properties that
Registration is  the- formal recogmﬁon

have been evBluated as significant -
uccarding fo written criteria.

: Registration results in-an official * -
inventory or list that servesan -~ - -

administrative function. A variety of
benefits or forms of protection accure to
a registered property, ranging from
honorific recognition to prohibition of
demolition or alteration.

Some registration programs provide -
recognition and other broad benefits or
entitiements, while other registrations of

" properties may. in addition, authorize

more specific forms of protection. The
application-of the registration process
should be 2 logical outgrowth of the
same planning goals and priorities that
grided the identification and evalustion
activities. All registration programs
should establish priorities for
racognition oftheir suthorized range of
properties; provide for confidentiality of
sersitive information: and establish a
means of appealing the registration or
non-registraticn of a property.
Registration Procedures

Explicit procedures are-essential
because they are the means by which
the public can understand and
participate in the registration process.
Procedures for registration programs
should be developed by professionals in

of properties in the National Register of
Historic Places and the National
Historic Landmarks list, for example,
are published in the Federal Register.)

. _Any regntnnon program should
mdude

* 1. A professional staff to prepare or
assess the documentation;

2. A profeasional review, mdependent
of the nominsting source, to provide an
mpart:al evaluation of the documented '
significance; - -

3. Adequate notice fo property :
owners, elected officials and the public
about proposed registrations and the - -
effects of listing, if any; and.

4. A means of public participation..

Professional Review: The registration
process should include an independent -
evaluation of the significance of the
property and of the quality and’ .
thoroughness of the documentation
supporting that significance. Such.
evaluation ensures that significance is
adequately justified and that
registration documentation meets the-
technical requirements of the -
registration process. "

State and local preservation - :
programs, concerned with both public -
and private properties, generally usea —
review board, panel or commission. Thxs
level of professional review has proven
to be effective in assessing the :
significance of properties considered for
registration. .

Review boards and other forms of

.. independent review should include

professionals in the fields or diciplines
included in the criteria; representatives
of other fields or disciplines may be
desirable to reflect other values or
aspects of the register. Key personnel
must be qualified by education. training
or experience to accomplish their
designated duties. (See the Professional
Qualifications Standards.)

The scope of the independent review

 should be clearly stated in the

registration procedures and should not
include issues outside the scope of the
applicable criteria for evaluation and
other areas specified in the procedures.
Generally, independent reviewers
should not be involved in any prnimary
research or analysis related to
properties under consideration; this
information should be gathered and
organized prior to review meetings.
Documentation presented to the
reviewers should be made available to
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the public prior to review meetings or
public hearings. Registration of
properties should not take place until _
review of documentanon has been
completed.

Public Notice: Adequate notice allows
property owners, officials and other
imterested parties to comment on.

proposed registrations prior to action by -

the independent reviewers. The degree
of protection and control provided by a
registration program mey be a factor in
determining what constitutes adequate
notice. For example, adequate notice of
- proposed inclusion in honorific registers
may be less complex than that for
registration that resuits in local controls

on altetauon or demohh‘on' of regintered .

Noﬁce to elected officials amfthe -

public is necessary to distribote” 7 =

information about potent?a} registrations
of concern to planming and developmznt -

interests.

Adequate notice to pruperty owners
may be accomplished through-mesns
ranging from individeal notification by
mail to publication of & public nm
depending on the nature of the -
registration progrem and the number ..
and character of the properties involved.

Public potices and ommhﬁeaﬁm
about proposed registrations should -
include the dates and times of public
meetings and review meetings, the kinds
. of comments that are appropriate, and
how comments will be cansi
evaluation process. The notice should. -
also state where information can be -
obtained about the regiatration prom
the criteria used to evaluate properties. -
for inclusion, and the significance of

. -specific properties under consideration. -

The procedures should include &
means of public participetion in the form
of submission of written commentsora
review meeting open to thepnhlicors
public bearing. .

The procedures should state time
periods within which reviews, notices,
comments, public hearings, review
meetings and appeals will occur. The
time periods should be short enough to -
allow for efficient recognition of historic
properties but also allow adequate lime
. for public comment and participation bry
those affected. Time periods may vary
depending on whether activities are
carried out at the local, State, or
_ national level. These time schedules

should be widely circulated so that the
process is widely understood.

Appeal Process: A means of appeal
should be included in the registration
process to allow for reconsideration of a
property's inclusion. Reasons for appeal
may range from existence of additional
information about the property
supporting or refuting its significance to

" admimistrative or procedural error. An

appeal process should specify ta whom
an appeal may be made and how the
information that is provided wiil be
evaluated. The appeal procedures
should also state the time limit, if any,
on appealing & decision and on
consideration of information and
issuance of a decision by the appeal
authosity, °

Documéntation on quzzzered Properties

Documentationrequirements should
be carefully weighed to provide the
Informstion octually needed 10 reach a

":registration decision and should be.

' muds public. It should be made certain
that identification and evaluation
activities obtainr and record the
information necessary forregistration.
Documentztion should be prepared in a
standardized format and on materials
that are archivally stable and easy to
hhlouhnn. The pndseb:o:iat‘ig ofa
toric property must e -

Street sddress, town or vicinity, and”
county should be provided. Pmperﬁ»

.v ‘should also be located on maps; these

‘may be USGS maps county planning
maps, or city base maps or real estate

maps. A wniforse system of noting -
tocation, mcbuummdpomuor

.longitude and latitude, shoald

sapplement mapping. 1t is reemnmended
that gach registration process

standardize the preferred choice of
mwmbthempeoftbe

lhazpﬁcn An aecunts description
of a property includes a description of

‘both the currént and historical physical -

appearance and condition of the

_ property and notes the relevant property

type(s) for the applicable historic.
context{s). Discnssion should inclode
alterations, deterioration, relocation and

" other changes to the property since its
significance.

period of

Significance: A statement of
significance should explain why a
property meets the criteria for inclusion
in the register to which it has been
nummated.

This staternent should contein at leut
3 elements:

1. Reference to the relevant historic
contexi(s):

2. ldentification of relevant property
types within the context and their
characteristics; and

3. Justification that the property under
consideration has the characteristics
required to qualify it.

Relevant historic contexts can be
identified through reference to the
preservation plan or other documents
where the cantexts have been

p‘reviouslg.{ described or can be provided
by a narrative discussion of the cantext
(The development. of contexts and their

= use in evaluating properties are -

discussed in the Guidelines for
Preservation Planning and the E
Guidelines for E\éalua‘t:l:m.) A significant
roperty and its characteristics are
i’;iennﬁedmer through reference to the
historic context(s) or by a narrative in
the documentation that describes
historic coniexta. Justification of a
spécific property is made by systematic
comparison of its characteristics to -
those required for the property type.
Boundaries: The delineation and - .

. justification of boundasies for a

regntemdpropartymxmportan!for

" future treatment activities. [t is .

. expecially critical when legal restraints
or restrictions may result from the <
- registration of properties. Thua,
boundaries should correspond as closely
as possible to the actual extentand -
configuration of the pruperty and should
be carefully selected to encompasa, but
not exceed, the extent of the significant
resource(s). The selection of boundaries
should reflect the significant aspects of
the property. ' R
Arbitrary boundaries thould nat be ,
chosen for ease of description since this.

.~ can resuit in the inclusion of unrelated -

land ar in exclusion of a portion of the
historic property. Present property lines
shonld not be chosen as property .
boundaries without careful analysis of
‘whether they are appropriate to the
historic property. A single uniform.
boundary description and acreage
should not be applied to a group or clasa
of properties (antebelhum plantations,
for example) without examination of the
actnal extent of each property. The
selectad boundaries should be justified
as appropriate to the historic property.

Boundaries should be clearly and *
gredsely described, using a verbal

oundary description, legal description.
accurate sketch map, or lines drawn on
Base maps, or a combination of these
where needed to specify the limits of the
property being registered. When used,
maps should show the location of
buildings, structures, sites or objects

within the boundary.

Updating Information on Registered
Properties: A change in the condition of
the significant features of a property
may require a change in the official
registration record. Alteration of a
significant architectural feature, for
example, could meen that a property is
no longer significant for its architectural

" design.

Additional significance of registered
properties may be identified through
development of new historic contexts.
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Research may reveal that a property is
gnificant in other historic contexts or
18 significant at a higher level For
example, a property previously
recognized as of local significance could
be found to be of national significance.
A change in location or condition of a
registered property may mean that the
property is no longer significant for the
reasons for which it was registersd and
_ the property shmddbedeletedfmm !he
registered list.

Public Availability '_

Lists of registered properties should
be readily available for public use, and" .
information on registered properties -
should be distributed dn & regularbasis.
Lists of properties registered nationally -
are distributed through publicatior in
the Federal Register and to :

Congressional Offices and State Historic

Preservation Offices. Comprehensive
information should be storedand =
maintained for public nae at designated”
national, State and local authorities ~,
open to the public on a regular basis.” _
Information should be retrievable by -
the property name, and location, historic
context or property type. The specific
location of properties that may be -
hreatened by dissemination of that
information must be withheld These =
may include fragile archeological -
properties or properties such as religious
sites, structures, or objects whose :
cultural value would be compromised by.
public knowledge of the property -
location. e

Recomended Sources of Techmca!
Information

How to Complete National Regmer Forms.
National Register Division, Netional Park-
Service, U.S. Deparment of the Interior, 1977.
Washington, D.C. Available through the
Superintendept of Documents, US
Government Printing Office, Washington,
D.C. 20402 GPO Stock Number 024-005—
00666—4. This publication is the standard =«
reference on the documentation requirements
of the National Register of Historic Places
program.

How To Series. Avuilable through the -
Nationg] Register Branch. Interagency -
Resources Division. National Park Service.
Department of the latericr 26240, These
information sheets contain supplementary
information about interpreting the National
Register criteria for-evaluation and
documentation requirements of the National
Register registration program. Title include:
How To Establish Boundaries for National

Register Properties.

How To Evaluate and Nominate Potential
National Register Properties That Have
Achieved Significance Within the Last 50
Years.

How To Improve the Quality of Photographs
for National Register Nominations.

How To Apply for Certification of .
ignificance Under Section 2124 of the Tax
Reform Act of 1976, .
How To Apply for Certification of State and
Local Statutes and Historic Districts.
How To Qualify Historic Properties Under
the New Federal Law Affecting Easements.’

Nots oz Documentation and Treatment
JWMQ

Documentation and treatment of
historic properties includes s variety of

. techniques to preserve or protect

properties, or to document their historic

- values and information. While

documentation activities may be applied

_to any potentially historic property,
- generally only those properties that first

have been evaluated as significant
agrinst specified criteria (such as those

. of the National Register) are treated.

Some commonly applied treatments are
preservation in place, rehabilitation,
restaration and stebilization; there are
other types of treatments also.
Documentation and treatment may be -
applied to the same property; for-. - -
example, archeological, histarical, and
architectural documentation may be
prepared before a structure is stabilized

. or before foundations or chimneys or
- other lost features are reconstructed.

Alternatives for treatment will usually

Beavaﬂable. and care should be applied _
*.. in choosing among them. Preservation in
place is generally preferable to moving a -

property. Over time, the preferred
treatment for a property may change: for
example, an archealogical site intended
for preservation in place mey begin to
erodeso that a combination of -
archeological documentation a.nd
stabilization may be required. If a~
decision is made that s particalar
property will not be preserved in place,
the need for documenution must then
be considered.

The three sets of documentatmn
standards (i.e., the Standards for -
Historical Documentation, Standards for
Architectural and Engineering

.Documentation, and Standards for -

Archeological Documentation) as well
as the Standards for Riatoric
Preservation Projects (Acquisition,
Preservation, Stabilization, Protection.
Rebabilitation, Restoration, and
Reconstruction) describe the techniques
of several disciplines to treat historic
properties, and to document or preserve
information about their historical
values. The integration of planning for
documentation and treatment with their
execution is accomplished in a
statement of objectives, or regearch
design. Because both the goals and
appropriate methodologies are likely to
be interdisciplinary in nature, the
relationship among these various

activities should be specified in the
research design to ensure that the
resulting documentation produces a
comprehensive record of historic
properties in an efficient manner.

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for "
Historical Docnmnhﬁgn . ’

Historical documentation provides
important information related to the
significance of a property for use by
historians, researchers, preservationists,
architects, and historical archeologists.
Research is used early in planning to
gather information needed to identify
and evaluate properties. (These .
activities are discussed in the Standards
and Guidelines for Preservation .
Planning and the Standards and .
Guidelines for Identification.) Historical

" documentation is also a treatment that

can be applied in several ways to .
properties previously evaluated as
significant; 1t may be used in -
conjunction with other treatment .
activities (as the basis for rehabxhtanon A
plans or interpretive programs, for -
example] or as a final treatment to —
preserve information in cases of ~ -
threatened property destruction. These
Standards concern the use of research
and documentation as & treatment.

. Standard I. Historical Documentation

Follows a Research Design That :
Responds to Needs Identzf ed i in the
PIanmng Process

- Historical documzntaﬁon is

undertaken to make a detailed record of

the significance of a property for
research and interpretive purposes and
for conservation of information in cases
of threatened property destruction.
Documentation must have defined
objectives so that proposed work may
be assessed to determine whether the

" resulting documentation will meet needs

identified in theplanning process. The
research design or statement of
objectives is a formal statement of how
the needs identified in the plan are to be
addressed in a specific documentation
project. This is the framework that
guides the selection of methods and
evaluation of results, and specifies the
relationship of the historical
documentation efforts to other proposed
treatment activities.

Standards Il. Historica! Documentation
Employs an Appropriate Methodology
to Obtain the Information Required by
The Research Design

Methods and techniques of historical
research should be chosen to obtain
needed information in the most efficient
way. Techniques should be carefuily
selected and the sources should be
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recorded.so that other researchers can
verify or locate information dncovered
during the research. -

Standard Hl. The Results of Historical
Documentation Are Assessed Against
the Research Design and Ihtegm‘ed Into
the Planning Process

Documentation is one product of
research: information gatherd about the
usefulness. of the research design itself
.is another. The research results are
-assessed against the research design to
determine how well they meet the -

objectives of the research. The results
* are integrated into.the body of current

knmvledge and reviewed for their -

.implications for the p)annmgprocesa. :
The research design is reviewed'to
determine how future resesrch designs
might be modxfied based on the lcnvity
conducted. - .

Standard I'V. The Resalts of Iﬂstonca)
Documentation Are Reported and Made
Avazlable to the Public.

Research results must be acz:esslble to-
prospective users. Résults should be
communicated to the professional
community-and the public in reports -
summarizing the documentation activity
ard identifying the repository of )
additional detailed information. The - -

. goal of disseminating information must -
be balanced, however, with the need ko
protect sensitive information whose -
disclosure might result in damage to
properties. = |
Secretary of the Interior's Gunielmal for .
Historical Documantahon -

Introduction
These Guidelines link the Standards

for Historical Documentation with more- .

specific guidance and technical’ -
information. They describe one - )

approach to meeting the Standards for - -

Historical Documentation. Agencies,
organizations or individuals proposing
to approach historical documentation
differently may wish to review their
approaches with the National Park
Service.

The Guidelines are organized as
. follows: -
Historical Documentation Objectives
Research Design
Methods
Integrating Results
Reporting Results

Recommended Sources of Technical = --

Information

Documentation Objectives

Documentation is a detailed record in
the form of & report or other written
document, of the historical context(s)
and significance of a property.
Historical research to create

documentation uses archival materials,
oral history techniques, ethnohistories,
prior research contained in secondary
sources and other sources to make a
detailed record of previously identified
values or to investigate particular
questions about the established

. significance of-a property or properties.
It is an investigative technique that may

be employed to document associative,
architectural, cultural or informational .
values of properties. It may be used as a
component of structural recording or
archeological investigation, to enable
interpretation or to mitigate the
anticipated loss of a property through
conservation of information about its -
historical, architectural or archeological

-significance. Documentation generally -

results in both greater factual . .
knowledge about the specific property

. ard its values.-and in better -

understanding of the property in its

‘historical context. In addition to

increasing factual knowledge about a
property and its significance in one
historical context, documentation may
also serve to link the property to or

define its importance in other known or -

yet-to-be defined historic contexts.
Documentation should incorporate,

- rather than duplicate, the findings of .
‘previous research. Research may be
. undertaken to identify how a particular

perty fits into the work of an -

pro
_architect or builder; to analyze the

historical relationship among several

" properties; or to docnment in greater -

detail the historical contexts of -
\ properties. The kinds of questions

‘. investigated will generslly depend on

what is already known or undérstood
and what information is needed. For
exanmple, documentation of a bridge
whose technological significance is well
understood, but whose-role in local -
transportation history is not, would
summarize the information on the
former topic and focus research on the
associative values of the property. The
questions that research seeks to answer
through deed, map or archival search,
oral history and other techniques may
also relate to issues addressed in -
structural documentation or -
archeological investigation, for example,
the reasons for and history of
modification of ® building to be the
subject of architectural-or engineering
documentation.

Research Design

Historical documentation is guided by
a statement of sbjectives, research
design or task directive prepared before
research is performed. The research
design is a useful statement of how
proposed work will enhance existing
archival data and permits comparison of

the proposed work with the results. The
purpose-of the research design is to
define the proposed scope of the
documentation work and to define a set -
of expectations based on the
{nformation available prior to the
research. Generally, the research design
also ensures that research methods are
commensurate with the type. quality
and soorce of expected information.
“The research design for a property

should identify:

1. Evaluated significance of the -
property(ies) to be investigated; s

2 Historical, architectural, -~ ~
ercheological or cultural issues relevant
to the evaluated ugmﬁcance of the ’

- property:

3. Previous research on those issues
and how the proposed work is related to

' existing knowledge:

4. The amount and kinds of
information required to produce reliable
historical analyses; - .

5.Methods to be used to obtain the
information;

8. Types of sources to be mvesngated;
types of personnel required;

7. Expected results or findings bued

" on available knowledge about the
- property and its context; and =~

B. Relationship of the proposed RN
historical docurnentation to other . _ -

.proposed treatment activities; for
- example, reeommendanons on the use..
 of documentation in interpretive

programs or other aspects of treatment
such as annmpated architectural, '
engineering or archeological
documentation). -
Research Methods

Research methoc's should be chosen.

" based on the information needs, be

capeble of replication and be recorded
so that another researcher could follow
the same research procedure. Sources
should be recorded so that other
researchers can locate or verify the
information discovered during the
search.

. Use of Sources: The variety of
available written and graphic materials
and the number of individuals that can
serve as sources, including but not
limited ta personal records, deed and
title books. newspapers. plats. maps,
atlases. photographs, vital records,

.. censuses, historical narratives.

interviews of individuals and secondary
source materials. should be considered
in developing the research design. Part
of the development of the research
design is deciding what kinds of source
materials are most likely to contain
needed information and at what point in

" the research process that information

will be most valuable. For example,
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often secondary sources are most evaluate the infonnaﬁm found in the preservation plamming and by the
iluable for gathering background documentary sowrces investigated. Peer  general public. Report formats may vary.

. formation. while primary sousces are

more useful to gather or confirm specific
facts. The documentation goals may not
require exhaustive investigation of
sources, such as deed records ot
building permits. Reseerch may be kept
cost-effective by making careful -
decisians about when to nee particniar

sources. thereby limiting the use of time-

co techniques to when .
absolutely necessary. Decisious about -
when to gather information may also
affect the quality of information thatcan
be gathered When dealing with large .
project areas where loss of many . -
properties is anticipated. it is impartant
. to-gather information fram local srchival
sources and oral histories before project .
activities destroy or disperse family-or .
community secords and residents. .
Anslysis of the accuracy and biases
of source materials is crifical in .
analyzing the informafion gathered from
these sources. Mapa, historical atlases
and insurance maps should be assessed
lie written records for errors, biases -
and omissions; for example, some map
soarces way vmit structures ofa ‘-
temporary nature or mmay not fally depict
ethnic or minorfty areas. Likewise, .
uildingplans and architectoral -
.enderings ey not reflect & structure as.

it was actuaby duilt. : ai

Amalysis: Analysts shoukd nvt mﬂy
focus on the issues defined m b
regearch design. bt shoudd also ex'p)m
major Dewr issvestdentified doring e -
course of resserch or analysis. The
documentation gathered may raise
important issues not previcusly N
considered, and further investigatian
may be importsent, particedarty when -
conu-adictury inform=fion has been
gathered. }t is-impertemt to examine the
imphcations of these new isswes to
enswere that they are invesngated ina
balanced wey.

Questions that should be consxde.red
in analyzing the information include:

1. Has enough imfermation been
gathered to anwser the questions that
were posed? .

2. Do the anewers contradict one
another? If so, it may be mecessery to
search for more evidence. li no
additional evidence is available,
judgements must be based on the

available sources, weighing their biases..

Coxrflicts of source materials should be
noted.

In general the more the researcher
.nows about the general historical
period and setting, and linitations of the
source materials under investigation. the
better the mdividual is prepared to

review or consuitation with other
knowledgeable individuals sbout the -
information and the tentative
conclusions can be an unpormm part of
the analysis.

Integrating Resully

- The results of docuinentation tust be
“integrated into the plarming process so
that planning decisions are based on the
best available informaiton. The new
information is first aswessed aguinst the
research desiga todetermine whether--
- the gathered information meets the
defized objectives of the resesrch. Then
the refevant inetoric contexts, property -
. types, and trextment goals’forthose -
contexts are all adjusted, as-recessary,

bacdu&elnmw dommtmm :

. results: -
Reporﬂngkesuns e
Rq:ub-hﬂdm .
LS“mdthepupocofthz- '
dnmammﬂnmw:hdemgnmd
gnethodsmtadn:qu:sof Ea—

inwestigation. v =
.2. Somrces of facts eraniy-un i‘hat«
otber ressarchers cam locate the
informatinm in ity original context.
~ Notawen of any coxflicts in source
materizls aud how the individoal
performugxhe dnmtmol - -

[RTE TR

T~

anwmm
and those mmmmm'
about!bm(s
4. Assessment of the accuracy, hunes
and historicsd perspective of all sources.
This mfermation and that identified in
_No. 3mybemndeén & annotaiend

b

5. Discumsior ninmmmmlysnand
results. mctuding conclusions regndmg
all mejor resenrch issues identified in
the resesrch design. as-well as
impaortant issues raiced in the course of
regesrch. The analysis should be '

summarized in terms of its impact on_
interpretating the property's mgmﬁcance
“and expanding or altering the
knowledge absut the property and its
context,

6. Researchers' imerpretation of
histotical evenis or rends. These
interpretations should be clearly
identified.

., Primary results should be preserved
and made accessible in some manner,
although they need not necessarily be
contained in the report. At a mimimum,
the repert should reference the location .
of notes and analyses.

Results of historical documemntation
should be made available for use in

depending on the audience and the
anticipated uses of the documentation.
but professionally accepted rules of
repart writing should be followed. if

~ rteports are of a technical nature, the

format of the major scientific journal of '

“the pertinem discipline may be the most

appropriate format. Peer review of draft -
reports is one means of ensuring that
state-of-the-art tecimcal reports are
produced.

Recommended Soumesaf‘l’ec!yuca/
Information

Folklife and Fieldworle A Layman's
Introduction to Field Technigues. Petes -
Bartis. American Folklife Center.
Waahington. D.C., 1878,

. Ordinary People ard Everyday [.xfe.
Perspectzves on the New Social History.
james B. Gcngu.-e and George Roflie Adams, _
editors, American Assaciation for State snd
Local History, Nashwille, Termessee, 1983. .

' The Procass-of Fiald Research. Carl ‘
Fleischhauver and Charles K Walle. American
Folklif» Center, Washington, D.C., 1981,

Researching Heritoge Buildings. Margaret
Carter. Ministry of the .EnmmL Ouswn.
Canada, 1083 : . :

. Secretamy- of the Interior’s Standards far

Axbtectmnhndﬁngmecmg
Demurentstion

These standards concern-the ,
dévelopment of documentation for - -
historic buildings, sites, structures and -
objects. This documentation, which -
usually consists of measured drawings.
photographs and written data, provides
impertant infarmation.an a property’s -
significamce for use-by scholars,

‘researchers, preservationists, architects,

engineers and others interested in
preserving srd understanding historic -
properties. Documentation permits .
accurste repair or reconstruction of
parts of a property. records existing
conditions for easements, or may
preserve indarmation about a property
that is to be demolished.

These Standards are intended for use
in developing documentation to be
included m the Historic American

. Building Survey {(HABS) and the Historic

American Engineering Record {HAER)
Collections in the Library of Congress.
HABS/HAER, in the National Park
Service, have defined specific
requirements for meeting these
Standards for their collections. The
HABS/HAER reqmrements include
information important to development of
documentation for other purposes such
as State or local archives
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Standard I. Documentatian Shall
A'dequately Explicate and lllustrate
What is Significant or Valuable About

the Historic Building, Site, Structure or

Object Being Documented.

The historic mgmﬂcance of the
. building, site. structure or object
identified ip the evaluation process
should be conveyed by the drewings,
photographl and other materials that
comprise documentation. The historical,
architectural; engineering or cultural -
values of the property together with the
purpose of the documentation activity' -
‘determine the leve] and methods of
documentation. Documentation .
_ prepared for submission to the Library
of Congress mustmeet tbe HABS/HAER
Cuidelines. - e

-

" Standard 11, Documentaﬂon ‘Shallbe "

Prepared Accurately From Reliable -
. Sources With Limitations Clearly "
. Statedto Permit Independent
Venfzcatxon of the Information. -

The purpose of documentanon isto -
preserve an accurate record of historic
properties that can be used in research -
and other preservation activities. To
serve these purposes, the documentation °

-‘must include information that™ penmu

asgessment of its reliability. . e

- Standard II. Documentatmn Shall be. .
Prepared on Moterials That are Read:ly

* Reproductible, Dumble and m_swndard .
. 'Sizes. -

The size and qualxty of documemtxon.-

materials are important factors in the
preservation of information for future-
use. Selection of materials should be -
based on the length of time expected for
storage, the anticipated frequency of use
and a size convenient for storage.

Standard I'V. Documentation Shall be
Clearly and Concisely Produced. -

In order for documentation to be
useful for future research. written -
materials must be legible and
understandable, and graphic materials
must contain scale information and
location references.

Secretary of the Interior’s Guidelines for
Architectural and Enginsering
Documentatioa

Introduction

These Guidelines link the Standards
for Architectural and Engineering
Documentation with more specific
guidance and technical information.
They describe one approach to meeting
the Standards for Architectural
Engineering Documentation. Agencies,
organizations or individuals proposing
" to approach documentation differently

o Defzm'bom

“= Field Photography—photdgraphy,

may wish to review their approaches
with the National Park Service.

The Guidelines are orgamzed as
follows: :

Definitions o
" Gosl of Documentation -
The HABS/HAER Collections
Standard I Content
STandard II: Quality
Standard IIL: Materials
Standard IV: Presentation 7 |
Architectural and Engineering Documen!aﬂorr
Prepared {or Other Purposes
_Recommended Sources of ‘rechnial
lnfarmnﬁon S

These definitions are used in
conjunction with these Guidelines:.
- Architectural Data Form—a one page
" HABS form intended to provide - - .

{dentifying informationfor - ~ .

accompanying HABS documentation. -
Documeniation—messured drawings,
photographs, histories, inventory cards

" orother media that depict historic

buildings, sites, structures of objects.
other than large-format photography,

intended for the purpose of producing . -

documenamon. usually 35mm.

Field Records—notesof - -~
.measurements taken, field photographa
. and other recorded information xntended
for the purpose of producmg -
documentation. - i
. Inventory Card—s one page form ’
which includes written data, a sketched

" site plan and ‘8 35mm contact print dry-~

mounted on the form. The negative, with
|8 separate contact sheet and index
should be mnluded wnh the inventory
card.

Large Format Photographa—— :
photographs taken of historic buildings,
sites, structures or objects where the

- negativeisa 4X5.5X7" or 8 X 10"

size and where the photograph is taken
with appropriate means to correct
perspective distortion.

Measured Drawings-—drawings -
produced on HABS or HAER formats
depicting existing conditions or other
relevant features of historic buildings, -

- sites, structures or objects. Measured

drawings are usually produced in ink on
archivaily stable material, such as
mylar.

Photocopy--A photograph, with large-
format negative, of a photograph or
drawing.

Select Existing Drawings—drawings
of historic buildings, sites. structures or__
objects, whether original construction or
later alteration drawings that portray or
depict the historic value or significance.

Sketch Plan—a floor plan, generally
not to exact scale although often drawn
from measurements, where the features

are shown in proper relation and.
proportion to one another.

Goal of Documentation
The Historic American Buildings

. Survey (HABS) and Historic American

Engineering Record (HAER) are the
national historical architectural and
engineering documentation programs of
the National Park Service that promote
documentation incorporated into the -
HABS/HAER collections in the Library
of Congress. The goal of the collections
is to provide architects, engineers,

* scholars, and interested members of the
- public with comprehensive . ’
* documentation of buildings, sites,

structures and objects significant in _ )
American history ard the growth and -~ -
development of the built environment. .
The HABS/HAER Collections: HABS/
HAER documentation usuzily consists
of measured drawings, photographs and:
written data that provide a detailed
record which reflects a property's
significance. Measured drawings and -

" . properly executed photographs act as'a
‘form of insurance against fires and ‘

natural disasters by permitting the

tepair and, if necessary, reconstruction
of historic structures damaged by such .
disasters. Documentation is used to _
provide the basis for enforcing
preservation easement. In addition,
documentation is often the last means of
preservation of a property; when a ’
property is to be demolished, its
documentation provides future
researchers access to valuable
information that otherwise would be
lost.

HABE/HAER documentation is
developed ip a8 number of ways. First
and most usually, the National Park
Service employs summer teams of
studen! architects, engineers, historians
and architectural historians to develop
HABS/HAER documentation under the
supervision of National Park Service
professionals. Second, the National Park
Service produces HABS/HAER
documentation. in conjunction with
restoration or other preservation
treatment, of histofit buildings managed
by the National Park Service. Third. .
Federal agencies, pursuant to Section
1101{b} of the National Historic
Preservation Act, as amended, record
those historic properties to be
demaolished or substantially altered as a
result of agency action or assisted
action (referred to as mitigation
projects). Fourth. individuals and
organizations prepere documentation to
HABS/HAER standards and donate that
documentation to the HABS/HAER
collecnons For each of these programs.
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\fferem Documnmaiwn Levels will be -

The Standards describe the -
fundamental principles of HABS/HAER
documentation. They are supplemented
by other material describing mare |
specific gnidelines, such as lioe weights -
for drawings, preferred techziques fox
architectural phatography, and Iormats -
for written data. This technical
‘information is found in the HABS/HAER
Procedures Manual. . -

These Guidelimes tnctude unportam
informration about developing
documentation for State or local
archives. The State Historic ©
Preservation Officer or the State Lbraty |
should be conmulted archival -
requirements if the documentationwill -
become part of their collections. Il - -

«establishing archives; the’ xmpumm
questions of ¢ and -
reprodncibility ahan!dbemadered in
- redntiom to tha.xmrpnsa of the ..

—

collection. - RN
Documentation prepamd for lhe -

purpose-of incinsion in theHABS/HA'ER
collections must meet the
below. The HABS/HAER «offjce of the
National Park Service retains the rightt
to refiise 10 ascept documentation for
sclusion in the HABS/HAER _ .
<ollections wheafhnxdacnmenum h
does not meet HABS/HAER 4

requu'ammasspeu.ﬁedbebu - ‘

Standtnﬂ:w

1. Requirement- Dncmantauon mn
adequately explicate and illusttate what.
is significant or valusble about the _

, histaric building, site, structure or object
being documented.

2. Criteria: Documentation shall mest -
one of the following dotumentation
levelsto be considered adequate for
inclusion in te HABS/HAER -
collectioms. o

a. Documertation Level ;. ~

(1) Drawings: a full set of megsured
drawings depreting existing orhxstunc
conditions.

{2) Photogrephs: photographs with
large-format negatives of exterior and
interior views; photocopies with large
format negatives of select existing
drawings or histeric views where
available. ) ’

{3) Written data: history and
description.

b. Documentation Level II:-

{1) Drawings: select existing drawings.
where available, shauld be

hotographed with large-farmat
.egatives or photographically
reproduced an mylar.

(2] Photographsx photographs with
large-format negatives of exterior and
interior views, ar histaric views, where
" availahie.

HAER inventory card.

’ Docnmzmlzullwouldba .
'mappmpnmfa' s huilding thatisa

{3 Wiritten date: history and - -
description. -

¢ Documentation Level L

(1) Drawings: sketch plan.

(2) Photographs: photographs with
large-format neganmnf exteriar nnd
interior views.
hx(:{ Written dat:: architecrint &m

4 Docnmemanon.uvel IV: HABS/

3 TestInspecfionof the =

. documentation by HABS/HAER staff.

4. Commentary: The HABS/HAER .

- - - office’retains the right to refuse to. ~
*-accept any documentation on buildings.

“site, structures-ar ebjects lacking

.. historical significance. Generally; L
berikdings, sites, structures ar abjects
most be listed in, or eligible for listing in

.+ the National Register of!ﬁstenc?hces

minor element of » historic district,
netable-onty far- context and.’
scale. A fuil set of meamred drawings
for such e missar bilding would be
expensive and would add little, fany, .

- mﬁm-u&mslm

pheatogeaphy
(Dveumentatien Lews 1T} woold seaily

htds;nxtnn moxdﬂ:esigmﬁcance u!
this type of

. 1ke aspect of the property
t is being documented should reflect

- the nature-and sigrificance of the

building, site, structuse or object being
docimmented .For example, measured
drawings of Dankmar Adler and Loum
Sulliven's Anditorium Building m
Chicage shodd indicate not only
facades. floor plans and sections, but
also the inpovative structural and
mechamical systems that were
incorpurated in thet building. Large
formna? photograplry of Gunston Hall in
Fairfax County, Virginia, to take another
example, should clearly show William
Buckland's hend-carved moldings in the
Palladian Room. as well as other views.
HABS/HAER documentation is
usually in thre form of measured
drawings, photographs, and written
data. While the criteria in this section
have addressed only these media,
documentation need not be limited to
them. Other media, such as films of
industrial processes. can and have been
used to document historic buildings.
sites. structures or objects. If other
media are to be used, the HABS/HAER

office should be contacted before
" recording.

The actual selection of the

appropriate documentation level will
~vary, as discussed above. For mitigation

documentstion projects, this level will
be selected by the National Park Service
Regional Office and communicated to
the agency responsible for completing
the documestation. Generally, Level |
documentation is required for nationally
significant buildings and structures,
defined as National Historic Landmmsrks -
and the primary historic untts of the .
National Park Service. - -

On occasion. factors other than

significance will dictate the selection of:_ O .

snother level of documentation. For.
exa.mple if a rehabilitation of & property —
is planned, the owmer may wish to have
a full set of as-built drawings, even -
though the significance may indicate )
Level I documentation. : N
 HABS Leve] ] messured drawings
usually depict existing conditions-
through the use of a site plan, floor -
" plans, elevations. sections and
constroction details. HAER Level I
measmed drawings will frequently

- depict original conditions where

adequate historical material exists. so -
as to.illustrate manufacturing or -
engineering processes. .

1evel I decomentation differs &om
Lewel { by sabstitutiny copies of existing: *
_drawings, either original or alteration
drawings, for recently executed -
freasuwred drawings. If this is done, the
drawings must mest HABS/HAER
requirements outlined below. While
-existing drawings are rarely as suitable

. as as-built drawings, they are adquate in

many cases for documentation purposes.
‘Only when the desirability of having as-
buiit drawings is clear are Level ] -

- measured drawings required in addition

to.existing drawings. If existing
drawings are housed in an accessible
collection and cared for archivally, their
reproduction for HABS/HAER may not
be necessary. In other cases, Level |
measured drawings are required in the
absernice of existing drawings.

Leve} Il documentation requires &
siketch plan if it helps to explain the
structure. The architectural data form
should supplement the photographs by
explaining what is not readily visible.

Level IV documentation consists of
completed HABS/HAER inventory
cards. This level of documentation.
unlike the other three levels. is rarely
cansidered adequate documentation for
the HABS/HAER collections but is
undertaken to identify historic resources
in a given ares prior to additional, more
comprehensive documentation.
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Standard Il: Quahry

1. Requzremem. HABS and HAER
"documentation shall be prepared
‘accurately from reliable sources with
limitations clearly stated to permit

_ independent verification of information.

2 Criterig-For all levelg of - .
© documentation., the following qnahty
standards shall be metr . . .
‘& Measured drawings: Measured
drawings shall be produced from
recorded, accurate measureménts. -
Portions of the building that were not -

accessible for measurement should not

be drawn on the measured drawings,
-but clearly labeled as not accessible or
- drawn from available construction

" drawings and other sources and so. - . .’

{dentified. No part of the measured .
_drawings shall be produced from
hypothesis or non-measurement related
activities. Documentation Level o
measured drawings shallbe - .
accompamed by a set of ﬁeld\notebooh
in which the measurements were first.
recorded. Other drawings, prepared for -
Documentation Levels [ and I shall
inclirde a statement describing where

© " the original drawings are located.

-b. Large format photographs: Large ..~
format photographs shall clearly depxct '

the eppearance of the property and |
areas of significance of the recorded

- building site, structure or objeet. Each

view shall be perspechve—comected ud
fully captioned. |

- Negatives are required on safety film

T Xeroxig.

materials that are readily mprl:dixcible
for ease of access; durable for long =

- storage: and in standard sizes for ease.
‘of handling.

2. Critaria: For all levels of

documentation, the following material
standards shall be met:

a. Measured Drawings: -

‘Readily Reproducible: Ink on
translucemt material

Durable: Ink on archivally stable
materials: - .

Standard Sizes: Two sizes: 19{7, 24
or 24 % 38", -

b: Large Format Photographs

Readily Reproducible: Prints shall

" accompany all negatives.

Dursble: Photography must be
archivally processed and stored.

only. Resin-coated paper is not ~
accepted. Color photography is not
acceptable. - -

Standard Sizes: 'l‘hree uz,ea 4 x s" ‘

X7, 8X A0

¢. Writtenr History and Descnption -
Read.lly Reprodnmble Clean copy for
Durable Amhzval bondreqmred.
Standard Sizes: 8% X 11" o
" d. Field Records:. - .
Readily Reprodumble- F‘e‘ld L
 notebook§ may be xeroxed. Photo
identification sheet will accompany 35
- mm:negatives and contact sheets
- Durable: Norequirement. -

Sizes: Only ntis

. Standard.
¢ Written history: Written history a.nd “that they can be made to fitinto89% X

"description for DocumentationTevels 1
and II shall be based on primary sources.
to the greatest extent possible. For
Levels IIl and TV, secondary sources . .
may provide adequate information; if”
not, primary research will be hecessary.

A frank assessment of the reliability and

limitations of sources shall be included.
Within the written history, statements
shall be footnoted-as 1o their sources, -
where appropriate. The wrilten data
shall include a methodology section
specifying name of researcher, date of
research, sources searched. and
limitations of the project.
. 3. Test Inspection of the
documentation by HABS/HAER staff.”
- - 4 Commentary: The reliability of the
HABS/HAER collections depends on
documentation of high guality. Quakity
is not something that can be easily
prescribed or quantified. but it derives
frem a process in which thoroughness .
and accuracy play a large part. The
principle of independent verification
HABS/HAER documentation is critical
to the HABS/HAER collections.

Standard I1I: Materials

1. Requirement: HABS and HAER
documentation shall be prepared on

12’ archival folding fe.-
3. Test Inspection of the :
doaumentauon by HABS/HAER staff
'4. Commentary: Ail HABS/HAER

- records are miended for reproduction:

some 20,000-HABS/HAER records are
reproduced each year by the Library.of
Cungress. Although field records are not
intended for quality reproduction. it is

" intended that they be used to

supplement the formal documentation.

“The basic durability performance
" standard for HABS/HAER records is 500

years. Ink on mylar is believed to meet
this standard, while color photography,
for example, does not. Field records do
not meet this archival standard. but are
maintsined in the HABS/HAER
collections as & courtesty to the
collection user.

Standard IV: Presentation

1. Requirement: HABS and HAER -
documentation shall be clearly and -
concisely produced.

2 Criteria: For levels of
documentation as indicated below, the
following standards for presentation

. will be used:

a. Measured Drawings: Level |
measured drawings will be lettered

mechanically (i.e., Leroy or smnlar) or in
a handprinted equivalent style.
Adequate dimensions ghall be included
on all sheets, Level Il sketch plans

should be neet and orderty.

- b. Large format photographs: Level] |
photographs shall include duplicate
photogrephs that include a scale. Level

- 1 and IH photographs shall include, ata

-minimum, at least one photograph with .
a scale, usually of the principal facade.
¢ Written history and descriptidn:

. Data shall be typewritten on bond. -

follmng accepted rules ofgrammar o
3. Test Inspection of the. B

. documentation by HABS/HAER staﬂ’ .

- . Architectural and Engineering—- - LT
" Documentation prepared for Othet :

Pwposes
Where a Preservation planmng

. process is in use, architectural and

engineering documentation, like other
treatment activities, are undertakento
_achieve the goals identified by the '
“preservation planmng rocess, . .
Documentation is dehberately selected
as a treatment for properties evaluated

" as significant, and the development of
- the documentation program fora |

property follows from the planning
objectzves Documentation efforts focus
on-the si t characteristics of the -
property, as defined in the previously -
completed evaluation. The selecnon ofa
level of documentation and the ” S
documentation techniques (meuured
drawings, photography, etc.) is based on
the significance of the property and the

'managementneeds for which the

documentation is being performed. For
example, the kind and level of
documentation required to recard a
historic property for easement purposes
may be less detailed than that required
as mitigation prior to destruction of the
property. In the former case, essential
documentation might be limited to the
portions of the property controlled by
the easement, for example, exterior
facades: while in the latter case,
significant interior architectural features
and non-visible structural details would
also be documented.

The principles and content of the
HABS{HAER criteria may be used for
guidance in creating documentation
requirements for other archives. Levels
of documentation and the durability and
sizes of documentation may vary
depending on the intended use and the
repository. Accuracy of documentation
should be controlled by assessing the
reliability of all sources and making that
assessment available in the archival
record; by describing the limitations of
the information available from research
and physical examination of the

-
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property: and by retaining the pnmary
data (field measurements

notebooks) from which the arg:hival
record was produced. Usefulness of the
documentation products depetids on

" preparing the documentation en durable

materials that are able to withstand .
handling and reproduction, and in sizes
that can be stored and mpmdnced
without damage

Recommended Sources of Techmca.l
Information = .

Recording Historic Bmldmgs. Harley ]
McKee. Government Printing Office. 1870. |

- Washington, D.C_ Available through the - -

Superintendent of Documents, U.S.

- Gavernment Printing Office, Wuhmgton

D.C. 20402. GPO number 024-005-0235-9, -
HABS/HAER Procedures Manual. Historic -
American Buildings Survey/Historic
American Engineering Record, National Faxk
Service, 1960. Washington, D.C. -
Photogrammetric Recording of Cultural

- Resources. Perry E Borchera Technical

Preservation Services, U.S. Department oﬂhe
Interior, 1977. Washinton, D.C - '~
Rectified Photography and P}mto’memga

for Historic Preservation. |. Henry Clmmbeu

Technical Preservation Services, US. "
Department of the lntenor 1875. thmgmn.
D.C

Socmury of tha ln:mor’s sundnds &x
Archeological Documentstion .~ -

Archeologxcal documentation isa
series of actions applied to properties of
archeological interest. Documentation-of

- such properties may occur at any or all *

levels of planning, identification,
evaluation or treatment. The nature and
level of documentation is dictated by
each specific set of circumstances.
Archeological documentation consists of
activities such ee archival research,
observation and recording of above-
ground remains, and observation
{directly, through excavation, or
indirectly, through remote sensing) of
below-ground remains. Archeological
documentation is employed for the
purpose of gathering information on
individual historic properties or groups
of properties. J1 is guided by a
framework of objectives and methods
‘derived from the planmng process, and
makes use of previous planning
decisions, such as those on evaluation of
significance. Archeological —
documentation may be undertaken as an
aid to various treatment activities,
including research, interpretation,
reconstruction, stabilization and data
recovery when mitigating archeological
losses resulting from construction. Care
should be taken to assure that
documentation efforts do not duplicate
previous efforts.

- documentation may be undertaken to _

Standard I. Archeological-
Documentation Activities Follow an
Explicit Statement of Objectives and

- Methods That Responds to Needs

Identified in the Planning Process
Archeological research and

fulfill & pumber of needs, such as
overviews end background studies for

planning, interpretation or data recovery

integrated at this level of planning. The
results of the data analyses are
integrated into the body of current
knowledge. The utility of the method of
approach and the particular technigues
which were used in the investigation
(i.e. the research design] should be
assessed so that.the objectives of future
documentation efforts may be modxﬁed

accordingly.

to mitigate adverse effects. The planning  Siandard IV, The Results of

_meeds are articulated.in a statement of

objectives to be accomplished by the

.archeological documentation activities.

“ The statement of objectives guides the .

.+ selection of methods and techniques of .
~ study and provides a comparative

- framework for evaluating and deciding

the relative efficiency of alternatives.

- Satisfactory documentation involves the

use of archeological and historical
sources, as well as those of other
disciplines. The statement of objectives
usually takes thie form of a formal and

- explicit research deaign which has

- evolved from the interrelation of
planning needs, current knowledge,
resource value and logistics. -

Standard I The Methods and - -

Techniques of Archeological” ’
. Documentation are Selected To Obtain
the Information Required by the - -

o © Statement of Ob]ecaves :

The methods and techmq-nes chosen

g for archeological documentation shoild
be the most effective, least destructive, .

most efficient and economical means of
obtaining the needed information. -
Methods and techniques-should be
selected so that the results may be
verified if necessary. Non-destractive
technigues should be used whenever
appropriate. The focus on stated
objectives should be maintained
throughout the process of study and
documentation. -

Standard ITI. The Results of
Archeological Dacumentation are
Assessed Against the Statement of
Objectives and Integrated Into the
Plonning Process

One product of archeologxcal
documentation is the recovered data:
another ia the information gathered
about the usefuiness of the statement of
objectives itself. The recovered data are
assessed against the objectives to
determine how they meet the specified
planning needs. Information related to

archeological site types, distribution and

density should be integrated in planning
at the level of identification and
evaluation. Information and data
concerning intra-site structure may be
needed for developing mitigation
strategies and are appropriately

Archeologital Documentation are .
Reported and Made Avmlable to the
Public

‘Results must be accessxble to a broad
range of users-including appropriate
agencies, the professional community
and the gereral public. Results should
be communicated in reports that .
summarize the objectives. methods,
techniques and results of the :
documentation activity, and identify the
repository of the materials and
information so that additional detailed -

" information can be obtained. if

necessary. The public may also benefit
from the knowledge obtained from
archeological documentation through ~
pamphlets, brochures, ledflets, displays
and exhibits, ot by slide, film or multi-

. medie productions. The goal of
disseminating information must be -

. balanced, however, with the need to. -

protect sensitive information whogse _ -
-disclosure might result in damage to
properties. Curation arrangements -~
sufficient to preserve artifacts,
specimens and records generated by the
investigation must be provided for to
assure the availability of these matemls

- for future use.

Secretary of the Interior’s Guidelines for
Amhoofogiqgl‘ Documentation

Introduction

These Guidelines link the Standards
for Archeological Documentation with
more specific guidance and technical
information. They describe one
approach to meeting the Standards for
Documentation. Agencies. organizations
or individuals proposing to approach
archeological documentation differently
may wish to review their approach with
the National Park Service.

The Guidelines are organized as
follows:

Archeological Documentation Objectives

Documentation Plan

Methods

Reporting Results

Curation

Recommended Sources of Technical
Information

1. Collection of base-line data:
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2. Problem-oriented research directed
toward particular data gaps recognized
in the historic Context(s}; . - )

3. Preservationor illustration of -
significance which has been identified
for treatment by the planning process; or

4. Teating of new investigative ar
conservation techniques, such as the
effect of different actians such as forms
of site’burial [aqueous or non-aqueous}.

Many properties having archealogical
components have associative values as
well as research values. Examples.
include Native American sacred areas -
and historic sites such as battiefields.
Archeclogical documentationmay -
preserve information or data that are

linked te the identified valnes thata . .
particular property possesses
Depending on the property ¢ and the'

" range of valnes represented By '

property, it may be necessaxym recover
information that relates Yo an aspect of
the property’s significance other than

- the specified research questiona. It i "
possible that conflicts may atise -~ -
between the optimal realizations-of - -
research goals and other issues such as '
the repognition/ protection of other types
of gssociative values. The reaearch
design for the archeological T
doecumentation shonld provide for ¥
methods and procedires to resolve such

conflicts, and for the tlose coordination -

of the acchenlogical research with the. - -

. appropriate ethmographic, snunlm
techpological research. T e

-~ Archeological Dacumentaban o
Objectives -

The term "a.rchwlogmal '
documentation” is'uséd here to refer .
specifically to.any operation that is -
performed uging archeological
techniques a9 a meanstc obteinamd -

‘record evidence' about pest human-
activity that is of importance to g
documenting history and prehistory in
the United States. Historic and -
prehistoric properties may be important
for the data they contain, or because of
their association with important
persons, evenis, or processes, or
because they represent architectural or

_artistic values, or for other reasons.
Archeological documentation may be an
appropriate option for applicatior not
only to archealogitai propesties, but to
above-ground stroctures as well, and
may be used in collaboration with a
wide range of other treatment activities.

if a property contains artifacts,
features. and other materials that can be
studied using archeological techniques,
then archeological documentation may
be selected to achieve particular goals
of the planning process—such as to -
address a specified information need. or
to illustrate significant associative

values. Within the overall gosls and
priorities established by the planning
process, particular metheds of
investigation are chosen that best suit
the types of study to be performed.
Relationship of archeological
docuinentation to other types of

" documenistion or other treatments:

Archeological decumentation is
appropriate for achxevmg awny of various

goals, including:

Documentation Plan - N

. Research Design: Archeological

docurientation can be carried out only .
after defining explicit goals anda | .~
methodology for reaching them. The
goatis of the documentation effort -
directly reflect the goals of the
‘preservation plan and the specific needs
identfiied fmﬁxe relevant historic
contexds. tnthe case of problem ariented

‘archeoclogical research, the plan usually

takes the form of a formmal research
design. ard éneludes, in addition to the
items Below, explicit statements of the
‘problem to be addressed and the
methods or-tests to be applied. The :
purpose of the statement of objectives is
to exptaim the rationale behind the.
docurmentation effort; to define the

" seope of the investigation: to identify the

methnds, techniques, and procedures to

.be used: to provide a achedule for the

activifies; and to permit comparistn of
the proposed research with the results.

docomentation effort follows the same-
- guidelnes as those for identification
 (seethe Guidelines for Identification)

but lras a more property-cpeaﬁc .

“orientation.

The research design should draw

upon the mvunon plan to identify:
ed significance of the
perty(xes) to be studied:

2 Research problems or other issues
relevant to the significance of the
property;

3. Prior research orn the topic and
property type: and how the proposed
documentation objectives are related to-
previoug research and existing
knowledge: )

4. The amount and kinds of
information {data} required to address
the documentation objectives and to
make reliable statements, including at
what point infarmation is redundsnt and
documentation efforts bave reached a
point of diminishing returns:

5. Methods to be used to find the
information; and

8. Relationship of the proposed
archeological investigation to
anticipated historical or structural
documentation. ot other treatments.

The primary focus of archeological
documentation is on the data classes

that are req-uired to address the *
specified documentation objectives.

-This may mean that other data classes

are deliberately neglected. If so, the
reasons for such a decision should be
carefully justified in terms of the
preservation plan.

Archeological investigations seldom -
are able o collect and record all - .
possibie data. It is essental to determine
the point at which further data recovery

". and documentation fail to improve the

usefuness of the archeological
information being recovered. One
purpose of the research design is to
estimate those limits in advance and to
suggest at what point information )
becomes duplicative. Investigation .
strategies should be selected based on .
these general principles, consadenng the
following factors: ,

1. Specific data needs; :

2 Time and funds available to secure
the data; and o

" - -3, Relative cost efficiency. of various

strategies.
Respensiveness to t.he concerns of

‘local groups (e.s., Native American

groups with ties to specific properties) -
that was built into survey and
evalustion phases of the preservation
plan, should be maintained in
archeological investigation, since such

“activity usually involves site

disturbance. The research design. in -

- addition to providing for appropriate

ethnographic research and consullannn. £
should consider concerns voiced in B
previous phases.In the ahsence of
previous-efforts to coordinate with local.
or other interested groups, the research
design should anticipate the need ta .
initiate appropriate contracts and -
provide a mechanism for respanding to __
sensitive issnes, such as the possible_
uncovering oL human remains or.
discovery of sacred areas.

The research design facilitates an
orderly, goal directed and economical
project. However, the research design
must be flexible enough to allow for
examination of unanticipated but
important research opportunities that
arise during the investigation.

Documentation Methods

Background Review: Archeological
documentation usnally is preceded by,
or integrated with historical research
(i.e. that intensive background
information gathering including
identification of previous archeological
waork and inspection of museum
collections: gathering relevant data on
geology. botany, urban geography and
other related disciplines; archival
research; informant interviews, or
recording of oral tradition. etc.).
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Depending on the goals of the
archeological documentation, the
background historical and archeological
~ research may exceed the level of
research accomplished for development
of the relevant historic contexts or for
identificatien and evahation. and
focuses on the unique aspects of the
property to.be treated. This assists in
directing the investigation and locates a
broader base of information than that
contained in the property itself for.

. response to the documentation goals.. "~

This activity is particularly important . '

. for historic archeological properties
where information sourcss other than
the property itself may be crifical to
preserving the significant aspects of the
property. (See the Secretary-of the .
Interior's Standards and Guidelines for
Historical Documentation for discussion
of aasociated research activities.). -

Fleld Studies: The implementation of -

the research design in the fie]ld must be
flexible enough to accommodate the._.
discovery of new or unexpected data -
classes or properties, or changing freld
conditions. A phased approach may be
appropriated when dealing with large
. complex properties or groups of
_properties, allowing for changes in -

emphasis or field strategy, or - -
termination of the program, basedon _ . -

analysis of recovered data at the end of -
each phase. Such an approach permits
the confirmation of assumptions
concerning property extent, content or .
organization which had been made
based on data gathered from - 7~
identification and evaluation-efforts, or
- the adjustment of those expectations
and resulting changes in procedure. In
some cases 8 phased approach may be
necessary. to gather sufficient data to °
calcniate the necessary sample size for .
a statistically valid sample. A phased
documentation program may often be
most cost-effective, in allowing for early
termination of work if the desired
objectives cannot be achieved.

Explicit descriptive statements of and
justification for field study techniques
are'important to provide a means of
evaluating results. In some cases,
espemally those employing a sampling
strateqy in earlier phases (such as
identification or evaluation), it is
possible to-estimate parameters of
certain classes of data in a fairly
rigorous statistical manner. It is thus
desirable to.maintain some consistency
in choice of sampling designs throughout
multiple phases of work at the same
property. Consistency with previously
employed aréal sampling frameworks
also improves potential replication in
terms of later locating sampled and
unsampled areas. It often is desirable to

estimate the nature and frequency of
data parameters based on existing
informetion or analogy to other similar
cases. These estimates may then be

" tested in field studies.

An important consideration in
choasing methods to be.used in the ﬁeld
‘studies should be assuring full, clear, *
and sccurate descriptions of all field
operations and observations, including™
excavation and recording techniques
and stratigraphic or inter-site

. relatfonships.

To the extent feasible, chosen -

- methodologies and techniquea should »

take into sccount the possibility that
future researchers will need to use the

‘recovered data to address problems.not
. recognized at the time the data were

recovered. The field operation may
recover dats that may not be fully

; this data, as well as the data
analyzed, should be recorded and -

preserved in a way to facilitate fumre
-reseqrch. .

A variety.of methodologxea may ba -
used. Choices must be explained, o
including a measure of cost- ’
effectiveness relative to other potentml
choices. Actual results can then be
measured against expectations, and-the
information apphed later in snmlar :
cases.

Destmctxve methods ahould not be
applied to portions or elements of the
property if nondestructive methods are
practical [f portions or elements of the -
property-being documented are to be
preserved in place, the archeological °
investigation should employ methods
that will leave the property as
undisturbed ss possible. However, in
cases where the property will be
destroyed by, for example, construction
following the investigation, it may be
most practical to gather the nesded data
in the most direct manmer, even though
that may involve use of destructive -
techniques,

Logistics in the field, including the
deployment of personnel and materials
and the execution of sampling strategies,
shouid consider site significant,
anticipated location of most important
daia, cost effectiveness, potential time
{fimitatigns and possible adverse
envirenmental conditions.

The choice of methods {or rec
data gathered in the field should be
based on the research design. Based on
that statement, it is known in advance of
field work what kinds of information are
needed for analysis: record-keeping
techniques should focus on these dats.
Field records should be maintained in a.
manner that permits independent
interpretation in 8o far as possible.

Record-keeping should be standardized

- in format and | level of detail.

* Archeological documentation should
be conducted under the supervision of

- qualified professionals in the disciplines

appropriate to the data that are to be
recovered. When the general public is
directly involved in archeological
documentation activities, provxsxon
should be made for training and
supervision by qualified professionals.
(See the Professional Qualifications
Standards.) '
Anelysis: Archeolog:cal

" documentation is not completed with

field work; analysis of the collected
information is an integral part of the
documentation activity, and should be-
planned for in the research design.
Analytical techniques should be -

. selected that are relevant to the

objectives of the investigation. Forms of
analysis that may be appropriats,
depending on the type of data recovered
and the objectives of the investigation,
include but are not limited to: studying
artifact types and distribution: .
radiometric and other means of age
determination; studies of soil - -
stratigraphy; studies of organic matter
such as humen remains, pollen, animal
bones, shells and seeds; study of the
composition of soils and study of the -
natural environment in which the . -
property appears. 3.
Reporting Results -

Report Cantents: Archeological
documentation concludes with written

| report(s) including minimelly the

following topics:

1. Description of the study area:

-2, Relevant historical documentation /
background research;

3. The research design;

4. The field studies as actually
implemented, including any deviation
from the research design and the reason
for the changes:

5. All field observations;

6. Analyses and results, illustrated as
appropriate with tables, charts, and
graphs;

7. Evaluation of the investigation in
terms of the goals and objectives of the
investigation, including discussion of
how well the needs dictated by the
planning process were served;

8. Recommendations for updating the
relevant historic contexts and planning
goals and priorities, and generation of
new or revised information needs;

9. Reference tarelated on-going or
proposed treatment activities, such as
structural documentation. stabilization,
etc.; and
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10. Information on the location of
original data in the form of field notes,
photographs. and other materials.

Some individual propeity information,
such as specific locational data. may be
highly sensitive to disclosure. because of
the threat of vandalism. if the chiectives
of the documentation effort are such
that a report containing confidential

-information such as specific site
locations or information on religious

" practices is necessary, it may be
appropriate to prepare a separate report

. for public distribution. The additional .

report should summarize that -

information that is not under restricted -

access in a format most useful to the’

expected groups of potentigl‘ users. Peer .

review of draft reports is recommended -
to ensure that state-of-the-art. techmca]
‘reports are produced. . - .. .
Availability: Results must be made :
-available to the full range of potential -
users. This can be accomplished through -
a variety of means including pubhcanon
of results in monographs and .
professionals journals and distrihufion
of the report to libraries or technical:
clearinghouses such as the National
Technical Information Service in.

Spnngﬁeld. Virginia. - .. . | T .

Curation T R e T

Archeological specimens and records
are part of the documentary record of an--
archeological site. They must be curated
for future use in research, interpretation,
preservation, and resource management -
activities: Curation of important-
archeological specimens and reeords
should be provided for in the- -
development of any archeological
program or project.” _

eological specimens  and records
that should be curated are those-that
embody the information important to
history and prehistory. They include
artifacts and their associated
documents, photographs, maps, and
field notes: materials of an
environmental nature such as bones,
shells, soil and sediment samples, wood,
seeds, pollen, and their associated
records: and the products and
, associated records of laboratory
procedures such as thin sections. and
sediment fractions that result from the
analysis of archeological data.

Satisfactory curation occurs when:

1. Curation facilities have adequate
space. facilities. and professional
personnel;

2. Archeological specimens are
maintained so that their information
values are not lost through deterioration.
and records are maintained to a
professional archival standard:

3. Curated collections are accessible
to qualified researchers within a

reasonable time of having been
requested: and .

4. Collections are available for
interpretive purposes; subject to
reasonable security precautions.

Recommended Sources of Techmca/
Informetion

Archeomagnetism: A Haridbook for the
Archeologist. Jeffrey L. Eighmy, UST - .
Depamnent of the interior, Washmgton. DC.

N

77!0 Cumhon end Mapagement of
Archeologicul Collections: A Pilat Study.
Cultural Resource Mansgement Series, U.S."

... Department of the Interior. September 1980.

Human Bones and-Archeology. Douglas H.
" Ubelaker. Interagency Archeological
Services, Heritage Conservation and
Recreation Service,. U.S. Department of the
Interior, Washington. D.C., 1880. Available
from the'Superintendent of Documents, U.S.

- Government Pnnhng Office, Washington,’

D.C. 20402 -

‘Menual for Musem Ralph H. Lew:l.
National Park Service, U.S. Departmént of the
Interior, 1978.

Treatment of Ambeologzcal.?mperﬂes. A
Handbook. Advisory Council on Historic..
Preservation. Wuhmgton DC.1980. -

" Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for

Historic Preservation Projects _
Genernl Standards for Historic
Preservatwn Projects =~ .

. The following general standards apply
tn all treatments undertaken on historic
" properties listed in the National
Register. - =~

.- 1.Every reasonable effort \hal] be
made to-provide a companble usefor a.

- - property that requires minimal

alteration of the building; structure, or
site and its environment, or to use a
property for its ongmally intended
purpose.

2. The dis‘hngmshmg oﬁgmal qualities |

or chatacter of a building, structure, or
site and its environment shall not be
destroyed. The removal or alteration of -
any historic material or distinctive
architectural features should be avoided
when possible.

3. All buildings, structures, and sites -
shall be recognized as products of their
own time, Alterations which haveno
historical besis and which seek to create
an earlier appearance shall be
discouraged.

4. Changes which have taken place in
the course of time are evidence of the
history and development of a building,
structure, or site and its environment.
These changes may have acquired
significance in their own right, and this
significance shall be recognized and
respected.

5. Distinctive architectural features or
examples of skilled craftsmanship which
characterize a building. structure. or site
shall be treated with sensitivity.

6. Deteriorated architectural features
shall be repaired rather than replaced.
wherever possxble In the event
replacement is necessary, the new
material should match the material .- ~
being replaced in composition. design,
calor. texture, and other visual qualities.
Repair. or replacement of missing
architectura] features should be based .
on accurate guplications of features,
substantiated by historic, physical, or
pictorial evidence rather than on
conjectural designs or the availability of
different architectural elements from

. other buldings or structures. ";,

7. The surface clea.nmg of structures
shall be undertaker with the gentlest
means possible. Saadblasting and other
cleaning methods that will damage the
historic building matenals shall not be -
undertaken. . : -

8. Every reasonable effort shall be
made to protect and preserve
archeological resources affected by, or
adjacent to, any acquisition. -

. stabilization, preservation,
-rehabilitation, restoration,or -, -

reconstruction project.
Specific Standards for Historic
Preservat)on Projects

“«The followmg specific standards for -
each treatment are to be used in '

" conjunction with the eight general

standards and, in each case, begin with -
pumber 9. For example, in evaluating

" “acquisition projects. include the eight A

_general standards plus the four specific
standards listed under standards for

"~ Acquisition. The specific standards

differ from those published for use in
Historic Preservation Fund grant-in-aid
projects (36 CER Part 68) in that they
discuss more fully the treatment of
archeological properties. -

Standards for Acquisition

8. Careful consideration shall be given
to the type and extent of property rights
which are redtiired to assure the :
preservation of the historic resource.
The preservation objectives shall
determine the exact property rights to be
acguired.

10. Properties shall be acquired in fee
simple when absolute ownership is
required to insure their preservation.

11. The purchase of less-than-fee-
simple interests, such as open space or
facade easements. shall undertaken
when a limited interest achieves the
preservation objective.

12. Every reasonable effort shall be
made to acquire sufficient property with
the historic resource to protect its
historical, archeological. architectural nr
cultural significance.
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Standard for Protection

8. Before applying protective
.neasures which are generally of a
temporary ngture and imply future
historic preservation work, an analysis
of the actual or anticipated threats to
the property shall be made.

10. Protection shall safeguard the -
physical condition or environment of 2
property or archeological site from
further deterioration or dafage caused
by weather or other patural, anml. or
human intrusions. .

11. If any histaric material oz -~
architectural features are removed. they
shall be properlyrecorded and. if -
possible. stored for ﬁztme xmdy or

reuse. v R

'—‘u—

Standards for Stabilizstion

9. Stabilization shall reestahlish the -
" atructural stability of a property thmugh
" the reinforcement of loadbearing :
members or by arresting deterioration
leading to-structursl failure.
Stabilization shal} algo reestablish

weather resistant ctmdxtmm fur 8 - .

property. :
- 10. Stabilization shall be N
accomplished in suchr a manner that it
detracts as little as possible from the -
-roperty's appearance and mgmﬁcance
Vhen reinforcement is required to-
reestablish structural stability, sach
work shall be concealed wherever - |
" possibie so as not to intrude-upon or -
detract from the aestiretic and historical
ar archeological quality of the property,
except where concesiment would result

in the alteration or destructionof -~ -~

historically or archeologically.
significant material or spaces. Accurate
documentation of stabilization: -

procedures shall be kept and made -

available for future needs.

11. Stabilization workxhal wilk result
in ground disturbance shall be preceded-
by sufficient archeological investigation
to deiermine whether significant
subsurface features or artifacts will be
affected. Recovery, curation®nd
documentation of archeclogital features
and specimens shall be undertaken in
accordance with appropriate -
professional methods and techniques.

Standards for Preservation

9. Preservation shell maiatain the
existing form, integrity, and matenals of
a building. structure, or site.
Archeological sites shall be preserved
undisturbed whenever feasibie and
~ractical, Substantial reconstruction or

2storation of lost features generally are
not included in a preservation
undertaking.

10. Preservation shall include
techniques of arresting or retarding the

~ deterioration of a property through a |

program of ongoing maintenance.

11. Use of destructive techniques, such
as archeological excavation, shall be
limited to providing sufficient
infornmation for research. interpretation
and management needs. -

Standards for Rehabilitation —

9. Contemparary design for alterations -
and additions to existing properties
shall not be discouraged when such
alterstions and edditions do not destroy -
sigrificant historic, architectural. or ~
cultural material and such design is
compatibls with the size, scale, color,

" material, and character of the property,

neighborheod: or exvironment. -
10: Wherever possible, new additions

- or siterations to stroctores shall be done,

. in such & mammer that if such additions
or alterations were to be removed in.the
future, the essential form and integrity
of the structure would be ummpured.

Standards for Restoration

8. Every reasansble effort shall be
made to use a property for i originally
interded purpose or to-provide a '
compatible use that will require -
minimum ahemﬁon to the property and
its environment. . -~

10. Reinforcement reqmnd fcr
structural stability oz the installation of |
protective or code required mechanical
systems shall be concealed wherever

* possible 80 as not to intrude’or detract

from the property’s aesthetic end- -
hmnnnlquahmexceptwhae

- concealment would result in the:
alteration or destruction of historically -

significant materials or spaces..

11. Restarstion work such as the
demalition of non-contributing additions
thad will result in growrd or structural
disturbance shall be preceded by
sufficient archeological investigation.to -
determine whether significant -
subsurface or structural features or
artifacts will be affected. Recovery,
curation and documentation of
archeological features and specimens
shall be undertaken in accordance with
appropriate professivnal methods and
techniques.

Stardards for Reeonst:mbm

9. Reconsiruction of s partorall of a
property shall be undertaken only when
such woik is essential to reproduce 8 -
significant missing feature in a historic
district or scene. and whena
contemporary design solution is not
acceptable. Reconstruction of
archeological sites generally is not
appropriate.

10. Reconstruction of all or 2 part of a
historic property shall be appropriate
when the reconstruction is essential for

understanding and interpreting the value
of a historic district, or when no other
building, structure, object. or landscape
feature with the same associative valve

-has survived and sufficient historical or

archeological documentation exists to
insure an accurate reproduction of the
originak.

11. The reproduction of missing
elements accomplished with new
materials shall duplicate the
_ composition, design, color. texture, and
othervisual qualities of the missing -
element. Reconstruction of missing -
architectural or archeological features
shall be based upor accurate :
duplication of original festures
substantiated by physicalor ~

-documentary evidemce rather than uporr
conjectural designs of the availability of |

different architectural features from _
other buildings.

12 Reconstruction of a bmldmg or
strocture on an criginal site shall be
preceded by a thorough archeological
investigation to locate and identify all

. subsurfice features and artifacts.
.= Recovery, curation and documentation
* of archeological features and specimens

shall be undertaken in accordance with
professional methods and techniques.
13. Reconstruction shall include
measures to preserve any remaining
original fabric; including foundations,

" subsurface, and ancillary elements. 'rhe?'

recanatruction of missing elements. The

reconstruction of missing elemerts and

features shall be dona in such a manner

that the essentia! form and integrity of -

the ariginal surviving features.are.
unimpaired. ’
Secretary of the Interior Guidelines for

Historic Preservation Projects

The guidelines for the Secretary of the-
Interior's Standards-for Histaric
Preservation Projects. not included here
because of their length. may be obtained
separately from the National Park
Serivce.

Professional Qualifications Standards

The following requirements are those
used by the National Park Service, and
have been previously published in the
Code of Federal Regulations, 38 CFR
Part 81. The qualifications define
minimum education and experience
required to perform identification.
evaluation, registration, and treatment
activities. In some cases. additional
areas or levels of expertise may be
needed, depending on the complexity of
the task and the nature of the histaric
properties involved. In the following
definitions, & year of full-time
professional experience need not consist
of a continuous year of fulitime work but
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may be made up of discontinuous™
periods of full-time or part-time work
adding up to the equivalent of a year of
full-time experience.
History

The minimum professional
qualifications in hisiory are & graduate
degree in history or closely related feld:
or a bachelor's degree-in history or -
closely related Geld plus one of the .
following: )

1. At leaat two years of full-time
experience in research, writing,
‘teaching, interpretation, or other .

demonstrable professipnal actmty_ with’

an academic institution, historic
organization or agency, museum, or |
other professional institutior: or

2. Substantial contribution through
research and pubhcatmn to the body of
scholarly knowledg? i n the field of
history.
Archeology .

The minimum pmfessxonaI
qualifications in archeology ared
graduate degree in archeology, -
a?thropology. or closely related ﬁeld
plus:

1. At least one year of full-time -
professional experience or equivalent
specialized training in archeological
~ research, administration or -

- management _

.2 At least four months of supemsed
field and analytic experience in general
North American archeology: and

3. Demonstrated ability to carry
research to.completion.

In addition to these minimom -
qualifications, a professional in
prehistoric archeology shall have at .
least one year of full-time professional
experience at 8 supervisory level in the
study of archeological resources of the
prehistoric period. A professional in
historic archeology shall have at least
one year of full-time professional
experience at a supervisory level in the
study of archeological resources of the
historic period.

Architectural History

The minimum professional
qualifications in architectural history
are a graduste degree int architectural
history. art history, historic
preservation. or closely refated field,
with coursework in American
architectural history; or a bachelor's
degree in architectural history, art
history, historic preservation or closely
related field plus one of the following:

1. At least two years of full:time
experience in research, writing, or
teaching in American architectural
history or restoration architecture with
an academic institution, historical

organization or agency, museum, or
- other professional institution: or
2. Substantial contribution through
research and publication to the body of
scholarly knowledge in the field of
American architectural hmory

Architecture.

" The minimum pmfemona]
qualifications in architecture are a

professional degree in architecture plus -

at least two years of full-time
experience in architecture; or a State
. license to practice architecture.

~ Historic Architecture -

- ‘The minimumprofessional

“qualifications historic in architecture are

a profeasional degree in architecture or
& State license to practice architecture,
plus one of the following: -

= 1 At least one year of graduate study

**. in architectural preservation. American .

architectural history,preservation -
-planning, or closely related field; or-
~ 2 Atleast ane year of full-time

- 7 _ professional experience on historic

preservation projects.
~ Such graduate study or experience
shall include detailed investigations of
historic structures, preparation of
historic structures research reports,.and
—preparation of plans and specifications
for preservanon projects. . '

 Preservation Terminology

R Acqwsman—-the actor proéess of

# _acquiring fee title or interest other than
fee title of real property {including
acquisition of development rights or
remainder interest).

Comprehensive Historic Preservation

Planning—the organization into a logical

sequence of preservation information

-pertaining to identification. evaluation, s

registration and treatment of historic
properties, and setting priorities for
accomplishing preservation activities.

Historic Context—a unit created for
planning purposes that groups
information about historic properties
based on a shared theme, specific time
period and geographical area.

Historic Property—a district, site,
building, structure or object significant
in American history, architecture,
engineering, archeology or culture at the
national. State, or loca] leve!,

Integrity—the authenticity of a
property’s historic identity. evidenced
by the survival of physical
characteristics that existed during the
property's historic or prehistoric period.

Intensive Survey—-a systematic,
detailed examination of an area
designed to gather information about
historic properties sufficient to evaluate
them against predetermined criteria of

~ P

significance within specific historic
contexts.

Inventory—a list of historic properties
determined to meet specified criteria of
significance.

National Register Griterio—the
established criteria for évaluating the
eligibility of properties for inclusion in
the National Register of Historic Places.

Preservation (treatment}~—the act gr- -
process of applying measures to sustain
the existing form, integrity and material
of a building or structure, and the -
existing form and vegetative cover ofa -
site. It may Incinde initial stabilization- ,
work, where necessary, as well as
ongoing maintenance of the historic
building materials. - -

Property Type—e grouping of -

individual properties based on a set of -
shared physical or associative -

- characteristics.

Protection (treatment}—the act or -
process of applying measures designed - -
to affect the physical condition of a
property by defending or guarding it
from deterioration. loss or attack, or to-
cover or shield the property from danger
or injury. In the case of bmldmgs and
structures, such treatment is generally of
a temporary nature and anticipates
future historic preservation treatment; in
the case of archeological sites. the
protective measure rray be temporary or
permanent. .

Reconnaissance Su.-vey-an R

" examination of all or part of an area

accomplished in sufficient detail to .
make generalizations about the types
and distributions of historic properties
that may be present.
Reconstruction-(treatment)—the act
or process of reproducing by new
construction the exact form and detail of
a vanished building, structure, or object,

‘or any part thereol. as it appeared at &

specific period of time.

Rehabilitation (treatment)—the act or
process of returning a property to a state
of utility through repair or alteration
which makes possible an efficient
contemporary use while preserving
those portions or features of the
property which are significant to its
historical, archxtectm'al and cuitural
values.

Research deszgn-—a statement of
proposed identification. documentation.
investigation, or other treatment of a
historic property that identifies the
project's goals, methods anc techniques, -
expected results, and the relationship of
the expected results to other proposed
activities or treatments.

.Restoration—the act or process of
accurately recovering the form and
details of a property and its setting as it
appeared at a particular period of time
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“v means. of the removal of later wark
s by the replacement of mlssmg earlier
work.
- Sample‘Sarvey—'-s‘mey ofa
representative sample of lands within a
given area in erder 10 generate of test C L :
predictions ebout the types and ‘ : o o -
distributions of hxsm:rc pmpemes i the - : _ B - '
entire aree. . e ' -
 Stabilizotion (mtment)—the sctor ’ S :
process of applying measures designed . . )
" to reestablish 2 weather resistant - - L . ) *
enclosure and the structural stability of ‘ C '

" an unssafe or deterioreied property while , : - - : e
-mamtaining the essential farmasxr T = - - v ' -
exists at present. i N - ) . . CL . . o,

Statement of objectives—see ~ . T R . .
-Research design. S =Y e e e T - '
Dated: September 28, 1383. - - L S < -
Ruesell E Dickenson, : Lo o S ) o IS
* Director, Nationol Pork Service. - . Sl L ' - o :
{FR Doc. 53-26007 Fiod 9-25-02 40 wf. - S o e T - o
: R L e T . O _ . - -
- i -?.'"ﬂ. - ~ -
) . i T —
/
- . S . -~ - _
T T 1 -
BT - . id =
: .
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CONTRACT AFFIDAVIT o

1. AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

I HEREBY DECLARE AND AFFIRM that I am the Assictant Chief Administrative
Title Officer

and the duly authorized representative of Montgomery Countvy Government

{Name of Contractor )

and thet 1 possess the legal authority to make this Affidavit on
behalf of myself and the Contrector for which 1 am acting.

2. CERTIFICATION OF CORPORATION REGISTRATION AND TAX PAYMENT

! FURTHER DECLARE AND AFFIRM thet the Contractor named above
is a (domestic ) (foreign ) corporation registered in
eccordance with the Corporations and Associations Article,
Annotated Code of Marvyland, and that it is in good standing and
has filed all its annuel reports, together with filing fees, with
the Maryland State Department of Assessments and Texation, and
that the name and address of its resident agent filed with the
State Department of Assessments and Texation is:

/

Name: NOT APPLICABLE
Address:

{11 not applicable, so state).

1 FURTHER CEBTIFY thst the Contractor has paid or hes
arranged for payment of all taxes due to the State of Maryland
end hes filed all required returns and reports with the
Comptroller of the Treasury, the State Department of Assessments
and Texation, and the Employment Security Administration, as
appliceble, and will have paid ell withholding taxes due to the
State of Meryland prior to final settlement.

3. CONTINGENT FEES

! FURTHER WARRAWT thet the Contractor has not employed or
retained any person, partnership, corporation, or other entity,
other than a bona fide employee or agent working for the
Contractor, to solieit or secure the Contract, and that the
. Contractor has not paid or agreed to pay any person, partnership,
corporation, or other entity, other than a bona fide employee oOF
agent, any fee or any other consideration contingent on the
making of the Contract.



-

4. BRIBERY

-1 FURTHER DECLARE AND AFFIEM thet neither I, mor to the best
of my knowledge, information and belief, the above Contractor,
nor any officer, director or partner of the above Contractor, nor

. any employee of the above Contrsetor .directly involved in

obteining contracts with the State of Maryland or any county or
other subdivision of the State of Maryland, has been convicted of
bribery, attempted bribery or conspiracy to bribe, nor has
engaged in conduct, or by any acts or omissions, made admissions
in writing or under oath during the course of an official
investigation or other proceeding, since July 1, 1977, which
would constitute an offense or offenses of bribery, attempted
bribery, or conspiracy to bribe under the laws of any state or
the federal government except &s herein expressly stated (if
none, so state):

NONE

As used herein, the word "convicted™ includes an accepted
plea of nolo contendre,

5. REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA/NAMIBIA

(Applicable to all contreacts for finished supplies
~and to all other procurement econtracts over $100,000.)

I FURTHER DECLARE ANRD AFFIRM as follows:
A. The Contractor (is ) (is not x ) doing business in or

with the Republic of South Africa or Namibia as defined by State
Finance and Procurement Article, § 14-501, Annotated Code of

Merviand, and (is ) (is not __X ) knowingly subcontracting

with en entity thal does so.

B. In the conduet of any' operations in the Republic of
South Africe or Namibia, the Contractor, and if applicable, the
subecontractor, abides by the following principles:

(1) Maintains nonsegregation of the races {n all
eeting, comfort, locker room, and work facilitles;

(2) FPromotes egus] and fair employment prictiees for
all employees;

(3) Provides equal pay for all employees doing equel or
ecomparable work for the same period of time;



(4) Initiates and develops training programs that will
prepare Blacks, "Asians, and other nonwhites in substantial
numbers for supervisory, administrative, clerjcal, and technical
jobs; o o . ; .

(S) 1Increeses the number of Blacks, Asians, and other
.nonwhites in management and supervisory positions; and

. (6) Improves the quaiity of employees' lives outsid{
the work environment in such areas as housing, transportation,
gschooling, recreation, and health facilities.

C. I acknowledge that:
(1) This certification s proiided fn sccordance with

State Finance and Procurement Article, §S 14-501 through 14-507,
Annotated Code of Maryland;

: (2) Any representations set forth in this certification
that are not true and correct to the best of my knowledge, infor-
mation, and belief may result In criminal penalty; and

(3) The State may take any other appropriate action
permitted by law,

I ACKNOWLEDGE THAT this effidavit is to be furnished to the
Procurement Officer and may be distributed to units of: (1) the
State of Maryland; (2) countfes or other subdivisions of the
State of Maryland; (3) other states; and (4) the federal govern-
ment. I further acknowledge that this Affidavit is subject to
applicable laws of the United States and the State of Maryland,
both eriminal and civil, and that nothing in this Affidavit or
the Contract shall be construed to supersede, amend, modify or
waive, on behalf of the State of Maryland, and eny office or
agency of the State of Maryland having jurisdietion, the exercise
of any statutory right or remedy conferred by the Constitution
and the laws of Maryland in respect to any misrepresentation made
or any violation of the obligations, terms and ecovenants
undertasken by the ebove Contractor {in tespect to (1) this
Affidevit, (2) the Contract, and (83) other Affidavits comprising
part of the bid eor proposal documents associated with the
Contract. '

1 DO SOLEMNLY DECLARE AND APFIRM UNDER THE PENALTIES OF
PERJURY THAT THE CONTENTS OF THIS AFFIDAVIT ARE TRUE AND. CORRECT
TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE, INFORMATION, AND BELIEF.

Date: 7 /L e ' By w/laz:/ \’)4//%

[
T T KITTan )

Alistair W. McArthur
Assistant Chief Administrative Officer
Montgomery County, Maryland

FACCA
f1/NnQ/R% 0 f -



1.

I1.

111.

(o ,0"// |

: EXHIBIT D
IH.E!IAND mmm STATE EISK.BIC PRESERVATION FLAN:

mmmsnmcumms

Wc Organization:

1)

2)

3)

4)

_Piedmont

Eastern Shore

.(ul Eastern Shore oountiee, nnd Cecil

County)

Western Shore

Western Maryland

Anne Arundel, Calvert, Charles, St.

Mary's, and Prince George's Counties)

(Harford, Baltimore, Carroll,

'Frederick, Roward, and kontgomery

Counties, and Baltimore City)

Washington, Allegany, and Garrett
Counties) -

Chronological /Developmental Periods:

Paleo~Indian 10000~7500 B.C.
Early Archaic 75003000 B.C.
Kiddle Archaic 6000~4000 B.C.
late Archaic 4000~2000 B.C.
Early Woodland/Archaic 2000~ 500 B.C.
Middle Woodland 500 B.C.-A.D.800
Late Woodland ‘ A.D. 900-1600
Contact and Settlement Period A.D. 1570-1750
Rural Agrarian Intensification A.D. 1680-1815
Agricultural=-Industrial Transition A.D. 1815-1870

Industrial /Urban Daminance
Modern Period

Prehistoric Period Themes:

Subsistence
Settlement

Political

Demozraphic

Religion

Technology

Environmental ﬁdaptafion

A.D. 1870-1830
A.D. 1930-Present

IV. Historic Period Themss:

| i) Agriculture

2) Architecture, landscape Architec-
ture and Community Planning’
3) Economic (Commercial and Indus-

trial)
4) Government/law
S) Mlitary
6) Religion

7) Social /Educationlontuml
8) Transportation
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HIS!'CR.IC Glﬂm CORGANI ZATION

Historic Contexts in the Maryland State Couprehensxve Historic
Preservation Plan ‘are organized first by geographic region, then by
- time/developmental -period, and then by theme (field of activity or area of
significance) and the types of cultural resources asscciated with each theme.
This organizational system provides a necessary framework for the description
and analysis of all known or expected cultural resource types, and the basis
for evaluating the significance of those resaurces. :

. The four waﬁnc regions of the state are generally recognized
physxographxc provinces which also have dxstmctxve cultutal histories. The
four regions are as follows: ‘

1. EASTERN SBORE (Eastern Shore, inclbding Cecil County)

I1. WESTERN SHORE (Anme Arurdel, Calvert, Charles, St. Mary's, and
Prince George's Counties) :

111, PIEMONT (Harford, Baltimore, Carroll, Frederick, Howard,
Montgomery Counties and Baltimore City)

IV.  WESTERN MARYLAND (Washington, Allegany, and Garrett Counties)
These regions are defined on the nép which appears on the next page.

Each of the above geographic regions will then be divided into the
following time/developmental periods:

A. PALEO-INDIAN 1£000-756¢ B.C.

Evidence indicates that territoral semi-nomadic bands, dependent
primerily on hunting but a&lso utilizing a variety of other resources,
exploited a much colder, late glacial environment in which big game
animals such as mastodon and mammoth roamed extensive grasslands.

B. EARLY ARCHIAC 75686008 B.C,

General social organization remained much the same as the band-level
societies of the Paleo-Indian period. However, a warming climate with
an attendant replacement of grassland areas and associated big game
animals with boreal forests and smaller animals such as deer, resulted

in gradual cultural change.
C. MIDDLE ARCHAIC 68804800 B.C.

More modern environmental conditions led to a probable rise in
population due to more available food resources. Increasing emphasis
_was placed on exploiting a diversity of varied resources.

D.  LATE ARDRIC 46802008 B.C._

Increased sedentism arises by the end of this period. Although the
social system is still at a band level, seasonal population aggregation
is occurring at larger camps where seasonally available food resources

such as nuts and fish are harvested.
3



C.

/

. EARLY WOODLAND/ARLAIC 2009-5.. B.C.

Increasingly sedentary lifestyle. Wide-ranging trade npetworks
established. Ceramics appear. Increasingly complex social systems.

. MINDLE WOODLAND 580 B.C. - 98¢ A.D.

Con‘ti"mﬁ increase in social systa‘n' conplexity with bands organized into
harmlets, Probably first beginnings of horticulture but still mein
emphasis on hunting and gathering. Continued trade networks.

LATE WOODLAMD 996-169¢ A.D.

Tribal level societies amerge, dependent on agriculture for main source
of food. Hostility increased between groups as evidenced by fortified
_villages. The groups formed during this period formed the basis for the
tribes encountered by Europeans when first settled.

CONTACT AND SETTLEMENT PERICD 1570-1756 A.D.

This phase is first characterized by contact between the native Indian
tribes and the newly arrived Europeans, and includes the interplay
between the two cultures and the development of trading posts, missions,
forts and Indian reservations. - During the period, the native tribes
were gradually replaced- by Buropean settlers who established capitals at
St. Mary's City and Annapolis, and established an economy based on
tobacco production in the Chesapeake region. Settlement occurred first
near the Chesapeake, expanding along the bay and rivers, and gradually
moving into western lands as road networks were established.

RURAL AGRARIAN INTENSIPICATION  1688-1815 A.D.

This pericd saw the lessening of frontier conditions in most parts of
the state, and the establishment of a stable agricultural society, with
tobacco replaced by agricultural diversity. Increased trade and
shipping led to the founding of port towns and trading centers.
Expansion into central and western Maryland was virtually completed, and
the arrival of German settlers from Pennsylvania created a distinct
cultural region. Several changes in the system of government occurred,
from proprietary to provincial to state government, Religious, social,
cultural, and educational institutions were established in most of the
state, and small local industries began to appear.

AGRICULTURAL~INDOSTRIAL TRANSITION 1815-187¢ A.D.

During the period following the War of 1812, commerce and industry
became increasingly important in the state's economy, until development
in these fields was interrupted by the Civil War., The inmpacts of the
Industrial Revolution were seen, such as the growth of manufacturing
-technology and xadical innovations in transportation systems (canals,
-reilroads, turnpikes). These improved transportation techniques led to
the development of Western Maryland and aided in the growth of the
mining industry in that region. At the same time, Baltimore City became
a major port and industrial and cultural center.



K. | IDNDOSTRIAL/URBAN | INANCE 1878-191 .0,

In Maryland, the period following the Civil War saw 8 shift from a
primarily agricultural econamy to one which was dominated by industry
and commerce. This trend was accompanied by the increasing dominance of
‘towns and cities over rural areas, and the growing separation of urban
and rural culture. Cities such as Baltimore, Cumberland, and Hagerstown
experienced great growth, partly due to the arrival of many immigrants.
The state became part of national economic and transportation networks,
and with Wor)d War 1, entered the international scene. - Planned
comnnities snd suburban developments began to surround the mejor
Cities, which were becoming metropolitan centers. .

L. HODERN PERIOD 1938 - Present

The effects of the Depression, and then the prosperity and growth after
World War II, were seen in Maryland, as the state was increasingly
‘influenced by national and international events, due to rapid advances
‘in technology and mass communications. The dominance of urban and
industrial cuvlture became clearly established, although rural
agricultural areas sill conprised a large portion of the state.
Baltimore amd Washington, D.C. especially, were centers of commerce,
industry, and culture, although later in the period these cities
experienced 8 decline, reflecting a national trend. As many residents
and businesses moved from the inner cities to the suburbs, suburban
areas developed as a new center of influence in the state, with the
greatest growth in the Baltimore-Washington-Annapolis area.

Within each of the above time/developmental periods, information is
then organized under themes. These themes reflect broad areas of human
activity, and can be used as areas of significance for all types of cultural
resources. Each theme will then be divided by function into the resource
types associated with the theme. The themes, and exanples of the types of
resaurces to be included under each theme, follow below. The themes used for
the prehistoric time periods (A~-G above) vary slightly from those used for
historic time periods (H-L).

PREHISTORIC PERIOD THEMES

During the 10882 years of prehistoric Indian occupation in Maryland, a
variety of cultures developed, changed, and became extinct, leaving behind but
¢ small portion of their material remains. But through the scientific study
of these remains and associated environmental data, researchers can determine
the significant wvariables of the cultural systems which existed. These
variables are interpolated so that a change in one variable causes changes in
other variables, By taking a culture systems approach and developing themes
which correspond to the variables of all culture systems, the state plan
provides a mechanism to promote research and preservation of the variety of
sites which can contribute to our understanding of past cultures.

1. Subsistence Theme: This theme seeks explanations of the different
strategies that cultures developed to prooure, process, &nd store food.
Beyond the basic studies of site function based on the analysis of a site
location, the tool types fram the site, and the food remains recovered,
this theme also explores the reconstruction of past habitats, study of the
energy required to procure and process food, functional analysis of tools
to determine what resources were being procured and processed, and the
evolution of subsistence strategies over time and between different

5



3.

6.

7.

. xegions of the s ce. Bite types repregsent ;. 2 @Iliic swnge ..

prehistoric sites.

Settlement Theme: The settlement theme seeks explanations of different
prehistoric utilization of a region in response to subsistence, political,

-demographic, and religious aspects of the culture system. While these

studies primarily explore the subsistence-induced aspects of settlement

. patterns, studies of house types, village plans, and regional

distributions are also combined with an analysis of the social ang
political aspects of settlement. Site types again reflect the entire range

- of EBites. _

Political Yheme: This theme explores the inter-relationships of
contemporaneous culbtures and group interaction within cultures. Thus,
research Questions focus on the mature of the different lewels of social

. organization, kinship systems which contribute to social integration, the

intensification of production, fortification, resource redistribution, or

- migration in response to culture conflict or contact. The type of sites

for this theme include fortified village sites, cemetery sites, and hamlet
sites, '

Demographic Theme: The ewaluation of population trends through time as
well as the factors affecting the health, wortality, and distribution of
populations is the subject of this theme. Research issues include the
study of adaptive ryesponses to overpopulation or underpopulation,
population composition and population control. Grave sites provide the
physical anthropological data to study stress, mortality, composition, and
health of prehistoric cultures while site and artifact types and
interrelationships change through time. Site types include cemeteries but
can also include a range of sites and chronological diagnostic artifact

types.

Religious Theme: The religious theme explores the world view of various
cultures and the material manifestations of spiritual beliefs. Research
issues include the analysis of mortuary sites for evidence of the
development of a religious elite and the study of burial practices,
artifact analysis to reveal regional trends and influences in religious
beliefs and study of technological aspects of religious beliefs. Site
types include burial mounds, cemeteries, and sites containing features or
objects associated with religious activities.

Technology Thame: Although the technological aspects of a culture form
the primary basis of interpretation of all themes, this theme relates
primarily to the study of mechanisms developed to transform the social and
cultural environment. Research issues include the identification of
changing tool type styles, the identification of different functions of
tools, replication, experimental and living archeclogy, as well as studies
of storage, transportation, and housing technologies. All sites
containing artifacts or features can contribute to this theme.

Ewirommental Maptation Theme: The environmental adaptation theme seeks
geclogical and other data to reconstruct environmental changes and
explores prehistoric adaptive responses to those changes. Research
studies include analysis of changes in sea level, forest and animal
compositions and the resultant changes in carrying capacity, the energy
efficiency of various procurement and feeding strategies, and the culture

processes which explain the perceived responses to the changing
environmental conditions. All site types are included in this theme.

6
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S.

HISTORIC PERIOD THEMES
Agriculture:
The agriculture theme relates to crop and lwestock production -and
includes the following resource types:  small family farmsteads,
plantations, tobacro farms, grain producing £arns, livestock/dairy farms,
orchards and agribusiness.

Architecture, mth@e Architecture, o:unnity leng

" These themes encompass the history of desxgn and construction in

architecture, landscape architecture, and the planning of towns and
cities. Resource types include impermanent structures, rural vernacular,
urban vernacular, great architectural landmarks, national styles, parks,
gatdens and landscaped cemeteries, town and village plans, urban design,
planned communities and company towns.

Econamic (Cameercial and Industrial):

Commercial activities include trade, finance, business, and commercial
services. Exanples of resource types are banks, other financial areas
(real estate, insurance, etc.), trading posts, stores, market buildings,
restaurants, hotels, taverns, gas stations, and other services.

Industrial activities relate to the extraction, production and processing
of materials, such as quarrying, mining, manufacturing, lumbering,
technology, electronics, pottery, textiles, food gathering and processing,
brewing and distilling, fuel, building materials, tools, transportation,
seafood, and many other industries. Resource types associated with
industry are quarries, mills, factories, breweries, floating vessels and
shipyards, mines, forges and furnaces, kilns, laboratories, power plants,
dams, tanneries, and other small industrial sites.

‘Many forms of communication also are included under commerce and industry,

such as telegraph, telephone, radio and television.
Govermment/Law:

This theme studies governmental systems, political activities and events,
legal systems, inportant political/governmental events in history (treaty
signings), and political leaders. Types of resources which represent this
theme are city halls, towmn halls, courthouses, police departments,
jails, post offices, fire departments, public works projects, other types
of government tuildings, and sites of important governmental events or
places associated with governmental leaders.

Miiitacy:

This theme includes military activity, battles, strategic locations, and
events important in military history. It includes the following resource
types: armories, fortifications, battlefields, camps, travel routes,
military bases, military prisons, and strategic military points such as
crossings and lookouts,
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* This area of study examines places of worship, { -ligious training aiw
education, and administration of religious facilities. Churches, meeting
hou§es, synagogues, mosques, temples, convents, monasteries, missions,
shrines, and sacred places are resource types associated with this theme.

7. Sorial/Bducational Aultural:

H

- These themes encompass social, educational, and cultural sctivities and

fnstitutions; human services, welfare, charitable, fraternal, and
commmnity organizations; the fine arts and performing arts (painting,
‘@sculpture, dance, dama, music); literature; social and recreational
gathering facilities; entertaimment and leisure activity; and broad
social, cultural, or intellectual movements. ' Resource types include
libraries, museurs, schools, colleges, hospitals, orphanages, fraternal
and social meeting halls, commnity centers, theatres and concert halls,
places associated with writers, artists, performers, resorts, amusement
parks, zo00s, sports facilities. Landscaped gardens, parks, and cemeteries
are listed under the Architecture/landscape Architecture/Community
Planning theme. - o

8. %Transportation:

This theme relates to transportation networks -- road, water, canal,
railroad, and air - and the various structures, wehicles, egquipment, and
technology associated with each mode of transport. Resource types include
bridges of all types; boats and other watercraft, piers and wharves,
ferries, lighthouses; roads and turnpikes, tollhouses, automobiles,
streetcars, and other wehicles; canals, locks, and associated structures;
railroads, stations, engine houses, trains; airports, airplanes, landing
fields, space wehicles; and research facilities associated with
transportation systems.

For each of the resource types listed under historic period theres,
several classes of site types can then be analyzed. These site types
include:

1. Archeological Sites
2. Standing Structures
3. Landscape Features
4. Tom/Aity Plans

8. Objects

6. Intangibles

. Ffor ome region (Western Maryland), the following organiz;tion;l
structure §llustrates how one theme, within one prehistoric and one historic
period, would be examined:
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FREHISTORIC PERIOD KXRMPLE:

WESTERN MARYLAND

LATE WOODLAND 986-168¢ A.D.

Fotn fied vi llages

REGION: v,
PERICD:

THEME: Pom'rxczu,
RESOURCE TYPE: a.
BITE TYPES: |

b.

Ce

HMISTORIC PERIOD EXAMPLE:
REGION:

v,
PERIOD: H.
THEME : 1.

- RESOURCE TYPE:

SITE TYPES:

1. Archeolog‘ical Sites
2.  Starding Structures

- 3. Landscape Features

é. Town, Village and Cxty Plans -
5. Objects
6. Intangibles

Ceneteries
1-6 as above

Hamlets
1-6 as abowe

WESTERN MARYLAND

RURAL AGRARIAN INTENSIFICATION 1688-1B15 A.D.

AGRICULTURE
a. Small family farmsteads
1. Archeological Sites

2. Standing Structures
3. Landscape Features

4. Town, Village and City Plans

5. Objects
6. Intangibles (Folklore)

b. Plantations .

1-6 as above
¢. Tobacco Farms

1-6 as above
d. Grain Farms
€. Livestock/Dairy Farms
f. Fruit Production (Ozchards)
'g. hgribusiness
h. Other
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SAMPLE DEVELOPMENT OF MARYLAND RISTORIC CONTEXT

Introduction:

This material has been prepared to guide the development of
historic contexts in Maryland, accerding to the steps outlined in
the BSecretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines for
‘Preservation Planrning (Appendix 2). It should be noted that the
" "Examples" shown under. each step are very brief samples which
illustrate the type of information to be included under each
step. These samples are not to be considered complete examples
of context development. ; :

Step l1: Define Nistoric Contexts

Identify . geographical, chronological, and
conceptual/thematic limits. - (Use statewide
organizational framework included in Maryland Historical
Trust's “"Maryland Comprehensive Historic Preservation
Plan®, and adapt locally.)

Example: Kkegion: Piedmont

Time Period/Developmental Phase: 1870-1930,
Industrial/Urban Dominance

Concept/Theme: Agricuiture

Step 2: Assemble Information About the Historic Context

a) Collect information on:

l. BHistorical development
Example:
Conduct research in primary and secondary
sources on settlement patterns, development of
e : agriculture during period.
2. Identified historic properties

- Example:

Compile site survey, National Register,



Step 3:

‘compliance and Technical Preservation Services

data as well as other documentation on known
agricultural properties in the region and

county. '

Relevant sources and organizations/agencies

Example:

‘Compile 1listing of relevant groups, such as

agricultural land preservation groups, farmers
associations, rural community groups who have
knowledge and interest in preservation of
agricultural properties.

Assess the above information for completeness,
data gaps, biases.

Example:

Review past research and fieldwork, and consult

‘with historians and other experts in field;

explain factors causing gaps and biases.

Synthesize information

Write narrative describing:

a)

Background history, development patterns.

Example:

During the early part of the period (1870-19C0)
there was a boom in agricultural activity and
production, especially grain, due to demand from
the Civil War, improved transportation, new
farming technology. Tobacco farming became much
less important. The county remained a stable
agricultural society, but increasingly, urban
influences were felt. After World War I,
suburban development began to change the rural
character of many areas, and this trend away
from agriculture toward  commercial and
residential development has continued.



b) Aesthetic values, issues, problems ' in
architecture, construction.

Example:

During this time, the design of farm buildings
was Influenced by mass production and popular
design publications. Traditional and vernacular
farm building forms and techniques were adapted,
and new technology changed btuilding design. Tke
layout of farm complexes changed to accommodate
different agricultural practices. Few new farms
were established; instead, existing farms were
expanded or incorporated into larger ones, or
farm buildings remodelled or replaced.

cl Research issues, intangible cultural values.
Fxample:
Research guestions: See Appendix 5 to the

"Maryland Comprehensive Historic Preservation
Plan®, Research Issues for the Study of
Maryland‘’s Above-Ground Historic Resources, for
possible research questions for agricultural

history.

Step 4: Classify Property Types, Estimate Universe, Define
' ‘ Characteristic Features, Integrity levels, ané Stresses

a) Identify groups of properties which share common
characteristics and are associated with the
concept/theme, time period, and region.

Example:

_ . -Family farmsteads
' ~-Plantations/manors/estates
. ~-Tobacco farms
~Grain producing farms
-Livestock/dairy farms
-0Orchards
-Agribusiness



Characterize the locational patterns of property

types and estimate potential numbers and

location of sites.

1.

Ahalyie patterns of site -distribution, and
cultural and envxronmental factors
influencing site location.
Example: |

Farms during the‘period'were usually located

.with access to road and rail transportation

and near water sources, as in previous
periods. Soil quality continued to
influence farm locations. :

Create predictive models for. site locat1on
and test models using samples.

Example:

Use Censuses of Agriculture during the
period to locate farms; use Maryland
Inventory of Historic Sites, National
Register, and other data; use historic maps
and conduct computer mapping with modern
USGS 7.5 minute topographic maps.

Develop estimates of numbers of sites which
existed during the period and survival
rates, both above-ground and as
archeological sites.

Example:

Compare past and present Censuses of
Agriculture,  historic maps, Landsat
photographs to estimate numbers of farms
which existed during the period and compare
with data on farms and farm sites today to
estimate survival rates. Analyze for both
standing structures and archeological sites.

Evaluate and define relative scarcity and
typicality of the property type and whether



high or 1low integrity levels should be
required for significance.

Example:

Once the potential universe of sites is
-known, then we can begin to determine
whether the property type has a large number
of surviving examples or only a few, thus
helping to make decisions on relative rarity
oY commonness of sites, and whether
integrity levels should be low or high.

There are only .10 known examples of this
property in the county, and 50 in Maryland.
It is estimated that there may be 15 in the
county and 75 in Maryland. Since this is a
relatively scarce type, with a limited
number of resources, a property of this type
would not need to meet strict standards of
integrity.

c) Characterize the ~ current and expected
condition of property types and define
expected physical integrity 1levels and
stresses.

1. Define the inherent characteristics,
essential interior/exterior features:

Example: (Note: Example is for a standing
structure.)

CHARACTERISTIC. FEATURES

Building Exterior Define Expected Features:

Form:
(e.g., size, shape, height
of building, pattern of
openings)



Structural System:
(e.g., building framing members,
including joists, trusses,
loadbearing walls)

Finishes/Cladding:
(e.g. clapboard, brick,
shingles, roofing)

Ornamentation:
(e.g., cornices, sills,
lintels, doors, windovws,
sash, stoops)

Building Interior

Floor Plan:
(e.g., sequence of spaces, size and
shape of rooms/hallways)

Finishes:
(e.g., plasterwork, floorboards,
tin/wood ceilings)

Ornamentation: :
(e.g., door/window trim, baseboards,
decorative plaster medallions,
wainscotting, stairways)

Building Setting

Topographic features (such as a
gorge or the crest of a hill)

Number and density of buildings or
structures around the property or
relationship with parks or other
open space

Driveways, walkways, paths, fencing,
lighting, signs, benches

Plants and trees, berms, foundations,
wells, terraces, drainage or irrigation
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ditches, or archeological féatures

2. Define the level of integrity required
for local, state, and national
significance: : :

SIGNfFICANCE AND INTEGRITY CRITERIA

Materials Workmanship Design Setting Location Feeling Associatio:

National
Register
Standards:
_% Intact

State
Inventory:
__% Intact

Local
Designation:
__% Intact

The degree of integrity required for a particular
resource will vary according to several factors. For
example, if the resource is one of many examples of its
type, then & higher degree of integrity will be required
for it to be considered significant. Or, if the
resource is being evalvated for its significance as part
of a district, then its exterior features and setting
will require more integrity then its interior features.

3. Define the environmental factors, both
cultural and environmental, that either
threaten the resource's survival or can
assist in the preservation of the
resource.



Example:

Family Farmstead:

Stresses:

-Development pressure from new land use,
resulting in demolition or change to the
setting.

-Changing agricultural economy forces
small farms out of Dbusiness, thus
causing vacancy, obsolescence, and
neglect.

-Arson, vandalism are problems in some
areas.

Positive Assets:

-pPotential for re-use as conference
center

-Property affords scenic setting and view

-Local farmers group wants to save.

Step 5: Summarize information and assess future needs.

Specific information gaps relating to historic contexts
and property types should be described. Explanation
should be given of why this is needed to perform
identification, evaluation, or treatment activities.

Conclusion:

Once the historic context is developed, then goals can
be created describing preferred preservation activities
for groups of property types as described further in the
Secretary's Standards (see pp. 44719 - 44720 of
Standards, Appendix 2). _
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Attachment VIIIT
Application for Féderal FY 91
CLG Pass-Through Funds

November 7, 1990

Mr. J. Rodney Little - g
Director
Maryland Historical Trust
Department of Housing and Community Development
45 Calvert Street
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Mr. Little:

Enclosed please find two (2) copies of Montgomery County’s application for FY
1991 Certified Local Government Pass-Through Funds.

As you can see, Montgomery County is requesting matching funds in the amount
of $40,249.80 for four separate projects, including continuing research of
historic sites, development of a contextual overview of early 20th Century
social/recreational facilities, development of a historic district-specific
long-range plan, and continuing publication of the Preservationist newsletter.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitaté to contact me or Laura
McGrath, at 217-3625.

Sincerely,

A, Bl

Alison B. Vawter
O0ffice Services Manager

Enclosure

2266E

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street. Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-3625
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MARYLAND
CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT
APPLICATION FOR

FUNDING
- FISCAL YEAR 1991

Please use this application for Fiscal Year 1991 CLG Grant Projects
. only. Answer all items completely, sign the application, and
attach as a cover sheet to your proposal narrative-and budget. If
additional applications are needed, they may be obtained from the
Maryland Historical Trust. ' '

1. Name of Local Government:_ 'ontgomery County Government

Mailing Address: 51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001 Rockville, Marvland’ 20850

Project Contact Person:__Alison Vawter

Address (if different from above):

‘Telephone:__ (301) 217-3623

2. Project Title: Montgomery County Historic Preservation Project (FFY91)

3. Amount of Funding‘Requested (Up to 50% of Total Project Cost):
$20,124.90

4. Local Match:
Cash: X In-Kind: Total: _$20,124.90

5. Estimated total Project Cost:__ $40,249.80

7. Abstract of Proposed Project (Note: Should be keyed closely
to criteria outlined in this application. do not exceed one
page in length):

8. Principal Investigator: (If known, attach resume)

Name:

Address:

9. Proposal Submitted by:

Name and Title:

Alistair McArthur, Assiscant Chief Administrative Officer

Address: 51 Monrce Street, Suite 1001, Rockville, Marvland 20850

17 3/90
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Telephone: (Bus 1ess) (301) - 2173625' '(Home)
Z&é, s /V//G%zr*- Date: ///7?0’ i

Signature: =

- Deadline for receipt of all Fiscal Year 1991 Certified Local

Government Grant applications is November 1, 1¢90. Mail two

"complete sets of applications to:

Mr. J. Rodney Little, Director
Maryland Historical Trust
Department of Housing and Community Development
45 Calvert Street _
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

18 3/90
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ABSTRACT OF PROPOSED PROJECT

Continuing Production Qf Preservationist Newsletter

The bi-monthly publication of the County Preservationist newsletter is viewed
by the County as essential to fulfilling the HPC’s duties .of .informing and
- educating the public, as well as advancing the goals of historic preservation
in the County. The newsletter is used to educate the general public on
preservation issues and local history. It also serves as a clearinghouse for
the various preservation groups within the County. Six issues of the
newsletter will be produced under the terms of the proposal, and circulation
of the newsletter will be doubled to include all owners of historic property
in the County. ' :

. - —



PROPOSAL NARRATIVE

| MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
Application for Certifiéd Locé] Government Pass-Thrduéh Funds

FY 91

Continuing Production of the PreserVationist News]etfer

1. PROJECT GOALS

The Preservationist has been published by the Historic Preservation Commission
since 1985. Feedback from County citizens with an interest and avocation in
preservation has been overwhelmingly positive. The newsletter, with a present
circulation of 2000, is utijlized to inform and educate the public and advance
the goals of historic preservation in the County. The newsletter is used as a
vehicle to disseminate information on changes to the County’s historic
preservation program or procedures, a clearinghouse for preservation-related
legislation, and to summarize the regulatory and advisory functions of the
Historic Preservation Commission. Funding for this project will produce six
(6) bi-monthly issues of the newsletter, to be circulated free of charge to
all Montgomery County Master Plan property owners (approximately 900), County
and local government officials, and other interested citizens. Included in
this year’s request is additional funding that would allow the County to
jncrease the circulation to approximately 4000, to dinclude all Locational
Atlas and Index of Historic Sites property owners. :

2. METHODOLOGY

The County has selected a contractor to write and edit the upcoming year’s
issues of the Preservationist. The contractor has performed these services on
a continuing basis since 1987. The contractor has primary responsibility for
story ideas, reporting on preservation activities in the County, and compiling
draft articles for review by the Historic Preservation Commission and final
approval by the County. It is the responsibility of the contractor to deliver
camera-ready copy to the printer for timely distribution of the newsletter on
a bi-monthly basis.

3. RELATED PLANNING ACTIVITY

As mentioned above, this year’s funding request includes monies which will be
used to double the circulation of the newsletter. In previous years, not all
owners of property listed in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation or the
Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites received the newsletter. The
County and the Historic Preservation Commission view the Preservationist as
the most important and effective public education tool «currently being




utilized. For this reason, several changes to the mailing 1ist have been made
and are planned for the future, inciuding adding all Master Plan property
owners, establishment of a waiting 1ist (if necessary) for those persons who
wish to receive the newsletter but do not own a historic site, and approximate

doubling of the circulation to include all owners of those sites 1dent1f1ed in

the Locational .Atlas (approx1mate1y .2000)..

4. HOM_WILL THE RESULTS OF THE PROPOSED. PROJECT BE INCORPORATED _INTO THE o

COMMUNITY?

The newsletter will be made available free of charge to all Master Plan
" property owners, all local and County government officials, and to all
Locational Atlas property owners. These changes and additions to the mailing
list will provide some of these property owners with the newsletter for the
first time, disseminating essential  information related to
ownership/stewardship of a Montgomery County ‘historic site, the County’s
evaluation process for hlStOPlC sites, and 1nformat1on about local, State and
national preservation issues. -

5. 1S _THE PROPOSED .PROJECT PART OF A MULTI-PHASE PROJECT?

The County plans to continue the publication of the Preservationist
indefinitely. It is anticipated that County funding will be set aside for
this project each year, and hoped that CLG pass-through funds can be
utilized to assist in the support of the project.

6. JTIMEFRAME

The project will begin July 1, 1990, and terminate June 30, 1990. Six (6)
bi-monthly issues will be printed and distributed during this time frame.

7. HOW DOES THE PROJECT MEET THE TRUST’S OPEN PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA?

The continuing publication of the Preservationist meets Goal I - under
Criterion 1 of the Open Selection Criteria, in that one of its broadest
purposes is to increase public knowledge and understanding of Maryland’s
cultural 1life (with specific emphasis on Montgomery County) through
reinforcing the importance of, and reporting on, activities which will
identify, evaluate, protect and interpret historic properties.

The project meets Goal III of Criterion 1; continuing production and
circulation of the Preservationist will serve to make residents of
individual historic sites and historic districts and residents of
potential historic properties aware of the benefits of historic
preservation, in addition to keeping those property owners abreast of
developments in policy and legislation at local, State, and national
Tevels. Decision makers at the Tocal and State Tlevels will be kept
abreast of vital preservation issues and be made aware that the County is
succeeding in its goal of promoting preservation awareness among County
citizens.



.
Comprehensiveness

.The newsletter will be mailed, free of charge, to all owners of
~County Master Plan historic. sites (including those sites. within
Master Plan Historic Districts), local, County, and State officials,
and to all owners of property identified in the Locational Atlas and
‘Index of Historic Sites. This will be the first concerted outreach
~on the part of the Commission and the County to include all three

categories. _

Significance.

The distribution of the newsletter to all three categories as
itemized above will provide the County and the Commission with an
unprecedented method of communication with those persons who are
~either directly responsible for or affected by preservation programs
at local, State and natienal levels. One of the Commission’s
- mandates in its empowering ordinance (Chapter 24A, Montgomery County
Code) is to "serve as a clearinghouse for information on historic
preservation for County government, individuals, citizens’
associations, historical societies .... ...[and] to undertake
activities to advance the goals of historic preservation in the
County." The continuing publication and expansion of this defined
mailing list will enable to County and the Commission to accomplish
this broad goal in a most effective manor.

Urgency.

The Commission and the County believe that this change in the
distribution policy of the newsletter is long overdue, and urgent in
the sense that some of the people who need the newsletter and the
information contained within it the most cannot receive it at the
present time, due to restricted funds.

Geographic Distribution.
The newsletter will be distributed County-wide.
Protective Value.

The newsletter will assist in the protection of historic resources
by promoting greater understanding of preservation issues such as

maintenance and upkeep and their importance, defining for homeowners
concepts such as substantial alteration and compatibility.
Homeowners contemplating alterations and maintenance will be
provided with information on preservation methodologies and
philosophy, and information on sources for information and advice on
specific projects.



7. Leverage.

- The continuing publication of the Preservationist has the potential
to stimulate other preservation projects and programs in the
community by providing basic and specific information on issues like
easement donations, tax abatement programs, district guidelines and
review standards, and encouraging local involvement.

8. Educational/Public Awareness Potential.

The newsletter will increase public awareness of preservation on a
general level, as well -as Montgomery County’s preservation program.
The ability to reach all homeowners directly affected by the
County’s historic preservation ordinance is crucial, and the
benefits of having the vehicle to reach local government officials
and preservation allies is immeasurable.

—-

9. Demonstration Value

The newsletter and its successful promulgation utlizes a methodology
that could be adapted by other jurisdictions or preservation
organizations in many ways: its format, circulation and content
could all be used as a basis for beginning a similar project in any
preservation community.

10.  Administrative Capability
Montgomery County has been a Certified Local Government since 1985,
and has effectively managed grant funds using qualified personnel to

complete and submit professional-quality products within the
timeframe allotted by the terms of the grant.

8. WHICH OF THE TRUST’S FY 1991 PRIORITIES DOES THE PROJECT ADDRESS?

‘The project meets Priority (3), in that, while providing information essential
to historic property owners, such as how to apply for an Historic Area Work
Permit, what work constitutes ordinary maintenance, what tax benefits are
available, what preservation issues are at the forefront legisiatively and
administratively, and how everyone can become involved, it will also serve to
educate those others whose interest or avocation may be in preservation, as
well as local government officials whose role in hands-on preservation is
limited, but who set preservation policy through Tegislation.

9. BUDGET
See Attachment 1.
10. RESUMES

See Attachment 2.



11. LETTERS OF SUPPORT

Letters of support. have been sent to MHT by Gwen Marcus, Historic
Preservation Planner; Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Planning
Commission, and Michael Dwyer, Park Historian, Maryland-National Capital

Park and Planning Commission.

>12.‘SIGNED' COPIES OF CIVIL RIGHTS COMPLIANCE FORMS 'fZ) AND _ DEBARMENT
CERTIFICATE :

See Attachment 3.



ABSTRACT OF PROPOSED PROJECT

Development of Historic District Long-Range Plan or "Vision"

‘The project proposes to develop a comprehensive plan that will provide a
detailed description of the district as it is today, what is important about
it, what challenges face it, and strategies for maintaining its character
while allowing growth and change. The public will be .made aware of the
~special characteristics of the district worth preserving, and the plan will
attempt to address how the visual ‘impact of  new construction and alteration
can be minimized through the use of accepted aesthetic principles in
architecture and landscape architecture. A written document will be produced
addressing these issues.



PROPQSAL NARRATIVE

MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
App1ication for Certified Local Government Pass-Through Funds

_FY 91

Development of Historic District Long-Range Plan or "Vision"'

1. PROJECT GOALS

. - . —

The project. proposes to develop a long-range plan for a yet-to-be-determined
Montgomery County Master Plan Historic District. This comprehensive plan will
be designed to provide a detailed description of the district as it is today,
what 1is important about it, what challenges face it, and strategies for
maintaining its character while allowing for growth and change. A written
document for use when considering changes including subdivision, alteration,
demolition, and new construction will be developed and used by the HPC when
evaluating and making recommendations regarding changes within the district.

2. METHODOLOGY

A 36-CFR-61 certified consultant will, wutilizing existing research and
research gathered as neccessary, develop a thorough overview of the district.
Public meetings with municipal/local/State officials, members of the public
and residents of the historic district, as well as the preservation community
will be invited to make comments and suggestions on the development of an
appropriate methodology for evaluating changes to the district.

3. RELATED PLANNING ACTIVITY

Public meetings will be held throughout the course of the development of the
plan, which when finished, will serve as a "map" for future change.

4. HOW_WILL THE RESULTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT BE INCORPORATED INTO THE
COMMUNITY?

The finished plan will be distributed to the district’s citizens, local/State
officials, the preservation community, and those considering new building or
alterations within the district. It will be used by the HPC as a method of
evaluating the appropriateness of future change to the district. Its value to
those who live in and build in historic districts will be immeasurable.

-8-



5. IS THE PROPOSAL PART OF A MULTI-PHASE PROJECT?

If successful, it is anticipated that S1m11ar plans W111 be developed for the
- County’s other hlstor1c d1str1cts

6. PROJECT TIMEFRAME

The project will begin September 1, 1991, and end June 30, 1992.

'7. HOW_DOES THE PROPOSED PROJECT MEET THE TRUST’S ‘CPEN PROJECT SELECTION
CRITERIA?

The project meets Goal II of the Open Project Selection Criteria, assisting in
the management of environmental change, and increasing the public’s awareness
of appropriate versus inappropriate—~change.” Goal II 1is also met by the
project; community and neighborhood pride will be strengthened by the
development of a plan which identifies the most important characteristics of
the district, and thus why the district merits its Master Plan designation and
protection from insensitive development and/or alteration.

2. Comprehensiveness

Significance of all built and open spaces and the environmental
setting of those resources will be identified and guidance for their
future will be developed.

3. Geographic Distribution

The area of survey and plan development has yet to be determined,
but will be a Montgomery County Master Plan Historic District, and
possibly a National Register District.

4. Urgency

Inappropriate development threatens all the County’s historic
districts. A '"vision" of how development may be sensitively
incorporated into some of the more threatened districts is very much
needed.

5. Geographic Distribution

While significant survey material has been developed for all of the
County’s historic districts, never has a p]an which maps the future
of the district been generated.

6. Protective Value
The development of, and adherence to, the finished plan can only

serve to protect those characteristics of the district which make it
Master Plan/National Register-worthy.



7. Leverage

The project has the potential to stimulate plans for the County’s
other -historic districts, and will, ideally, promote and st1mu1ate
‘more sens1t1ve designs for a]terat10n/new construction.

8. Educational/Public Awareness Potential

The development of this comprehensive plan will serve to make the .
publi¢ aware of the special characteristics of a given historic
district worth preserving. This plan will attempt to address how
the visual impact of new construction and alteration can be
minimized through the use of accepted aesthetic principles in
architecture and landscape architecture. It is important to note
that the project will not provide design gquidelines; it is intended
as a much broader document that will provide insight toward
opportunities for making new building and land development
compatible with historic structures and historic areas by presenting
a guide or "vision" which is sensitive to the continuity between the
past, present and future of the historic district.

9. Demonstration Value
If successful, the comprehensive plan could be used as a model for
other district plans, not only in Montgomery County, but in other
Jurisdictions.

10. Administrative Capability

See (10), Project Narrative: Continuing Pub]ication of the
Preservat1on1st Newsletter. :

8. MWHICH OF THE TRUST’S FY 1991 PRIORITIES DOES THE PROJECT ADDRESS?

The project meets Priority (1) of the MHT’s priorities for FY 91. A
preservation plan for the protection and treatment of historic resources will
be developed.

Priority (3) is addressed for the most part by this proposal, in that the plan
will serve to educate the public and HPC members about what in the district is
worth preserving. The plan will attempt to establish a positive and informed
attitude toward historic resources and their environmental context, and can
serve as a basis for making intelligent decisions about adaptive changes to
historic buildings and open space.

9. BUDGET
See Attachméht 1.

-10-



10. RESUMES

Consultant yet to be selected.
11. LETTERS OF SUPPORT

Letters lave been sent to MHT by Gweﬁ_Marcus, Historic Preservation Planner,
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Planning Commission, and Michael
Dwyer, Park Historian, Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission.

"12. SIGNED " COPIES OF CIVIL RIGHTS COMPLIANCE FORMS (2) AND DEBARMENT
CERTIFICATE

See Attachment 4.

2243¢E

-11-



ABSTRACT OF PROPOSED PROJECT

Research of 16 Historic Sites

"The purpose of the project 1is to perform intensive-level research of
‘approximately 16 historic sites listed in the Locational Atlas and Index of
" Historic Sites. Sites will be researched, photographed and mapped in
accordance with the standards of MHT and the Department of the Interior.
Subsequently, the 16 sites will be evaluated by the County’s Historic
Preservation Commission and determinations as to whether each meets the Master
Plan designation criteria will be made. See Project Narrative for complete
listing of products. ST - I

-12-



PROPOSAL NARRATIVE

MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
: App]ication'for Certified Local Government;Pass-Through,Funds

FY 91

Research of 16 Historic Sifes

1. PROJECT GOALS |

The County will select a contractor to perform intensive-level research of
approximately 16 sites considered endangered by preservation planners or
jdentified on the Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites in Montgomery
County, Maryland.

Specific products resulting from this research will include:
- Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties forms for each site;

- 35 millimeter color slides and 5x7" black and white photographs of
each site and its setting;

- a capsule summary in narrative form for each site;

- a list of all resources which appear to meet the criteria for
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places;

- 8 1/2 x 11" photocopies of USGS 7.5.minute quadrangle maps; and

- a Variable Historic Sites Inventory Coding Form for each site (if
required by MHT).

2. METHODOLOGY

This project will be coordinated by an outside consultant selected through a
competitive RFP process. The 36-CFR-61 certified consultant will prepare all
products according to the specifications of the County and the Maryland
Historical Trust, as outlined in the Scope of Services of the contract between
the County and the Trust. Where applicable, the Trust’s standards and
requirements will supercede the County’s.

-13-
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3. RELATED PLANNING ACTIVITY

There are four administrative voices heard during the Master Plan amendment
process :in Montgomery County: The: Historic Preservation Commission, the
Montgomery County Planning Board, the County ‘Executive, and the County
Council. = The former three make recommendations as to whether a specific site
or district meets the criteria set .forth in Chapter 24A of the Montgomery
County Code for designation of historic resources, while the County Council
has sole authority to designate a district or site. For the past several
. years, the Commission has- coordinated its evaluation of sites with the
Planning Board’s overall Master Planning process. Thus, selection of the
approximately 16 sites to be researched under the grant will be selected in
consultation with Planning Board staff.

4. HOW_WILL THE RESULTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT BE INCORPORATED INTO THE
COMMUNITY? ' '

- ——

The completed research will be utilized by the Historic Preservation
Commission and other agencies involved in the preservation planning process as
a basis for making recommendations on the merits of each site, and whether it
meets Master Plan criteria. All research will be placed in files at the HPC
office and will be accessible to the public. Copies of all research generated
by this project will also be provided to MHT.

5. IS THE PROPOSAL PART OF A MULTI-PHASE PROJECT?

The project is part of an ongoing effort by the County to perform further
research as necessary for the evaluation of the sites and districts identified
in the Locational Atlas, published in 1976 by the Maryland-National Capital
Park and Planning Commission. As of 1990, some 400 individual sites and
historic districts remain unevaluated.

6. PROJECT TIMEFRAME'

The project will begin on January 1, 1992, and terminate March 31, 1992.

7. HOW_DOES THE PROPOSED" PROJECT MEET THE TRUST’S OPEN PROJECT SELECTION
CRITERIA?

The project meets Goal I, in that the research generated by this project will
increase public archival knowledge of specific properties identified as having
historic significance in Montgomery County. :

2. Comprehensiveness
The project will provide complete identification of all standing
structures and cemeteries within the settings of the 16 sites to be

researched. The survey will identify all historic properties that
meet MIHP and NR criteria for evaluation within the project sites.

-14-



Significance.

As the 16 sites have yet to be selected, it is difficult to examine
the significance of their research. However, those sites considered
endangered will be given first priority for intensive-level research
and subsequent evaluation.

Urgency

Again, this is difficult to quantify. Development pressure is
taking its toll on Montgomery County. The Commission is made most
aware of this during the subdivision process; the HPC reviews all
subdivisions with any impact on historic resources (Master Plan or
Atlas) and would certainly request immediate research on those sites
which appear significant, and threatened by encroaching or planned
development. _

- —

Geographic Distribution

A1l 16 sites to be researched under this project will be sites for
which minimal survey attention has been paid.

Protective Value

The purpose of the project is to determine which Atlas resources
merit the protection afforded by the County’s Historic Preservation
Master Plan. Thus, those sites determined to be of significance,
either architecturally, culturally, historically, or archeologically
will be recommended for placement on the Master -Plan and thereby
subject to the extensive review on alteration as provided for in the
County’s ordinance.

Leverage

The continuing effort to provide in-depth research of Montgomery
County’s Locational Atlas sites provides promotes the entire
preservation program in the County, by providing sufficient evidence
upon which to base justification for each site’s placement on the
Master Plan. Well-reasoned and Jjustified recommendations on the
County;s historic sites will be formulated, and will be defensible
as such.

Educational/Public Awareness Potential

The project benefits all Montgomery County citizens educationally by
increasing the body of knowledge about Montgomery County’s past. By
providing more information on the County’s historic resources, the
Commission promotes knowledge and understanding of the heritage and
early development of the County. ‘

Demonstration Yalue

The project will be undertaken in accordance with the specifications
of MHT.

-15- -



10. See (10), Project Narrative: Continuing Publication of the
Preservationist Newsletter. :

8. WHICH OF THE TRUST’S FY 1991 PRIORITIES DOES THE PROJECT ADDRESS?

This particular project does not meet any of the State’s priorities for
funding in FY 1991. It does, however, meet the general category item (3) in
that MIHP date will be upgraded for properties under consideration for local
designation. e :

9. BUDGET

See Attachment 1.

10. RESUMES

Consultant yet to be selected.

11. LETTERS OF SUPPORT

Letters have been sent to MHT. by Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Planner,
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Planning Commission, and Michael
Dwyer, Park Historian, Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission.

12. SIGNED COPIES OF CIVIL RIGHTS COMPLIANCE FORMS (2) AND DEBARMENT
CERTIFICATE

See Attachment 3.

2243E
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ABSTRACT OF PROPOSED PROJECT

Deve]opment'of 20th Century Social/Recreationa] Context

The proposed project involves the development of a contextual overview of
early 20th Century social/recreational resources in Montgomery County. A
consultant will be selected to develop the overview, utilizing all existing
research and developing material, as necessary. The project continues
Montgomery County’s ongoing effort to identify 20th century resources not
previously surveyed. A written contextual "overview will result from the
project.

-17-



PROPOSAL NARRATIVE

MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
Application for Certified'Local Governmént Pass-Through Funds

FY 91

Development of 20th Century Social/Recreational Context

1. PROJECT GOALS

This portion of Montgomery TCounty’s~ applicdtion for funds will produce a
contextual overview of early 20th Century social and recreational facilities.
The  overview will provide general background information which could lead to
the development of MHT Inventory Forms, as well as assessments for inclusion
on the Montgomery County Master Plan.

2. METHODOLOGY

A 36-CFR-61 certified consultant will be retained to develop this contextual
overview. The RFP circulated during FY 90 for proposals on a contextual
overview on early 20th Century ecclesiastical resources will be utilized (see
Attachment 3), with some minor modifications, including provision for meetings
with MHT, the County and the Consultant to discuss the project.

3. RELATED PLANNING ACTIVITY

The consultant will utilize existing research from all available sources,
including HPC and Historical Society files, newspaper archives, etc., during
the development of this overview.

4. HOW WILL THE RESULTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT BE INCORPORATED INTQ THE
COMMUNITY?

The overview will be utilized by the Commission to determine what early 20th
Century social/recreational resources merit intensive-level research and
recommendation for placement on the Montgomery County Master Plan for Historic
Preservation. The overview will be made available to the public at the HPC
office, to any person or entity requesting it, and will be provided to MHT.

5. IS THE PROPOSED PROJECT PART OF A MULTI-PHASE PROJECT?

The proposed project is part of Montgomery County’s continuing investigation
of early 20th Century themes. Initial surveys, done in the mid-1970's,
overlooked 20th Century resources. Since 1987, survéys on agricultural
outbuildings, residential subdivisions, multi-family dwellings, early
neighborhood  shopping facilities, auto-related structures, government

-18-
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buildings, schools (partial), transportation-related resources, and a
contextual overview of ecclesiastical resources have been produced. In the
future, -the Commission plans to develop overviews and where appropriate,
- perform intensive-level research of low-income housing, farmhouses, banks,
eating establishments,  industrial development such- as. quarries and mines,
canneries and factories, bottling  plants and -industrial shops, and
transportation and communication themes, such as horse and buggy, the B&0
Railroad, electric streetcars, automobiles, buses and tractors, and
airplanes. These areas, as well as important people, events, buildings and
construction techniques remain the largely untouched themes in the ongoing
_process. It is anticipated that County funding will continue to be set aside
for theme development.

6. TIMEFRAME
The project will begin March 1, 1992, and terminate June 30, 1992.
7. HOW DOES THE PROJECT MEET THE TRUST’S OPEN PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA?

The project meets Goal I, in that the development of the overview will
identify early 20th Century social/recreational facilities for the first time,
in the historical sense.

2. Comprehensiveness

The project will identify all early 20th Century Eoéial/recreationa1
facilities in Montgomery. County, and all that potentially meet MIHP
and NR criteria for evaluation.

3.  Significance

The overview will answer the research goals and questions included
in the Maryland Comprehensive Historic Preservation Plan, Appendix
5, social/educational/cultural theme (See Attachment 4).

4. Urgency

Since virtually no early 20th Century structures were identified in
the early 1970’s when the County was first surveyed, it is
impossible to quantify how many significant sites have been Tlost
through redevelopment, demolition, or natural causes. The
Commission’s goal 1is to identify those remaining sites of
significance and determine what level of protection each merits.
Potentially significant social/recreational resources could continue
to be lost if not identified as significant and placed under the
protection of the County’s historic preservation ordinance.

5. Geographic Distribution

The survey area (Montgomery County) has never been addressed in
terms of this specific context.
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6. Protective Value

The project will identify those resources which may merit protection-
under the County’s historic preservation ordinance. Those deemed
significant will be considered for placement on the Master Plan for
Hist?ric Preservation and afforded the protection as provided for in
the Taw. ‘

7. Leverage

The project will stimulate interest in, and a move to perform
intensive-level research on those sites which appear to meet the
criteria for Master Plan placement.

8. Educational/Public Awareness Potential

See (8), Project Narrative: "Research of 16 Historic Sites.

9. Demonstration Value
The project will be undertaken in accordance with Appendix 4, Sample

Survey of a Maryland Historic Context, in the Maryland Comprehensive
Historic Preservation Plan (see Attachment 5).

10.  Administrative Capability

See (10), Project Narrative: Continuing Publication of the
Preservationist Newsletter.

8. WHICH OF THE TRUST’S FY 1991 PRIORITIES DOES THE PROJECT ADDRESS?

The project meets State Priority (1), preparation of historic contexts for a
given locality.

9. BUDGET

See Attachment 1.

10. RESUMES

Consultant yet to be selected.

11. LETTERS OF SUPPORT

Letters have been sent to MHT by Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Planner,
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Planning Commission, and Michael
Dwyer, Park Historian, Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission.

-20-



'12. SIGNED COPIES OF CIVIL RIGHTS COMPLIANQL FORMS (2) AND DEBARMENT
CERTIFICATE . ) '

See Attachment 3.

2243F
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ATTACHMENT 1
BUDGET



DETATIED BUDGET BREAKDOWN (SEE SAMPLE BUDGET, APPENDIX 2)

NPS LOCAL MATCH
I TTEMS . | GRANT FUNDS | CASH IN-KIND | TOTAL
PROJECT: Historic
District Long-Range
Plan ("Vision")
A. Architectural v
Historian/Planner $4000.00 ~— $4000.00 $8000.00
TOTALS $4000.00 $4000.00 $8000.00

Identify source(s) of non-federal matching funds ard m—kmd match. If-more than one
organization is providing support, identify each organization and the kind and amount
of match.

Donor: Montgomery County , Donor:
Source: Appropriated Funds Source:
Kird: Cash : Kird:
Amount: $4000.00 Amount.:
Donor: Donor:
Source: Source:
Kind: ) Kind:
Amount: Amount.:
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DETATIED BUDGET BREAKDOWN (SEE SAMPLE BUDGET, APPENDIX 2)

NBS LOCAL MATCH

LINE TTEMS GRANT FUNDS | CASH IN-KIND | TOTAL
PROJECT: Continuing
Production of
Preservationist
Newsletter
A. Development,

Writing and B - T

Editorial Services $4372.50 $4372.50 | $8745.00
B. Printing $3752.40 $3752.40 $7504.80

TOTALS $8124.90 $8124.90 $16,249.80

Identify source(s) of non-federal matching funds and ip—khqi match. If more than one
crganization is providing support, identify each organization and the kind and amount
of match.

Donor: Montgomery County Conor:
Source: Appropriated Funds Source:
Kind: Cash Kind:
Amount: $8124.90 - Amount:
Donor: . Donor:
Source: Source:
nd: - o _ Kird:
Amount: ) Amount:

19 3/90



DETATIED BUDGET BREAIQIMN (SEE SAMPLE BUDGET, APPENDIX 2)

NPS LOCAL MATCH.
LINE TTEMS ' GRANT FUNDS CASH IN-KIND TOTAL
PROJECT: Research
16 historic sites
A. Architectural $4000.00 $4000.00 $8000.00
Historian
TOTALS $4000.00 $4000.00 $8000.00

vIdentify source(s) of non-federal matching funds and ip—kipd match. If'more than one
organization is providing support, identify each organization and the kind and amount

of match.

. Montgomery County
523222; Appropriated Funds

Cash
Kird:
Amount : $4000.00

Donor:
Source:
Kind:
Amount:

19

Doner:
Source:
Kind:
Amount:

Donor:
Source:

Kind: .

Amount:

3/90



. DETAILED BUDGET BREAKDOWN (SEE SAMPLE BUDGET, APPENDIX 2)

| NPS LOCAL MATCH -
LINE ITEMS |  GRANT FONDS | CASH IN-KIND | TOTAL
PROJECT: 20th Century
Theme -
A. Architectural N
Historian : $4000.00 — $4000.00 $8000.00
TOTALS $4000.00 $4000.00 $8000.00

Identify source(s) of non-federal matching funds and ig—kipd match. If more @haf one
organization is providing suppert, identify each organization and the kind and amount
of match.

Donor': Montgomery County Donor:
Source:  Appropriated Funds Source:
Kind: Cash Kind:
amount: $4000.00 Amount:
Donor: Donor:
Source: ‘ Sou:;ce:
Kird: Kina:

Amount: Amount:

19 3/¢0



ATTACHMENT 2

Resumes of Project Personnel



Jan 1985-
- present

Oct 1967-
Jan 1985

Robert E. Robinson « M&R Editorial Services
10201 Grosvenor Lane, No. 508, Rockville MD 20852

Local Phone (301) 493-6224 « Qut of Town Phone & Fax (804) 529-6224

Freelance Writer and Publication Consultaﬁt
Self employed at the above address

Since retirement from previous position have worked as self-employed
researcher, writer, and publisher. Principal projects have included: (1)
co-editorship (1987-1990) of the Preservarionist newsletter, published six
times a year by the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission.
Duties include recommending proposed subject matter; researching, writing,
and producing draft manuscript copy for clearance; producing photographs,
graphic elements,-and final-camera-ready pages for printing, using desktop
publishing processes. The-Preservationist is circulated to residents and owners
of property in Montgomery County historic districts and sites, county and state
officials, and the general preservation community.

(2) writing and producing a variety of reports, manuals, and brochures

for Georgetown University's Central American Scholarship Program and

the Cooperative Associaton of States for Scholarship. These Congressionally
mandated programs recruit disadvantaged students 17-24 years age from

six Central American and 14 Caribbean countries, provide them with two
years of training at more than 40 U.S. colleges, and support their reentry

into their home country communities with self empowerment training. A key
element of the program is its Experience America segment in which the
young people are introduced to North American culture, individual initative,
and democratic processes. :

(3) writing, editing, and publishing (1987-1989) a community newsletter
produced by the North Chevy Chase Christan Church for dismibution to two
thousand residents in Kensington and North Chevy Chase.

(4) Historical and genealogical research of American Family Robinson,

an account of my family's adventures in the United States from 1637 to the
present. The volume now exceeds 200 pages in manuscript.

~ Director, Publications Staff, Office of Research and Statistics,

Social Security Administration

Directed an ongoing research and statstical publication program aimed at

a diverse national and international audience of social scientists. Staff
consisted of 23 writers, editors, designers, and printing management
specialists. It was responsible for the editorial review, design, production,
marketing, and distribution of about 100 documents a year totaling 7,000
pages. These included a monthly research journal, Social Security Bulletin,
statistical notes, and book-length monographs. Publications produced received
numerous awards from such organizations as the Federal Editors Association,
the Society for Technical Communication, and the National Association of
Government Communicators.



May 1959- Director of News and Editorial Operations, WWDC Radio,
Oct 1967 Washington, D.C.

Directed the news and public affairs programming of a major radio news
operadon in the nation's capital. Supervised a 14-member staff of reporters,
editors, and news readers involved in presenting 53 daily news programs.
Researched and wrote for station management editorials including the
endorsement of candidates for public office in Maryland, Montgomery and
Prince Georges Counties.

Sep 1957- Reporter, WWDC Radio News, Washington D.C.
May 1959 L

' Regularly covered news assignments at the Maryland General Assembly,
Annapolis, counry government activites in Rockville and Upper Marlboro,
as well as Capitol Hill and the White House. ’

Sep 1950- Free Lance Writer for national magazines

Nov 1963 - —- -
Beginning full time in 1950 and continuing as a part time actvity after
. 77 1953 contributed regularly to such publications as Reader's Digest, Redbook,
McCall's, Today's Health, Good Housekeeping, and Today's Woman.

Educaton:
1938-1940 Trinity University, Waxahachie, TX (now located in San Antonio, TX)
1940-1942 University of Texas, Austin, TX :
(Muilitary service, 1942-1946)
1946-1948 University of Texas, Austin, TX, BA degree in history.
1948-1950 University of Texas, Austin, TX, MA degree in English, creative writing.
1981 Yale University, Graphics Design Seminar
Numerous professional seminars and workshops in editorial
management, publication design, communication arts.



Career Focus

July 1983- .
November 1989

November 1976-
July 1983

91 656-7010 Home + (202) 835-2100 Offic(’ -
Communications Management and Public Relations

Director, Office of University Publications & Printing
The American University, Washington, D.C.

. My job was to create and maintain a consistent institutional image to advance current priorities and

university goals and objectives. Emphasis on establishing with clients clear purposes and using

i language and graphics and special identity programs to communicate effectively with multipie and
diverse audiences. Directed 23-member staff of professional writers, editors, graphic designers,

photographic and administrative support. Managed annually the research, writing, editing, design,
and procurement of some 800 projects. These one- to full-color projects include the university's
primary communications with internal and external constituencies via biweekly abloid, quarterly
magazine, annual report, fundraising and recruitment materials. We produced publication families
and complex mass-produced marketing packages, catalogs, brochures, posters, and other
monographs. Assisted with creation and production of sclected audio visuals and displays..-

Accomplishments:

+ Formed existing office, including recruitment, training, and retention of all new staff; inwroduced
professional editorial, design, and procurement policies, procedures, office-wide automation, and
such practices as typesetting conversion and desktop publishing

Created new image through consistent institutional identity

Reconceived editorial mission and design of official university magazine to

establish and maintain positive connections with VIP constituencies for fundraising and other
cultivaton purposes

Extended communications via 2 campus tabloid, an annual report, and inhouse-produced
recruitment materials

Created thematic marketing pieces that contribute significantly to enrollment increases

Formed and led creauve team to produce a comprehensive identity and highly polished special
materials, including the case for giving, for a SI00M capital campaign

Head. Publication and Media, Library of Congress

National Library Service for the Blind and Physically Handicapped
Washington, D.C.

Directed S3M nationwide mass media program via radio, television,
newspaper, exhibits, and public service advertsing. Also direcied the editorial
compilation and design of magazines, catalogs, newsletters, brochures, and
other materials produced in print, cassette, disc, and braille formats. Heavy
responsibility for preparation of technical and creative bid specifications,
contract award and administration in compliance with government procurement
rules. Supervised a professional and support staff of nine and numerous
COMLrACLOrs.

Accomplishments:

+ Creation and administration of a public relations progran for a network of more than 200
cooperating agencies

+ Author of Reaciing People. 2 PR manual used nationwide

+ Development of a comprehensive agencyv-wide graphics identity program

+ Eswablishment of an awtomated comprehensive maiiing-list sysicm 1o conwal
distnbunion of materials and some S00,000 names and addresses

+ Significant professional recognition for public relauons projects and
publications



1974-
1976

1971-
1976

1967-
1971

1965-1967

1964-1965

1959-
1962

Educaton

Freelance Research, Writing, and Design

Consumer Federation of America, Montgomery County Education Association,
Energy Policy Task Force, the Montgomery Jow nal, Maryland National -
Capital Park and Planning Commission

Information and Publications Director

. Consumer Federation of America, Washington, D.C.

Served as official spokesperson and media lizison for this public interest lobby
of more than 200 local, state, regional, and natonal groups. Wrote news
releases, newsletters, legislative reports, congressional testimony. Planned
and managed conventons, including newsroom operations.

Public Relations Director

Montgomery County (MD) Educ:mon Association

Rockville, M.D. So- -

Directed annual commumty relations and cvxslauve programs. Staff

advisor to association president and board of directors. Media spokesperson.
Planned and coordinated membership and public seminars and forums.

Reporter, Senrinel and Tribune weeklies
Research Assistant, Former U.S. Senator Joseph D. Tydings

Bureau Manager and Reporter

Deadline Washington Capitol Hill News Service

Washington, D.C.

Interviewed senators, congressmen, other federal officials. Reported on news
conferences, hearings, regulatory agencics, depaniments, and from the White House.

BA, Public Administration, Upper lowa University

Substantal training via professional seminars and short courses in current communications and
{und raising, automation, human resource management; supervision and management;

conflict management; ime management

References and ponfolio available.



ATTACHMENT 3

SIGNED COPIES OF CIVIL RIGHTS COMPLIANCE FORMS AND DEBARMENT CERTIFICATE



US. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
, NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
CIVIL RIGHTS ASSURANCE OF COMPLIANCE

7 County Governmen't'
Applicant-Recipient)

:ES to comply with the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and the
-imination Act of 1975 and all requirements imposed by or
to the Department of the Interior Regulations (43 CFR 17)
irsuant to these titles, to the end that. no person in the
-ate shall. on the grounds of age or handicap be excluded
sicipation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise
i to discrimination under any program or act1v1ty for which
.icant-Recipient receives financial aSSLStance from the

Park Service and hereby gives assurance that it will
ely take any measures to effectuate this agreement.

' M.
i =
v County Government Lvau/w f

T-RECIPIENT SLgnature.
AUTHORIZED OFFICIAL

/!
2 Street, Suite 1001, Rockville, MD 20850 (/070

"T-RECIPIENT'S Mailing Address DATE

23 : 3/90

_P.L. 88-392) and
{ CFR 17) issued
gulation, no per.
d from participa.
‘ogram or activity '
Interior “and

‘ment,

nancial assistance
ince obligates the

Ye period during
services or bene-
nt for the period
surance obligates
ded to it by

1l Federal grants,
ate hereof to the
te on account of
plicant.Recipient
i representations
to seek judicial
uccessors, trans-
ized to sign this

PIENT ~

iparsble
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Certlficatlon Regardmg e i
' Debarment, Suspension, Inehglbxhty and
Voluntary Exclusmn |

Lower Tier Covered Transactions

R Thxs certification is required by the regulations implementing Executwe Order-
12549, Debarment and Suspension, 43 CFR Part 12, Section 12.510, Participants'
responsxbxhtxes The regulations were published as "Part VII of the May 26, 1988 Federal

~ Register (pages 19160-19211). Copies of the regulations are included in the proposa
B cEage or further assistance in obtaining a copy of the regulations, contact the U.S.
epartment of the Interior, Acquisition and Assistance Division, Office of Acqmsltlon and

Property Management, 18th and C Streets, N.W. , Washington, D.C. 20240.
' (BEFORE COMPLETING CERTIFICATION, R.EAD INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE)

(1) The prospective lower tier. pa.mcxpant cemﬁes, by submission of this Xroposal
that neither it nor its principals is presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment,
declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this transaction by any

Federal department or agency.

: (2) Where the prospective lower tier participant is unable to cemfy to any of the
- statements in this certification, such prospective participant shall attach an explanation to

this proposal.

Alistair McArthur, Assistant Chief Administrative Officer

Name and Title of Authorized Representative

e /° I Ry
//p; Ly il [57::' | i //4 o
Signature Date

01-1954
- 9m8)
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Certification Regarding C
Drug-Free Workplace Requirements

This certification is required by the regulations implementing the drug-free warkplace requirements for Federal grant recipients under the Drug-
Free Workplace Act of 1988 (43 CFR Part 12, Subpart D). A copy of the regulation is available from the issuing office.

(BEFORE COMPLETING CERTIFICATION, READINSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE)
. Altarnate [. (Grantees Other Thaa Individuals)

A. The grantee certifies that it will or continue to provide a drug-free workplace by: )
) (a} Publishing a statement notifyiﬁg employees that the unlswful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, poasession, or use of a controlled
rubstance is prohibited in the grantee’s workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken against employees for violation of sucb pro-
hibition; ) . ‘
(b) Establishing an ongoing drug-free awareness program to inform employees about --
{1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;
(2) The grantee’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace;
(3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and empleyee assistance programs: and
(4) The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations occurring in the workplace;
(¢) Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the performance of the grant be given a copy of the statement required by
paragraph (a);
(d) Notifying the employee in the statement required by paragraph (a) that, as a condition of employment under the grant, the employee
will --
(1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and
12) Notify the employer in writing of his or her conviction for a yiolat.ioh of & criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace nolater
than five calendar days after such conviction; '
{e) Notifying the agency in writing, within ten calendar days after receiving notice under subparagraph(d)(2) from an employee or other-
....c receiving actual notice of such conviction. Employers of convicted employees must provide notice, including position title. to every
grant officer on whose grant activity the convicted employee was working, unless the Federal agency has designated a central point for the
receipt of such notices. Notice shall include the identification number(s) of each affected grant;
. Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar days of receiving notice under subparagraph (dX2), with respect to any employee
... s 80 convicted -
(1) Teking appropriate personnel action egainst such an employee, up to and including termination, consistent with the requirements
of the Rehabilitation Act 0f 1973, as amended; or
" 12) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation program approved for such pur-
poses by a Federal, State, or local health, law enforcement, or other appropriate agency,

(g) Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace through implementation of paragraphs (a), (b}, (¢),(d), (e) and
o).

B. The grantee may insert in the space provided below the site(s)for the performance of work done in connection with the specific grant:

Place of Performance (Street address, city, county, state, zip code)
Montgomery County Government

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001 Rockville, MD 20850

Check if there are workplaces on file that are not identified here.

Name and Title of Athorized Representative
3 i1

I j / . oy
: l_i \,.:,/,/x{j-: ) / flr o Date ‘/ ) ( /’0
Alis¥air McArt’hur
Assistant Chief Administrative Officer May 1960

Signature
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Appendix 5, Marvland Comprehensive Historic Preservation Plan

Social/Educational/Cultural Theme
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APPENDIX 5 .

‘RESEARCH ISSUES FOR THE STUDY OF MARYLAND'S ABOVE-GROUND HISTORIC

RESOURCES

Introduction:

Throughout the state, survey activity to date has of
necessity focused primarily on the most significant and visible
historic resources. Domestic architecture has received far more
attention than commercial, industrial or agricultural resources,
for example, and few studies have given equal attention to
resources with primarily “social_ significance, such as black

. communities, workers' housing, or domestic outbuildings.

It is essential that future survey and research activity
respond to these issues and begin to address data gaps, neglected
areas of research and threatened resources. Research must be
directed toward analysis of resources by region, time period,
theme, and related property types in order to implement the MHT's
comprehensive planning efforts™ ‘and improve evaluation and
protection functions. In recent years, local and regional survey
activity has been expanded into thematic areas to a considerable
extent, and this trend must be continued and expanded. Thematic
surveys have also been undertaken that are independent of local

surveys. These include a survey of industrial sites, buildings

and complexes in Baltimore, a survey of traditional sailing craft
of the Chesapeake Bay, a survey and preservation study of the
Mason-Dixon east-west .boundary line project, and a comprehensive
field recording project that has focused on agricultural
buildings in Maryland's Tidewater region. In addition, several
surveys sponsored by other state agencies have included a
thematic focus. Examples are the State Highway Administration
bridge survey (within the context of all M/DOT owned historic
resources), an on-going survey of state-owned railroad lines for
the State Railway Administration, a survey of the state's penal
institutions for the Department of Public Safety and Corrections,
and a survey of all National Guard armories for the Military

Department.

The principal obstacle to broad thematic surveys 1is usually
the lack of a sponsoring grant applicant and the Trust may find
it necessary to commit direct staff support to particularly
pressing needs when matching funds are not available. Similarly,

‘
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more narrowly defined research needs could be undertaken on an
individual basis. A more coordinated effort to work with

university history, folklore, geography, architecture and .

preservation programs could be used to link identified research
needs with class projects or thesis and dissertation research.
Increased research time for Trust staff would serve the dual
purpose of meeting research needs and keeping staff members
abreast of current scholarship.

The publication of county and regional architectural surveys
‘has been an important and visible component of the Trust's
Community Education and Survey and Planning programs since the
early 1970s. Early publications consisted primarily of a
catalogue of historic sites within a defined region. As the
survey program has expanded, these publications have grown to
include lengthy essays discussing local history and analyzing the

architectural forms and traditions found in that region. Current.

inventories have been expanded to  include discussion of
prehistoric and historic archeological resources, as well as
preservation planning issues and priorities for the future. The
format and content for these publications will continue to evolve
in response to the ever-increasing pool of research and fieldwork
and to changing preservation needs and priorities. The county
inventory series should remain the standard format for Trust
publication efforts, but other types of publications are needed
as well. These should include broader thematic studies developed
from regional or statewide survey and research projects, and
site-specific case studies.

Research Questions:

The following research questions have been developed by the
Maryland Historical Trust to guide future research and survey
work 1in Maryland. These suggested research 1issues have been
identified to date; additional questions and topics may be
defined in the future.

For all these themes and gquestions, research should sesk to

identify the character - defining features of property types in
order to provide the basis for evaluation and protection
decisions. Research should advance the techniques and

methodologies of the field (for example, create predictive models
and estimates of the universe of historic sites, and their
survival rates over time.) Technical research can include case
studies in special problems and development of treatment models
for property types.

270




What was the role of church-sponsored pattern'books in church
design? .

What ~has been the significance of functional plan and
organization within typical building forms? :

SOCIAL/EDUCATIONAL/CULTURAL THEME:

Research Issues:

1.

What have been the major developments (key legislation etc.)
in education over time and how have these changes influenced
the design of educational buildings and institutions?

What places and structures in the state are representative of
its significant recreational activities?

‘What caused the increase in numbers of social institutions in

the late 19th century and greater numbers of buildings of
this type? (fraternal, cultural, etc.). What common types
can be identified?

How have trends in popular culture resulted in new types of
soclal and recreational facilities?

o
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How have the health care and social welfare professions
developed over time in caring for the poor, the disabled,
mentally 1l1l, and what institutions have been associated with
these developments?

TRANSPORTATION THEME:

Research Issues:

1.

How have changes in transportation influenced the state's

" development and landscape?

{

- —

What are typologies for analyzing and understanding resource
types linked to this theme?

What are special problems in preserving outmoded
transportation <facilities, such as late 19th century iron
truss bridges? :

What has been: the relationship between technology and
transportation, ‘and between transportation and marketing,
both urban and rural?



ATTACHMENT 5
Appendix 4, Sample Survey of a Maryland Historic Context

Maryland Comprehensive Historic Preservation Plan
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APPENDIX 4 SAMPLE DEVELOPMENT OF MARYLAND HISTORIC CONTEXT

Introductiocn:

- This material has been prepared to guide the development of
historic contexts in Maryland, acccrding. to the steps outlined in
‘the Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines for
‘Preservation Planning (Appendix 2). It should be noted that the
"Examples" shown under each step are very brief samples which
illustrate ‘the type of information to be included under each
step. These samples are not to be considered complete examples
of context development. :

Step 1l: Define Historic Contexts Cot
Identify geographical, chronological, and
concepntual/thematic limits. (Use statewide

organizational framework included in Maryland Histori;al
Trust's "Maryland Comprehensive Historic Preservation
Plan", and adapt locally.)
Example: Region: Piedmont

Time Period/Developmental Phase: 1870-1930,
Industrial/Urban Dominance

Concept/Theme: Agriculture

Step 2: Assemble Information About the Historic Context

a) Collect information on:

1. Historical development
Example:
Conduct research in primary and secondary
sources on settlement patterns, development of
agriculture during period.

2. Identified historic properties

Example:

cr
)]
Ny

Compile site survey, National Regis 1



Step 3:

( o

compliance and Technical Preservation Services
data as well as other documentation on known
agricultural properties in the region and

county. :

3. Relevant sources and organizations/agencies
Example:
Compile . listing of relevant groups, such as
agricultural land preservation ‘groups, farmers
associations, rural community groups who have
knowledge and interest 1n preservation of
agricultural properties.

b) Assess the above information for completeness,

data gaps, blases..

Example:

Review past research and fieldwork, and consult
with historians and other experts in £field;

explain factors causing gaps and biases.

Synthesize information

Write narrative describing:

a) Background historv, development patterns.

Example:

During the early part of the period (1870~180C0)
there was a boom in agricultural activity and
production, especially grain, due to demand from
the Civil War, improved transportation, new
farming technology. Tobacco farming became much

less important. The county remained a stable
agricultural society, but increasingly, wurban
influences were felt. After World wWar I,

suburban development began to change the rural
character of many areas, and this trend away
from agriculture toward commercial and
residential development has continued.

262
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Aesthetic =~ wvalues, issues, "problems in
architecture, construction.

Example:

During this time, the design of farm buildings
was 1influenced by mass production and popular
design publications. Traditional and vernacular
farm building forms and techniques were adapted,
and new technology changed building design. The
layout of farm complexes changed to accommodate
different agricultural practices. Few new farms
were established; instead, existing farms were
expanded oQr incgrporated. into larger ones, or
farm buildings remodelled or replaced.

Research issues, intangible cultural values.

Example:

Research questions: See Appendix 5 to the
"Maryland ‘Comprehensive Historic Preservation
Plan", Research Issues . for the Studv oL

Marvland's Above-Ground Historic Resources, for
possible research questions £for agriculturszal
history.

Classify Property Tvpes, Estimate Universe, Define

Characteristic Features, Integrity Levels, anc Stresses

Identify groups of properties which share common
characteristics and are associated with the
"concept/theme, time period, and region.

Example:

-Family farmsteads
-Plantations/manors/estates
~Tobacco farms

-Grain producing farms
-Livestock/dairy farms
-Orchards

-Agribusiness

s



o

Characterize the locational patterns of propertv

tvoes and estimate - potential numbers and
location of sites. '

1.

Analyze patterns of site distribution, and

cultural and environmental factors
influencing site location.

Example:‘

Farms during the period were usually located
with access to road and rail transportation
and near water sources, as in previous
periods. — Soil " quality continued to
influgnce fd¥m locdtions. '

Create predictive models for site location
and test models using samples.

Example:

Use Censuses of Agriculture during the
period to locate farms; use Maryland
Inventory of Historic Sites, National
Register, and other data; use historic maps
and conduct computer mapping with modern
USGS 7.5 minute topographic maps.

Develop estimates of numbers of sites which
existed during the period and survival

" rates, both above-ground and as

archeological sites.
Example:

Compare past and present Censuses of
Agriculture, historic maps, Landsat
photographs to estimate numbers of farms
which existed during the period and compare
with data on farms and farm sites today to
estimate survival rates. Analyze for both
standing structures and archeological sites.

Evaluate and define relative scarcity and

typicality of the property type and whether

264
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Form:

0

Building Exterior

high or 1low 1integrity 1levels should be
required for significance.

Example:

Once the potential wuniverse of sites |is
kKnown, then we <can begin to determine
whether the property type has a large number
of surviving examples or only a few, thus
helping to make decisions on relative rarity
or commonness of sites, and whether
integrity levels should be low or high.

There _are only 10. known examples of this
property in the county, and 50 in Maryland.
It is estimated that there may be 15 in the
county and 75 in Maryland. Since this is a
relatively scarce type, with a limited
number of resources, a property of this type
would not need to meet strict standards of

integrityv.

Characterize the current and expected
condition of ©property tvpes and define

expected pavsical integrity levels and

stresses.

1. Define the inherent characteristics,
essential interiocr/exterior features:

Example: (Note: Example is for a standing
structure.)

CHARACTERISTIC FEATURES

Define Expected Features:

(e.g., size,
of building,
openings)

shape, height
pattern of

o
<Oy
w1



Structural System: .
(e.g., building framing members,
including joists, trusses,
loadbearing walls)

Finishes/Cladding:
(e.g. clapboard, brick,
shingles, rcofing)

‘Ornamentation: A
(e.g., cornices, sills,
lintels, doors, windows,
sash, stoops)

Building Interior

Floor Plan:
(e.g., sequence of spaces, size and
shape of rooms/hallways)

Finishes:
(e.g., plasterwork, floorboards,
tin/wood ceilings)

Ornamentation:
(e.g., door/window trim, baseboards,
decorative plaster medallions,
wainscotting, stalirways)

Building Setting

Topographic features (such as a
gorge or the crest of a hill)

Number and density of buildings or
structures around the property or
relationship with parks or other
open space

Driveways, walkways, paths, fencing,
lighting, signs, benches

Plants and trees, berms, foundations,
wells, terraces, drainage or irrigation

Y
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ditches, or archeolegical features

Materials

National
Register
Standards
__% Intac

State
Inventory
___% Intac

Local
Designati
& Intac

2. Define the 1level of. integrity required
for local, state, and national
significance:

SIGNIFICANCE AND INTEGRITY CRITERIA

Workmanship Design Setting: Location Feeling Association

-
-

t

t

on:
t

The degree’ of integrity required for a particular
resource will vary according to several factors. For
example, if the resource is one of many examples of 1its
type, then a higher degree of integrity will be reguired
for 1t to be considered significant. Or, 1f the
resource 1is being evaluated for its significance as part
of a district, then 1its exterior features and setting
will require more integrity then its interior features.

3., Define the environmental factors, both
" cultural and environmental, that either
threaten the resource's survival or can
assist in the preservation of the

resource.



Step 5:

Example:

Family Farmstead:

Stresses:

-Development presSure from new. land use,
resulting in demolition or change to the

setting.

-Changing agricultural economy forces
small farms out of business, thus
causing =—vacancy, obsolescence, and
neglect.

~-Arson, vandalism are problems in some
areas.

Positive Assets:

tH
[0
[
D
jo]
O
[t}

-Potential for re-use as con
center

-Property affords scenic setting and view

-Local farmers group wants to save.

~Summarize information and assess future needs.

Specific information gaps relating to historic contexts
and property types should be described. Explanaticn
should be given of why this 1is needed to perfornm
identification, evaluation, or treatment activities,

Conclusion:

Once the historic cont

ext 1s developed, then goals can
be created describing rpreferred preservation activities
for groups of property types as described further in the
Secretary's Standards (see pp. 44719 - 44720 c¢f

Standards, Appendix 2).

——— - p———— ———

T OTRE PSR OWW) WM W W] wem e

TR

Y

S

i




Attachment VI
Sample Historic Preservation Fund
Application Packet

June 5, 1990

Dear Friend of Preservation:

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) is seeking
proposals from not-for-profit historic and preservation groups seeking
matching funds to finance local projects. The deadline is August 1, 1990,

Matching efforts are required from all applicants and may be made in money or
in-kind services. Successful grantees will be required to carry adequate
insurance, as specified by Article 15 of the County’s General Conditions of
Contract. Grantees are also required to contribute displays and/or volunteer
time at the Historic Preservation Commission’s tent and booth at the
Montgomery County Agricultural Fair and the County Ethnic Heritage Festival,
in August and September, 1991. HPC will notify applicants of their selection
by September 30, 1990.

The types of projects that will be considered include, but are not limited to,
the following: walking tours of historic districts; handbooks for historic
property owners; sponsorship of preservation exhibits .at fairs; feasibility
studies for restoration of buildings and sites owned by or under the custody
of non-profit groups; historic and archeological surveys; slide and tape
shows; lectures, videotaping, photographic displays, oral histories;
development of community involvement programs using historic resources; and
preparing National Register nominations.

A11 successful applicants will receive a contract from Montgomery County. The
County reserves the right to modify the amount and scope of services of the
original proposal.. Funds will be distributed equitably ~to qualified
applicants for projects which meet the criteria.

Enclosed is this year’s grant application. Should you have any questions,
please contact Alison Vawter or Jared Cooper, Historic Preservation Commission
staff, at 217-3625.

Je
Chairperson

av
1871E

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-3625
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND

T APPLICATION FOR GRANT
Fiscal'Yeaf 1991

~ ALL GRANTEES WILL BE REQUIRED TO PARTICIPATE IN THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY
" AGRICULTURAL FAIR AND THE ETHNIC HERITAGE FESTIVAL, - BY . PROVIDING DISPLAY
MATERIALS OR VOLUNTEER TIME. .

Fededode e dede e e de de e e Je Jo e e de de J e e g d e e Ik g d Je T e e de e de e de Fe d e e Fe e Jo I e e e Je g T e de de g T e e de e Fe e dok e e gk Fo ke dode e de e do ke

Group or Organization Name:

Address:

Name of Contact Person:

Contact Person Phone Number: (Home) ' | (Office)

Contact Person Address:

1. On a separate sheet of paper, briefly describe your organization, its
objectives, and membership on a separate sheet of paper. Attach a copy of
organization’s charter or founding document, or a copy of your tax exempt
certificate.

2. On a separate sheet of paper, briefly describe proposal for which you seek
funds. Include starting date, 1length of project, materials to be
utilized, resource experts, and all other pertinent details. '

3. Budget Details.

a. On a separatensheet of paper, prepare an itemized budget indicating
all line items. Prepare the budget for the total cost of project,
itemizing cash, in-kind and County funds.

b. Summary of projected total cost of project:

Amount requested:

" hmount of match: < (cash) ~

(in kind)
TOTAL:




' . .4. On a separate sheet- of paper, prov1de detailed answers to the fo110w1ng

'quest1ons _ v .

a. ”fwhere will ybqriorganizatiﬁnfs_matching funds come from?

b. What kind of services w111 your organ1zatxon perform as part of an
: 1n -kind match7 ' -

c. Describe other projects undertaken and completed by your group,
including source of funds.

Signature of President of - : Date
Organization

de de dede & de de e de Jede de de dede de de dede de dede de de de e de e FR *i********************.***************************

I hereby certify that is the President
(Name)

of . __and is duly elected, and that the information
(Organization) :

contained in this app1ication and its addenda ié true and correct to the best

of my knowledge..

(Secretary) : (Date)

Return completed form and attachments to the Historic Preservation Commission,
51 Monroe Street, "Room 1001, Rockville, Maryland 20850. For information,
call Alison Vawter at 217-3625. Application is due August 1, 1990.

HPC:av | - —
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND

Guidelines for‘Agg[icgntg

The Montgomery. 'County Preservation Fundn was estab]ished to encourage
preservation activities in the County, .and to promote increased public

" awareness of, and community involvement ‘in, - all types of preservation

projects. A11 applicants should read the policy statement of the Montgomery
County Historic Preservation Commission in conjunction with these guidelines
before completing an application for funds

Eligible Activities

The types of activities for which the Commission will consider funding
applications include, but are not limited to, walking tours of historic
districts, handbooks on design guidelines; explanatory brochures for property
owners in historic districts; demonstration of preservation skills at fairs
and other expositions; feasibility studies for restoration or preservation of

buildings, sites, and historical records or artifacts owned or under the— -

custody of non-profit organizations; public educational functions such as
historical and archeological surveys, slide and tape shows, Tlectures,
videotaping, photographic displays and oral histories; development of
community involvement programs using historic resources of all types

Organization

Each organization seeking funds must have historic preservation as. its primary
and motivating purpose, and :

1. Must be chartered or incorporated in Montgomery County; or

2. Must have by-laws, membership, elected officers, and 'regularly
scheduled meetings; or

3. Must have non-profit or charitable tax status; or

4. Serve a public educational purpose.

Management

Each organization seeking funds must demonstrate that it shall:

1. ‘Monitor the expenditure of project funds to contractors, firms, and
other organizations;




2. Report quarterly to the Commission on proaect progress and verify

expenditures to.staff; . .

3. Prepare a sworn affidavit showing the amount of cash, in-kind
~contributions, or comb1nat1on thereof comprising the organlzation H
. 50% match; . ,

4. Submit vouchers- documenting the Va1ue of inekind ‘ hatching
contributions. by members; S

5. Comply with non-discrimination in emplbyment provisions of Chépter
11B, Montgomery County Code (1972), as applicable to ‘organization:
members and contractors;

6. Permit an audit and inspection of the organization’s books and
records as required by Montgomery County during the duration of the
project; and

7. CARRY ADEQUATE INSURANCE, AS SPECIFIED BY THE GENERAL CONDITIONS OF
CONTRACT (SPECIFICALLY, ARTILCE 15 - ATTACHED). _

Procedure
Each organization shall submit to the Commission the following:
1. A completed application form;

2. Copies of its charter, incorporation papers, by-Taws, tax status
form, or other organizing documents,

3. Supporting mater1als necessary to furthér explain the proposal.

The Historic Preservation Commission will evaluate those applications deemed
to be complete and each applicant will be notified of the Commission’s
decision by no later than September 1, 1990,

HPC:av
1378E
Revised 6/90




MON'-* MERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVAT "N FUND

POLICY GOVERNING HPC ADMINISTRATION OF COUNTY PRESERVATION FUNDS

The purpose of the Historic Preservation Commission in adm1n1ster1ng funds set

aside for preservation activities in Montgomery County is to promote increased
public awareness of, and community involvement in, -all types of historic

_ preservation activitIes The Commission is empowered by both the Montgomery

County Master Plan (page 16) and the Historic Preservation Ordinance (Chapter

- 24A (5), Montgomery County Code) to administer funds or grants programs, to

- provide information and educational materials for the public, and to encourage

activities that will advance the goals of historic preservation throughout the
County. Toward these ends, the Commission will act as an umbrella

| organization for historic preservation, following these general principles:

1. - A Montgomery County group or association that wishes to apply for
project funding must demonstrate that:

a. preservation, in its broadest terms, is a primary purpose as
stated in its founding document;

b. the project to be funded has specific goals, methods of
operation, and designated persons to carry out-the- project; and

c. it has the capability of managing the funds granted by the
: Historic Preservation Commission.

2. The Commission will devise and promulgate specific guidelines and
‘regulations for applications, selection criteria, and administration
of those projects chosen, with the assistance of its staff.

3. To ensure group involvement in the proposed project, an appropriate
matching requirement, either monetary and/or in-kind, shall be
imposed on all groups and associations that apply for funds.

4. As circumstances permit, every effort will be made to distribute the
funds available in an equitable manner which represents all regions
of the County.

5. A11 available funds will be advertised for applications through the
usual legal channels, press releases, public announcements, and
mailings directed to the Commission’s specialized list of known
historical groups and associations.

The types of activities for which the Commission will consider funding
applications include, but are not limited to, the following:




-2-

_a..._walking tours_of historic districts;
~b. ~ handbooks on design guidelines;

S C. explanatory brochures for property owners in historic dlstr1cts and
' for owners of potential and designated historic resources; :

d. demqnstrat1on of preservation skills at fairs and other expositions; .

feasibility studies for restoration or preservation - of bu11d1ng§,
sites, and historical records or artifacts owned or under - the
custody of non- proflt organizations;

(1]

f. - public- educational functions such as historical and archeo]ogxcal
surveys, slide and tape shows, lectures, videotaping, photographic
displays and oral histories; and _

g. development of community involvement programs using historic
resources of all types.

The Commission believes that its coordination and administration of historic
preservation efforts throughout the County will fulfill its legal obligations
under the Ordinance and the Master Plan.

HPC:av
1378E
Revised 6/90




MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND

e e e e

County Procurement Requirements and Requlations

A11 grant.awards will be in the form of a letter contract. A copy of the

-County’s: General - Conditions of Contract are attached . for your

information. PLEASE CAREFULLY REVIEW THE INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS (Article
15). _ '

The County reserves the righi to modify the scope, budget and intent of

the proposed project.

No work may begin on the proposed project until a completely executed

contract has been forwarded to the organization. No reimbursement can be
made for work done prior to receipt of an executed contract.

Payment will be made upon receipt of complete invoices on the organization
letterhead and submission of backup materials documenting expenses for
which reimbursement is requested. Payments will be made no more than
quarterly, after receipt of progress reports, documentation of in-kind,
matching funds, and submission of invoices. '

.HPC:av
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* 4. ACCURATE INFORMATION, ACCOUNTING . /EM AND AUDIT The contractor certifies that all lfu. mation the contractor has provided or will provide to

[P U R

I

the County is true and carrect and can be relied upon by the County in awarding, moditying, making payments, or taking any other action with respect to this
gontract. Any false or misleading information is a graund for the County to terminate this contract for cause and to pursue any other gppropriate remedy.

The contractor certifies that the contractor's accounting system conforms with generally accepted accounting principles, is sufficient to comply with the contract’s
budgetary and financial obligations, and is sufficient to produce reliable financial information.

The County may examine the contractor's and any first-tier subcontractor's records to determine and verify Compliance with the contract. The contractor and any
first-tier subcontractor must grant the County access to these records at all reasonable times during the contract term and-for 3 years after final payment. If the
contract is supported to any extent with federal or state funds, the approprnate federal or state authorities may also examine these records. The contractor must
include the preceding language of this paragraph in all first-tier subcontracis. .

2. APPLICABLE LAWS This contract shall be construed in accordance with the laws and regulations of Maryland and Montgomery County. Mantgomery County
Procurement-Regulation 130-85, as amended by Emergency Regulation 11-89E, is incorporated by reference and made a part of this contract. In the case of any
inconsistency between this contract and the Procurement Regulations, the Procurement Regulations shall govern. The contractor must, without additional cost to
the County, pay any necessary fees and charges, obtain any necessary licanses and permits, and comply with applicable federal, state and locat faws. codes and
reguiations. For purposes of litigation involving this contract, exclusive venue and jurisdiction shall be in the Circuit Court tor Montgomery County, Marytand or in
the District Court of Maryland for Montgomery County. : . i . .

3. ASSIGNMENTS AND SUBCONTRACTS The contractor.may not assign or transfer this contract, any interest herein or any claim hereunder, except as
expressly authorized in writing by the Chief, Division of Purchasing and Materiel Management (CPMM). Unless performance is separately and expressly waived in
writing by the CPMM, an assignment does not release the contractor from responsibillty for performance of this contract. Unless otherwise providedin the contract,
the contractor may not contract with any other party for furnishing any of the materials or sarvices herein contracted for without the written approval of the CPMM.

4. CHANGES TheCPMM may unilaterally change thework, materials and services o be performed. The change must be in writing and within the generalscope of
the contract. The contract will be modified to reflect any time or money adjustment the contractor is entitled to receive. Any ctaim about an adjustment in time or
money due to a change must be given in writing tothe contract administrator within 30 days from the date the CPMM issued the change or the claim will be deemed
waived. Any faiiure to agree upon the time or money adjustment must be resolved under the "Dis putes” clause of this contract. The contractor must proceed with the
prosecution of the work as changed, even if there is an unresolved claim. No charge for any extra work, time or material will be allowed, except as provided in this
section. )
5. CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION
A. The contract administrator, subject to paragraph B beiow, is the Department representative designated by the CPMM in writing and is authorized to:

(1) serve as liaison between the County and Contractor;

(2) give direction to the Contractor to ensure satisfactory and complete performance;

(3) monitor and inspect the Contracior's performance 10 ensure acceptable timeliness and quality;

(4) serve as records custodian for this contract;

(5) accept or reject the contractor’s performance;

{6) furnish timely written notice of the contractor's performance failures to the CPMM and to the County Attorney, as appropriate;

(7) prepare required reports,; - . .

(8) approve or reject invoices for payment;

(9) recommend contract modifications of terminations fo the CPMM; and

(10) issue notices to proceed.

B. The contract administrator is NOT authorized to make determinations (as opposed to recommendations) that alter, modify, terminate or cancel the contract,
effect procurement, interpret ambiguities in contract language, or waive the County’'s contractual rights.

6. DISPUTES Any dispute arising under this contract which is not disposed of by agreement must be decided under Section M.2 of Montgomery County
Procurement Regulation 130-85, as amended by Emergency Regulation 11-89E. Pending final resolution of a dispute, the Contractor must proceed diligently with
contract performance. The head of the County department, office or agency (“Department Head") of the contract administrator is the designee of the CPMM, for the
purpose of dispute resalution. The Department Head may, with the contractor’s consent, delegate this responsibility to another person (other than the contract
administrator). The contractor waives any dispute or claim not made in writing and received by the Department Head within 30 days of the occurrence giving fise to
the dispute or claim. A claim must be in writing, for a sum certain, and any money requested must be fully supported by all cost and pricing information. The
Contractor may, at the County’s option, be made a party to any related dispute involving another coniractor.

7. DOCUMENTS, MATERIALS AND DATA All documents, materials or data developed as a result of this contract are the County’s property. The County has the
right to use and reproduce any documents, materials, and data, inciuding confidential information, used in or developed asa resultof this contract. The County may
use this information for its own purposes, or use it for reporting to state and federal agencies. The contractor warrants that it has title to or right of use of all
documents, materials or data used or develoged in connection with this contract. The Contractor must keep confidential all documents, materiais, and data prepared
or developed by the contractor or supplied by the County.

8. ENTIRE AGREEMENT There are no promises, terms. conditions, or obligations other than those contained in this contract; and this contract supersedes all
communications, representations, or agreements, either verbal or written, between the parties hereto, with the exception of express warranties given to induce the
purchase of goods by the County.

9. HAZARDOUS AND TOXIC SUBSTANCES Manutacturers and distributors are required by the federal “Hazard Communication Standard” {29 CFR 1910.1200),
and the Maryland “Access to Information About Hazardous and Toxic Substances” Law to label each hazardous material or chemical container, and to provide
Material Safety Data Sheets to the purchaser. The contractor must comply with these laws and must provide the County with copies of all reievant documents,
inciuding Matarial Safety Data Sheets prior to performance of services of contemparaneous with delivery of goods.

10. IMMIGRATION REFORM AND CONTROL ACT Thecontractor warrants that both the contractor and any subcontractor do not and shall not hire, recruit or
refer for a fee, for employment under this contract orany subcantract, an alien knowing the aiien is an unauthorized alien and hire any individual without complying
with the requirements of the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986 (the Act), inCiuding but not limited to any verification and record keeping requirements.
The contractor further assures the County that, in accordance with the Act, it does not and will not discriminate against an individual with respect to hiring, or
recruitment or referral tor a fee, of the individual for empioyment or the discharging of the individual from employment because of such individual's national origin or
in the case of a citizen or intending citizen, because of such individual’'s citizenship status.

11. INCONSISTENT PROVISIONS Notwithstanding any provisions to the contrary in any contract terms or conditions supplied by the contractor, the County’s
General Conditions will supersede those larms and conditions in the event of any inconsistency.

12. INDEMNIFICATION The contractoris responsible for any loss, personal injury, death and any other damage (including incidental and consequential) that may
be done or suffered by reason of the contractor's negligence ot failure to perform any contractual obligations. T ha contractor mustindemnify and save the County
harmiess from any loss, cost, damage and other expenses, inciuding attorney’s fees and litigation expenses, suffered or incurrad due to the contractor's negligence
or tailure to perform any of its contractual obligations. ¥he contractor must defend the County in any action or suit brought against the County arising out of the
contractor's negligence, errors, acts or omissions under this contract. The negligence of any agent, subcontractor or empioyee of the contractor is deemed to be the
negligence of the contractor. For the purpose of this paragraph, County includes its boards, agencies, agents, officials and employees.

2: 3. IP:DEPENDENT CONTRACTOR The contractor is anindependent contractor. The contractor and the contractor's employees or agents are not agents of the
ounty.

14. INSPECTIONS The County has the right to manitor, inspect and evaluate or test all supplies or services cailed for by the contract at all reasonable places
{including the contractor's place of business) and times (inciuding the period of preparation or manufacture).

15. INSURANCE Prior to the commencement of work under this contract, the contractor must obtain at its own cost and expense and keep in force and effect
during the term of this contract, inciuding all extensions, the insurance specified in the applicable table with an insurance company licensed or qualified to do
business in the State of Maryland. The contractor must submit tothe CPMM a certilicate of insurance prior to award of this contract, as evidence of compliance with
this provision. The County must be named as an add:tional ingured on all liability policies. Sixty days written notice to the County of canceliation or material change
i any of the policies is required. In no event may tha insurance coverage be lass than shown on the applicable table. Therequirements of this section may be waived
in whoie or in part by the CPMM. =
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. GENERAL COND! - NS OF CONTRACT BETWEEN CUUP. 1 & wasimtrim - o

. - TABLE — INSURANCE CONDITION NO. 15A
CONTRACT DOLLAR YALUES (IN $1,000)
Up to 50 Up to 100 Up to 1,000 Over 1,000
...Worker's Compenuﬂon {tor contractors with employees) )
Bodily INJUTY B e e ’
_ Accident (each) . B L T L | PN 100 - Soe
Disease (policy limits) ) o 500 500 . 500 e Altachment -
Disease (each empmyee) c 100 ) 100 . 100 No. 1 )

CMlmorcluI Genersi Lisbiiity

Mistmum combined singie limit for bodily injury and property 00 500 1,000 Ses.
damage per occurrence including contractual liability, premises . ) Attachment
and operations, and independént contractors : . No. 1
Minimum_ Automoblie Lisbliity (including owned
hirea and non-owned aulomobxles)
Bodily Injury :
' each person . 100 250 500 See
each occurrence 300 500 1.000 Attachment
Property Damage : ] No. 1
300 300

each occurrence

Professionsi Lisbliity®
For errors, omisgions and negligent acts, 250 S00 1,000 See
per claim and aggregate, with one year Attachment
discovery period and maximum deduclible of $25.000 No. 1

*Professional services contracts only

_ Certificate Holdar

Mantgomery County Government (Contract # )
Ottice of Procurement .
Rackville Metro Center

250 Huagerford Drive, Room 175

Rockville, Maryland 20850-4153

TABLE — INSURANCE CONDITION NO. 158

CONTRACT DOLLAR VALUES ﬁ," $1,000)
Up to 50 Up to 100 Up to 1,000

Commerciai General Liablilty 300 500 1,000 See
Attachment

Over 1,000

- Mimmum combined single limit for bodily injury and property damage o 3
. 0.

per occurrence including contractual liability, premises and
operations, independent contractors, and product liability

Certificate Holder .
Montgomery County Government (Contract 4 )
Office of Pracurement

Rackville Metro Center

250 Hungerford Drive, Room 175

‘Rackville, Maryland 20850-4153

TABLE — INSURANCE CONDITION NO. 15C

ALL LEASES (OOLLAR VALUES IN $1,000)
Worker's Compenmsstion (lor contractors with employees)
Bodily injury by

Accident (each) 100
Disease (policy limits) . 500
Disease (each employee) 100

' Commercisl General Lisbliity
Minimum combined singie limit far bodily injury and property damage 300
per occurrence including contractual habilily,
premisas and opefations, and independent contractors

Minimum Automobiie Liobliity
(including owned, hired and non-owned automobiles)
Bodily injury

each person 100
each occurrence 300
Properly Damage

each occurrence 300

Fire Insursnce .
Lessee shall be responsible {or fire. theft and vandalism insurance on the contents
of ihe teased premises.

Certlficate Hoider

Montgomery County Government (Contract # )
Qitice of Pracurement

Rockville Metra Center

250 Hungerlord Drive, Room 175

Rockwiile, Maryland 20850-4153
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g | GENERAL CONDITIONS OF CONTRACT BETWEEN COUNTY & CONTRACTOR

16. NON-CONVICTION OF BRIBERY Thecontractor hereby declares and affirms that, toits pest knowledge, none of its officers, directors or partners and none o
ils employees directly invalved in obtaining contracts has been convicted of bribery, attempted bribery or conspiracy to bribe under the laws of any state or tht
Federal government.

17 NONDISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT The contractor agrees to comply with the nondiscrimination in employment policies in County contracts a:
tequired by Section 118-3 and Section 27-19 of the Montgomery County Code, as well as all other applicable state and federal laws and regulations regardin
employment discrimination. The contractor assures the County that. in accordance with applicable law, it does not, and agrees that it will not discriminate in an\
manner on the basis of age, color, creed. national origin, race, religious beliel, sexual preference or handicap.

The Contractor must include the provisions of this section in all subcontracts. .

18. NOTICE OF ETHICS REQUIREMENTS The contractor is required to comply with the ethics provisions contained in Chapters 118 and 19A, Montgomer

County Code. (n addition, notice is given of the following code sections: .

(a) GIFTS. (11B-50) IT ISUNLAWFUL FORANY PERSON TO OFFER, GIVE OR AGREE TO GIVE TO ANY PUBLIC OR FORMER PUBLIC EMPLOYEEORFOR AN‘;

PUBLIC OR FORMER PUBLIC EMPLOYEE TO SOLICIT, DEMAND. ACCEPT OR AGREE TO ACCEPT FROM ANOTHER PERSON GIFTS FOR OR BECAUSL

OF: .

(1) AN OFFICIAL PUBLIC ACTION TAKEN, OR TO BE TAKEN, OR WHICH COULD BE TAKEN; (2) ALEGAL DUTY PERFORMED, OR TO BE PERFORMED, C!
\fI’VHICH COULD BE PERFORMED; or (3) ALEGALDUTY VIOLATED OR TO BE VIOLATED OR WHICH COULD BE VIOLATED BY SUCH PUBLIC OR FORME
UBLIC EMPLOYEE.

{b) KICKBACKS. (11B-50) IT 1S UNLAWFUL FOR ANY PAYMENT, GIFT OR BENEFIT TO BE MADE BY OR ON BEHALF OF A SUBCONTRACTOR OR HIGHE
TIER SUBCONTRACTOR OR ANY PERSON ASSOCIATED THEREWITH AS AN INDUCEMENT FOR THE AWARD OF A SUBCONTRACT OR ORDER.

(c) CONTINGENT FEES. (11B-51) IF THE AMOUNT OF THE CONTRACT IS IN EXCESS OF THREE THOUSAND DOLLARS, THECONTRACTOR REPRESENT‘;
THAT HE OR SHE HAS NOT RETAINED ANYONE TO SOLICIT OR SECURE THE CONTRACT FROM THE COUNTY UPON AN AGREEMENT C'
UNDERSTANDING FOR A COMMISSION, PERCENTAGE, BROKERAGE OR CONTINGENT FEE, EXCEPTING FOR BONA FIDE EMPLOYEES OR BONAFIC
ESTABLISHED COMMERCIAL SELLING AGENCIES MAINTAINED BY THE PERSON SO REPRESENTING FOR THE PURPOSE OF SECURING BUSINES!
OR AN ATTORNEY RENDERING PROFESSIONAL LEGAL SERVICES CONSISTENT WITH APPLICABLE CANONS OF ETHICS. )

{(d) EMPLOYMENT RESTRICTIONS. (11B-52(a)) UNLESS AUTHORIZED BY LAW, IT SHALL BE UNLAWFUL FOR ANY PERSON TRANSACTING BUSINES
WITH THE COUNTY TO EMPLOY A PUBLIC EMPLOYEE FOR EMPLOYMENT CONTEMPORANEOUS WITH HIS OR HER PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT. )

(e) THECONTRACTOR WARRANTS THAT DURING THE CONTRACT TERM IT WILL EMPLOY NO PRESENT OR FORMER COUNTY EMPLOYEE OROFFICIA
IN VIOLATION OF SECTION 11B-52 OR 19A-8 OF THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY CODE.

19. PAYMENTS No payment may be made under this contract unless funds for the payment have been appropriated by the Montgomery County Council. Under nt
circumstances will the County pay the contractor for legal fees or for interest on amounts payable.

20. PERSONAL PROPERTY Al turniture, office equipment, equipment, vehicles and other similar types of personal property ‘spe‘ciﬁed in the contract an
purchased with funds provided under the contract shall become 1he property of Montgomery County upon the termination or expiration of this contract, unie:
expressly statec otherwise.

21. TERMINATION FOR CAUSE The CPMM may terminate the contract in whole or in part and from time to time, whenever the CPMM determines that thi
contractor is:

a. defaulting in performance of this contract;

b. failing to make satisfactory progress in the prosecution of the contract; or

c. endangering the performance of this contract.
Prior toatermination for cause, the County will give the contractor written notice specifying the cause. The notice will give the contractor 10 days from the date thi
notice is issued to cure the defaull or make progress satistactory to the County in curing the default. If the County determines that a default contributes to thi
curtailinent of an essential service or poses an immediate threat to life or property, the County may terminate the contract immediately upon issuing orai or writte
notice to the contractor without any prior notice ar opportunity to cure. Any termination for cause shall be considered a terminationfor convenience as of the date thi
contractor was advised of the termination for cause, if there was no cause. :

22. TERMINATION FOR CONVENIENCE This contract may be terminated by the County, in whole or in part, upon written notice to the contractor, when th
county determines this to be in its best interest. The termination shall be effective 10 days after the notice is issued. The County shall be liable only for payment’
acceplable pertormance prior to the effective date of the termination.

23. TIME Time is of the essence.

24. WORK UNDER THE CONTRACT Work may not commence under this contract until all conditions for commencement are met, including execution of th
contract by both parties, compliance with insurance requirements and issuance of any required notice 1o proceed.

25. GUARANTEE

A. The Contractor herein guarantees that all products offered (of used in the installation of those products) will carry a guarantee against any and all defects for
minimum penod of one year from acceptance or as stated in quotation sheet. The Contractor shail be required to correct any and all defects in material and/
workmanship which may appear during the guarantee period by repairing (or replacing with new items or new materials, if necessary) any suchdefectatnoc
to the County and to the County'’s satistaction. )

Should a manutacturer’s warranty or guaraniee exceed the requirements stated above, the guarantee or warranty will be the primary one used in the case
defect. Copies of manufacturer’s warranties are to be provided upon request. ’

All warranties and guarantees will be considered 10 be in eflect from the date of acceptance by the County of the goods Or services.

The Contractor guarantees that all work shall be accomplished in a workmanlike manner and the Contractor shall observe and comply with all Federal, St
County and local laws, ordinances and regulations in performing the services listed. . .
Goods and materials provided herein shall be of first quality, latest model and of current manufacture, and are not of such age or so deteriorated as toimpair the
usefuiness or safety. ltems that are used or demonstrator models are unacceptable, uniess specifically requested in the Specification.

26. MINORITY BUSINESS PROGRAM tisthe policy of the County to actively and aggressively recruit minority-owned businesses to provide goods and servic
for the performance of governmenial functions pursuant to Section 118-23 of the County Code. Minarity-owned businesses are described in County law
Minority/Female/Disabled-owned businesses (MFD). MFD businesses include persons and firms that are 51% owned, controlled and managed by one or mc
members of a socially or economically disadvantaged rminority group and include Blacks (not of Hispanic origin), Hispanics, American Indians, Alaska nativ
Pacific Islanders, Women, and the Mentally or Physically Disabled.

o

m 0o

-

THIS FORM MAY NOT BE MODIFIED WITHOUT THE PRIOR APPROVAL OF THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY.
PMMD-45 REV. 06/89 Page 3
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'''' N Materials Used to Publlc:Lze

Historic Preservation Fund

i NEWS lmme

MH: 61 90-272 CONTACT: Alison Vawter, 217-3625 -
. : or Jared Cooper

MATCHING- FUNDS AVAILABLE '
FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION PROJECTS  FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: June 6, 1990

Montgomery County's Historic Preservation Commission is seeking proposéis
for local projects from nonprofit historic and preservation groups seeking
matching funds or services.

Applications and guidelines for proposals can be obtained in the
Commission's office at 51 Monroe St., Suite 1001, in Rocin]]e or by calling
Alison Vawter or Jared Cooper at 217-3625. The deadline for proposals is
August 1. |

Matching funds or in-kind services are required of él] applicanfs.
Successful grantees wf]] be required to carry'adequateAinsurance. Additional
requirements include contribution of time or participation'in displays in
August and September, 1991 at the Commission's booth at the County
Agricultural Fair and Ethnic Festival.

Types of projects that will be considered include walking tours of
historic districts, handbooks for historic property owners, preservation
exhibits at fairs and feasibility studies for restoration of buildings and
sites. Also, historic and archeological surveys, slide and tape shows,
lectures, videotaping and photographic dfgblays. Also, oral histories,
development of community involvement programs using historic resources and
preparing National Historic Register nominations.

-more-

s Y

thce of information ¢ 101 Monroe Street ¢ Rockville, Maryland 20850 ¢ 217-6530/TTY 217-6505

PR——
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HISTORIC MATCHING FUNDS } 2-2-2-2

Applicants will be notified by September 30 if they are selected. For
more information, contact the Historic Preservation Commission office at
217-3625. |

BH#



Attachment X
Final Submission to MHT for
. pay-out (Federal FY 89)

jﬂjcnl (SE;EEQV . : t S -

July 31, 1990

Mr. Michael K. Day

Administrator

Local Government Preservation Programs
Maryland Historical Trust

Office of Management and Planning

45 Calvert Street

Room 415

Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Michael:

Please consider this our final report, reflecting the final status of
Montgomery County’s FY 89 Certified Local Government Grant.

In accordance with Article III, Final Reports, pages 4 and 5 of our FY 89
contract, the following items are either enclosed, have been previously
submitted, or will be submitted shortly:

1.  Three copies of a report containing fully-developed historic
: contexts on the theme of ecclesiastical resources in Montgomery
County in the twentieth century (enclosed). '

2. Typed copies of all survey forms for properties surveyed, including
all negatives, photographs, and slides not previously submitted
(copies of survey forms have been submitted previously, all
negatives, photographs and slides will be submitted within 14
calendar days of today).

3. Publication-ready copies of capsU]e summaries for each site

identified by the survey, as described in Section F, Article II -
Scope of Services (enclosed).

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-3625

LRI S VIV
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Michael K. Day
Page Two
July 31, 1990

4, A typed survey index which will identify all sites surveyed under
‘this Contract. This 1ist will be typed on plain bond paper and will
include:  'survey number, building name, specific address or
location, and town (enclosed).

5. Photocopies (8 1/2" x 11") of USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle maps
showing surveyed sites, and pertinent historic maps, to accompany
each survey form (previously submitted).

6. Maryland Automated Geographic Information (MAGI) system Variable

. Historic Sites Inventory Coding sheets for all surveyed sites (I
have been told by Richelle Thomas, in a conversation today, that
MAGI coding sheets are no longer required).

7. Ten (10) copies of each of four issues of the Montgomery County
-Preservationist Newsletter (enclosed - original contract called for
printing of & issues. ~However, only 4 were printed during the
period covered by this year’s contract).

In addition, invoices not previously submitted are presented for payment. The
Historic Preservation Commission’s Annual Report, covering July 1, 1989
through June 30, 1989, is also enclosed for your approval.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. It has

been a pleasure working with you and Richelle on this year’s grant, and both
Laura and I look forward to meeting with you to discuss the»FY 90 grant.

Sincerely,

| \MWMU

Alison B. Vawter
Office Services Manager

1541E/4



. RCOUEST FOR PAYMENT
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

SURVEY & PLANNING GRANT-IN-AID PROGRAM

FROM: _ Montgomery Countv Historic Preservation Comm FID #
Name of Contractor Montgomery County, MD

51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001
Mailing Address

Rockville MD 20850
City State Zip
TO: J. Rodney Little, State Historic Preservation Officer

Maryland Historical Trust

Department of Housing and Community Development

45 Calvert Street N
Annapelis, Maryland 21401 v

CONTRACT EFFECTIVE DATE: 9/1/89 : to _ 6/30/90

CONTRACT AMOUNT: $ $36,000

PERIOD COVERED THIS SUBMISSION: 3/1/90 to __ 6/30/90

EXPENSES (attach detailed explanation) TOTAL AMOﬁNT S $22,965.28 (-%7.35)
507 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE § ©11,475.29

SUBMISSION { 2

CERTIFIED JUST AND CORRECT AND PAYMENT NOT RECEIVED: :

7 , .
(/=72 ﬁ/é/,;;é/t 7/2//%

Signature of Contractor . Date
-DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE
Approved:
Signature of Project Director Date

t

Appropriation Code
Activity or Project
Fund

KPS Project #
Source Code

[X)



INVOICES

1. Robinson - March/April Preservationist

2. Robinson - May/June Preservationist

3. Executive Printing - March/April Preservationist

4. Executive Printing - May/June Preservationist

5. Greenhorne & 0'Mara - 20th Century Context Development
6. Traceries, t/a Emily Eig - Maps/Photos 60 Master Plan Sites
7. Staff Support - File Reorganization
8. Standard Office Supply - File Reorganization
TOTAL 50%
ADJUSTMENT (a $7.35 discount was received on

a previous printing bill to
Executive Printing)

1985¢E

$1223.33
$1223.33

" $505.00

$525.00
$7200.00
$7173.40
$4615.22
$500.00
$22,965.28
-§7.35

$11,475.29



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: Nehouse Farm
SITE NUMBER: #13/1
APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: 1890; added to 1927.

LOCATION: 11415 Hawkes Road, Clarksburg, Maryland 20871

The Nehouse Farmhouse fs a 2 1/2 story, three-bay, side-gabled frame structure
~with a raised-éeam metal roof; it is covered in pebble-dash stucco. Windows
are three-over-one, double-hung sash and the foundation is constructed of
stucco-covered stone. There are several outbuildings on the property,
including a small shed (probably the earliest outbuilding on the site), a bank
barn (now demolished), a dairy barn with attached equipment building, silo,

storage shed, loafing barn, and garage.

W



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: Ed Lewis Farm
SITE NUMBER: #13/11
APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: «circa 1790 (log), c. 1878 (frame)

LOCATION: 23730 Frederick Road, Clarksburg, Maryland 20871

The Ed Lewis farmhouse is a three-bay, 2 1/2 story log-and-frame I-house with
a side-gable roof covered in corrugated metal; it faces north onto Frederick
Road. The cornice is boxed and returned and there are exterior chimneys at
the east and west ends of the main block The house has six/six double-hung
windows, shuttered on the main facade. There are two small four-light
casement windows in the east gable end and one small four-light casement
window in the west gable end. The entire house is sheathed in German siding.

The house has several additions. There are several outbuildings on the

property ' -



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: Picken§ Farm
SITE NUMBER: #13/12
APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: «c. 1865, added to c. 1903

LOCATION: 23701 Shiloh Church Road, Boyds, Mary]and 20841

The Pickens farmhouse is a 2 1/2 story, four-bay frame structure with a
"~ side-gable roof covered with slate, an unusual material for this area. The
house rests on a stone foundation. A one-story shed-roof porch with square
posts covers part of the main (west) facade; there is Tlatticework infill
between the piers supporting the porch. The central entrance has a transom
Tight and windows are two/two and six/six doub]e-huﬁg sash, with plain
surrounds. There are two internal chimneys, one at either end of the main
block. The house may incorporate an earlier log structure. There:are several
outbuildings on the property, the most significant of which is a typical late

"~ 19th century bank barn.



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: Hilton Farm
SITE NUMBER: #13/18
APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: <c¢. 1904

LOCATION: 22222 Ridge Road, Germantown, Maryland 20874

The Hilton Farmhouse is a large 2 1/2 story, four-bay clapboarded
late-Victorian frame structure with a side-gabled roof covered with
raised-seamed metal; it rests on a stone foundation and the windows are
one/one double sash. Window and door surrounds are plain. There are a number
of outbuildings on the site, the most important of which is an early 20th

century metal-roofed bank barn covered with vertical plank siding.



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: Elizabeth Waters Farm
SITE NUMBER: #13/19
- APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: c. 1884-1892; added to c.1920’s

LOCATION: 22010 Ridge Road, Germantown, Maryland 20874

The Waters Farmhouse is a 2 1/2 story, side-gabled, three-bay, stucco-covered
late-Victorian fram structure with a rear wing which combines a two-story
flat-roofed section (open on the ground floor) with a 2 1/2 story gable-roof
section. Most windows are two/two with shutters and slightly projecting
cornices. The gable ends have small, six-pane windows, double in the rear
gable and single in the main block. A one-story, shed-roofed, slate-floored
porch with large arched openings extends across the south and east elevations
of the house. The roof is metal and the foundation is stuccoed stone. There

are a number of outbuildings on the site which date from_the 1920’s and 30's.



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: Gue Cemetery
SITE NUMBER: #13/22
APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: 1842-1881

LOCATION: 300 yards north of 13601 W. Old Baltimore Road, Boyds, MD 20841

The Gue Cemetery, in its present condition, measures approximate1y 30’x307,
and is marked by two large oak trees. A1l remaining gravestones appear to
belong to members of the William Shaw . Family. There are three small
rectangular stones, which may have been foot markers; they are unlettered.
Two others, similar in size and shape, are lettered. There are four Tlarge
stones with inscriptions, three intact, one fragmented. What appears to be

the lower portions of four stones protrude above the ground.



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: Byrne (Magee) Farm
SITE NUMBER: #13/24
APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: <¢.1912

LOCATION: 22415 Clarksburg Road, Boyds, MD 20841

The Byrne farmhouse is a 2 1/2 story, four-bay, hipped roof, clapboarded
late-Victorian frame structure with a Tlarge centered gable on all four
elevations. Each gable is framed with a box cornice, has a centered window,
and is covered with several styles of decorative patterned shingles. Only the
north and south gable apexes have retained the decorative Jjigsaw trim
originally found on all four gables. There are a number of early to

“mid-twentieth century outbuildings, including a gambrel-roof dairy barn.



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: William Reid House
SITE NUMBER: #13/29
APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: «¢.1884, c.1897

LOCATION: 21301 Slidell Road, Boyds, MD 20841

The William Reid farmhouse is a 2 1/2 story, three-bay, side-gabled frame
structure which has been considerably enlarged over the years. The central
entrance has a transom and there is a second-story centered gable covered with
fish-scale shingles; the gable features an arched window. Other windows are
six/six, and all gable ends have small, paired, four-pane windows. The house
is covered with asphalt shingles, has a patterned metal roof, and rests on a
stone foundation. There are eight outbuildings on the site, the most notable
of which is a late nineteenth or early twentieth century gable-roof barn,

unusual for its horizontal clapboard siding.



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: William H. Poole House

SITE NUMBER: #14/25

APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: c.1876-1887

LOCATION: 24141 Kings Valley Road, Germantown, MD 20874

The Poole House is a small, four-bay, side-gabled frame house covered with
pebble-dash stucco. A central chimney is located on the ridge Tine of the
seamed-metal roof. Windows are six/six and shuttered on the second story and
one/one on the ground floor and unshuttered, with plain surrounds. Gable ends

have small centered windows and return cornices.



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: Salem United Methodist Church
SITE NUMBER: #14/26
APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: 1907

LOCATION: 23725 Ridge Road, Clarksburg, Maryland 20871

The present church building, erected in 1907, is a one-story, two-bay,
rectangular frame structure with a front-gabled, asphalt-shingled roof and a
slightly-projecting entrance tower in the southwest bay; the tower has a small
pointed-arch stained glass window on its south elevation, at ground-floor
level. A‘steeple with an open belfry caps the tower. The vertically-sided
belfry features a railing with turned balusters, bracketed corners, and a
modillioned cornice. The church foundation, originally of stone, is now
stuccoed concrete block. A small cemetery is located at the rear of the

church.



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: Chevy House
SITE NUMBER: Within Site #30/13, the Garrett Park Atlas Historic District
APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: 1927

LOCATION: .10912 Montrose Avenué, Garrett Park, Maryland 20896

The residence at 10912 Montrose Avenue (one of the "Chevy" house "Sylvan"
models) is a simple-one story, three-bay, side-gabled frame bungalow with
classical detai1ing.' It is covered ith German siding and rests on a
partially-stuccoed brick foundation; there is a full basement. The roof is
asphalt shingle and the off-center entrance door has a 15-1ight window.
Significant as a "Chevy" house, one of a group of modestly-priced houses built

in Garrett Park after World War I, the house is in poor condition.



CAPSULE SUMMARY

SITE NAME: Shaw House
SITE NUMBER: #33/9
APPROXIMATE BUILDING DATE: 1851

LOCATION: 713 Quaint Acres Drive, Silver Spring, Maryland 20904

The Shaw House is a 2 1/2 story, three-bay frame structure w{th a side-gabled,
slate-covered roof; its main block dates from 1851, and major additions and
alterations date from the early to mid-twentieth century. On the main (east)
fﬁcade, the north and south roof ends have gabled brick dormers ith six/six
‘double-hung windows; the dormers (probab]y added in the 1950’s) are also
slate-covered. Main block windows are six/six double-hung sash and shuttered,
with plain surrounds. A central entranceway, reached by a short flight of
steps, is ornamented with fluted pilasters and a broken pediment, added at a

later date. The siding is lapped, and the foundation is stone.




'SITES SURVEYED UNDERVFY 1989 CLG CONTRACT

Salem United Methodist

Locational o
Atlas Site # Name of Site
13/1 Nehouse Farm
13/11 ‘Ed Lewis Farm
13/12 Pickens Farm
13/18 Hilton Farm
13/19 Waters Farm
13/22 Gue Cemetery
13/24 Byrne/Magee Farm
13/29 William Reid House
14/25 Poole House
14/26

Church
30/13 Chevy House
33/9 Shaw House

Final Report

Requirement #4
Montgomery County

FY 89 CLG

,AddreSs

11415 Hawkes Road, Germantown
23730 Frederick Road, Clarksburg

23701 Shiloh Church Road,
Clarksburg

22222 Ridge Road, Germantown
22022 Ridge Road, Germantown

13601 W. 01d Baltimore Road
(300 yards north of Shaw House)

22415 Clarksburg Road, Clarksburg
21301 S1idell Road, Boyds

24141 Kings Valley Road,
Germantown :

23725 Ridge Road, Germantown

10912 Montrose Avenue, Garrett
Park (within Garrett Park Atlas
Historic District)

713 Quaint Acres Drive, Silver
Spring
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MEMORANDUM

July 10, 1990

TO: ' Heidi Metzger, Accountant
Division of Accounting

FROM: Frederick C. Wilcox
: Administrative Services Coordinator
Department of Housing and Community Development

SUBJECT: Transfer of Expenditures - Historic Preservation

Please transfer the following expenditures from the
general fund to this Historic Preservation Grant. »

FROM TO
415521/01 | 1,871.54
418707 /F6012G/01 1,871.54
415539/08 | 142.24
418715/F6012G/08 142.24
415539/09 106.68 -
418715/F6012G/09 106.68
415539/10 187.15
418715/F6012G/10 187.15

This transfer will permit us to charge the State
grant for time spent in organizing files for the Historic
Presecrvation Office. Attached is a worksheet indicating the

hours per pay period.

Attachment

FCW:gk:2889A
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- P A _ . ':”
Program: /4/,,/74/'/6 S s gl Year: F D
Name: 500 %} et '/// ‘Positien: ,:é’/;oc'@ ey /f/(/a
Hourly Rate As Approved - 2 |
By the MHT: s /2.
DATE | TOTAL HOURS |  DESCRIPTION OF CONIRIEUTED SERVICE
s Geres o S
/2/30 . Lo » Sl A?f:v'fﬂzwzaré,d
0//3 33 Y Zﬁnn/rdxb,z4,4,a
0,/2"7 A5 Ao 2735,,‘,/,;/;,0, PR AP
J% ? Vi) ) Er sy o

d%/ 2 =y ,Zaa-'»'// Gois T4 /4«J

ﬂ%& F2 /7/? 2{& );45& &2#.74”

| | v /’/2/4')7 e Fro s// _,///._ad/
765 Seova Ve /?/u/v»;

7% Twevradac
- K N
10 5 BeFremend

I certify that the data provided above is correct.

//y/m///g// R J///SM/ £ LA’M@L ?/3{/?0

Sigrature of Subfranted SLgmmre of Donor and Date

I certify that the services shown abcve were essential to grant-assisted effort, that
the amounts of time indicated are appropriate, and that the hourly rate is reascnable
and conforms to procedures for valuing volunteer services.

Signature of Stata Historic Late
Preservation Cfficer -



VAR IS T Do

FUNIVHOIS S.UBOSIAUAING

N\

‘e
A

FOAITMONN AW 30 1536 3H1 01 I1VLNOOY 38 OL 11 ONNOJ
AWM OGNV IDNVANILLY ONV 3WiL J0 Q80T SIHL OININYXS JAVH 1 LYHE A3 O) SIS

e 2 N AR N 07 1

AdOD IN3WiUVdiQ
133HS FNIL AF3IM i1

PR

FUNIVHDIS'S. 32

GNVTIAHVIN ALNNOD AHIWOOLINOW

1238403 SI N

Y HalSK:Ials

e~

Ny .

Tre “Haper)

OUTRNYIY ALTX

A

89/8 G- OOW # WHOS AV VML ASIIM3D C
‘ : .‘.. - . BY » ; e U :
VR S0 \. ! v ]
Y A% B T
- FERY _ m m . . _
] NI N ' A H , _ :
- o . § H
W | ) i !
by K N ” , : —
; { H
: | P
| W\ N3WVLAT-awoo| i - YR T
%rm NIYVL AT MOIS e Lo i VAl <1
#) | .
\ % N N3IHVL AT TIVNANNY SoaLnLG Toe it t ” NV X1
Q3INYV3 ‘A1 dwod| e (R PREI I ) X1
i
: : _
: |
H ] ;
| ; M
. - —
; ! Py : b
: 0 o
; i ;o ‘ by
HiNE |
_ D : |
. L |
i b i T
i o ; o
‘ H i - H
i i |
B H | N
: : i ;
! ¢ . :
. : L !
Y PRy )y Iy ] ” —
1) C MW ; | : |
3 @7@ @A@ ) | b m |
/ S0l o . : 2Ry al
/ t MEAPAR; QV3IHY3AAO "1d3a n B I
t i h» i L \\ L -
S 3 L M 1 W SI]sS 3 1L M 1 Ws NOILAIHOSIO 3000 NOHYOOT 3009 SUNOH 3dAL 3dAL | 300D
NOWVOOT]Y SHOOH ATIVA 1103royd 0aN3Sd IWILU3AO 110 "vino3y NHV3 NYUY L
Thie 60 o.r..,.”mm,q.__o dor S0 13INa3HOS c:\om\._m.ﬂ oL 69/ LT/27T ‘00M3d ONIHO4IY .
s : SR o 10720 ON 4430 T3ASA 5 Mo




£

LTI UTTI00 ATV eakZ 001 3 3 IVeved ey

S

[~y 4 < 17 u
- v- N Ll s v 10 o h
@ , 3 , L Do
o
1 Py S T
o P
¢ N S T [T Y :
g " & N
|
B s vty : i
& NINVL ‘AT ‘dWOD “
3 K s \.. ., 1
® : NINVL ‘AT NOIS A ! |
TR (SRR N B ,
NINVL AT TVNNNY S w |
! 10 Vo ._
@ a3INYV3 "A1 dWOD ' ' P
i _
._
. T
e _
|
o et
P
P
o ‘ i Lo :
i b
rAx ! -
@ W P £
C . A , __ “
e el v W ? VI A IR R |
) . ViW% VIS 1 ;
T KEN S
o S S
il . ; T ot Tean |
@ |8 | S ' avaHy3ano ‘ldaal N ; q
P m,“ S . : 1 W S 300D NOLLVOOT 14000 wIDCI 3dAl SHNOH 3
. u..rlx — >>zcﬂp<%ojw< mc:o:ui_“m - nouase IO QaN35: ZALBING 22 EICSE "
__w. ne S hO igsy1d 80F 0 3InQ3HOS s /1T ol R TASYEAY :ao3d .nz.Eo&m
A ¢ T E [U AT( T3A30 3 ;ONINNYRI
g__ N :ON 80r CLL T bR MYA ”m.z(z, €gl:

&
&

Joa Mo B UULAYL A

IHAIWAONN W O 1839 314) O1 IIVUNDOVY 30 01 £1 ANNOJ
JAVI G ADNYONRTILY GNY 3WEL A0 JUHDDIY SIHL QINING Y 3AVH | LYHI AEH3D 0L SESING

AdOY LNHWLIVA4d
133HS INIL ATH33IM 1E
GNVIAHVIN ALNNOD AHIWOOLINOW

88/8 ¥S1-OOW ¥ WHOA




m@ - - AUV HOIL S HOSIA . AdOD INIWIHVJ3Q . _— ._Fa
 133HS IWIL ATH3IM I8 . S MY

"IDATIMONR AN JO 1S38 3HL O1 JIVUNOOV 38 O4 LI ONNO S

[ —

JAVH QNY 3DNVANILLY OGNV Wil 30 Q40D U SIKL QIANINYXS FAVH | LYHL A411HID O1 St SiHL

R oy -
R I I S IS I HNOH V10
i . ! . BN

GNVIAHVIN ALNNOD AHIWODLNOW ,

i
88/8 ¥SL-DOOW # WHO 4 IDONVONILLY ONY 3N 40 CUOD3Y Ar 1

T o0 og

SODO00

- DLULON RN B w L
' RS ) : v - -
nwm N3INVL ‘A1 dWOD N Teasty : 1d 3
m . SO0 I y ] 17 ,....» - .
@” NIIVL AT IDIS ...r.LCA\(d to2G16 . . \ 156
i )
TCGO00 53 yre
I/ NINVL AT IVANNY| VYO 1551 B
® o - COUG 0L {enGih — TS :
M Q3NYV3 "A1°dWOD ! b “
| T H M
@ , -
\ i : ; 1
%wm_ . Eo
, — -
WO_ - o
DA : —
a g_ Y ! : i : ;
e _ H » : i
< i i H
! m |
:® | . IR )
‘e M . i .
”W , H i :
@. } 4G i

\ A
¢ AR AT , :

Mee «

o ®

el A COTO T

-

. D

; . :
\; i ). - B y\ X N T P s =X N - i Tt | v N PN fre—— g
@ CAANTG L ] 5% 3 : . N IRV I AN 1 N (e B
1x M e Ly oo N QV3IHY3AO “Ld3Q _ : r S A
|+» S 4 1+ M 1+ W sfls 4 1 M1 WS NOILGIHOS3a 3000 NOHLYO O 3000 SHNOH 3dAL SHNOH 3dAL
@ NOJLVDQTIY SHNOH ANIV] X 1103roud oan3asd INIHIAO 10 "~ HVIND3Y NHV3
‘w.yw L2600 ssviouor LG9 3naanos Oe/LéE/1 or GeE/PT/T ‘Q0IY3d DNILHOG3Y

'

1

‘ON 80r

_TOU==7"NY90 :oN"Ld30

T i b g

410

ATO A

7 ONINNV

ERILIALS 3]

14 ALK
-1 J'*..& i




sEitdL LhuLiaUddi

wmx_m.:SOzx AnE wO 1538 3HL Ou 31YHNIOVY 38 O1 I GNNOY
¢ 3AVH GNY 3ONYON3ILY ONY 3011 3O OUOD3Y S1HL O3NIWYYI 3AVH | LVHL AN1HID 01 St SIHL

133HS FWIL AIM3IM 19
GNVIAYVIA ALNNOD AHIWOHINOW

AdOV LN3WLavdaa

udD-(ZC_.u N

88/8 ¥S1-ODW ¥ 210..._

J%é/ oy

\;

*'1234Y0D §

J\

UQZ<DZW:< OZ< Inu 40 Q(wa >1 AVHL A 21103

- p D vi0 ! J
C1 a0 EENESUTES
SRR T w_
VG NS .m
_‘_”\ ,.\f.' H A e
m NIXV1 AT "dWOD ' : 143
. T =
v . NINVL AT OIS PeoE NS AR R
_ SR B - i S
| NIXVL A1 IVANNY G300 T : INY | x.
TCau0 N I 3
" 3 G3INYV3 ‘A1 "dWOD we 1 4
m T
® d
@ ¥
$it
g QA -
0 1 EAS
3 : Bl
P ik
i 4
: . i
: @ ]
Huy: ,w
‘e TR
: , 4 ¥ VA ’ - 3
® | sk 3 | ;
i EEPEREORIRY SET ) 3 Croyame e
0, RNy isas G ) 53 PR
. - - - 17 QLOanon (26514 i
® I o L Fd A avaHuano ‘1d3a| YEUO | |
1 . . : ’ ! ' uf . -
+- . 341 | 300D
S 4 1 M I W S S 4 1 M L N S 141895830 3002 NOILY IO SHNOH 3dAl SHNOH
. @ NOIIYOO0TIY SUACH ATiva NOILJINOS 1103r0ud. ERTELI 110 ¥YINO3 Naya | Nwul
' wm, BICEOOH 'SSVID 40r €0% :37ng3Hos 06/92/1 n’OEwm OZ_EO&wc s Z.
L € AIQ 1INIC Y ININNYTS ALINOWWO
@“ { ‘ON gor NS T IYEET MUY A §RZL-26G-T1>7

I INVN .



it v B HOLIAAGHS

Aduou . Vddu : . . o . oSt v s Lt
- P - = ) .m " - : . i
133HS IWIL ATH3IM 19 | ;,.,«_,:: _,m._.. : N
AVE10 4G DIV 3 Y / A FRS Vi - '
B .n:q FINVUNILLY czmmui: wﬂﬁm@%nwv:&. .:wv_h_“mﬂW\@_..u.,wmnuwwu_wkww_hh m_:%_mw. Qz<l—>m<2 >.—.ZDOO >GWEOOPZO—Z B8H/8 PSI-DOW # WHO JONVONILLY nz< nit uOoxooWs Ehxxﬁww%ﬂw.ﬂ
Tale 710 M / ba g 710
. ) ’ ol O D
1 ,ii( .u.(_ i ~ H i w ‘ i .
1 1 .
_. 1)
RSN TWRN] T ; ! _
! P !
COL LU i - ! i m i R .
a b . LT b : ’
BYs B 0 “ : " "
NINVL ‘AT dWOD s , w p | 342
| H i
T N ’ N T ; s
NINVL AT HOIS ! M_ | _ : uym ¥
N3NVL ‘AT WNNNY Eoo b | | .. _ Jw«.« b
. . j RO T ~ . : 1o .
Q3INHVE ‘AT °dWOD : o | e L
- : | { i
| : i
! oo T
i oo N
| ; o e
i
4o ' ﬁ
;
Tl Ty Y IRI A £ X B R DT ITN o
Ce A ;: 3,:__ 4 )¢ : i
B SRR P31 BEREREP RS MEribriic) SRR
t Xl PR S 3 bR SRPWRE KPR .“;
- ) oo T ] 1T 938 w1 v
, avaHY3AO "1d3d , . B e d :
ST T M I W sl]s 3 1 ™M L Ws| NOVAIOS3a 3005 NOHYOOT 3000 SHNOH 3dAL SUNOH 3dAL [ 3000 | 5
NOILYOOT1Y SUNOH A1¥Q 1123royd 0anasd INILEIAO 110 HYINO3Y NEV3 | Nvhl
“es 270 igsvioBor & 3 :3InaIMos /el o 0 /T1/7 QOM3d ONIMOd3Y oL
. T L= 5 (0N T1d3a YIRS T ONTINNY &.»..:&».rzbumzﬁ.
T ONsgor L SO T s @MU gawN o 0 322G ThEai33n




p Al naddil . AdOD IMANLUYdSQ .. 1 w§»<zo.w4m.uu%oa’

_— . _f‘ut AN AT
| o L33HS IWIL AIHIIM 19 y i) oG VA
C , N 4 [ B DOV \.A.. o ‘ (.\xMA .. o K.a
v somvons iy an 3re SIS A s A O UR22Y, 20 01 1 annos ANVIAHVIN ALNNOD AHIWOSLINOW 8016 YSI-00W § WO 3ONVON L1 0w It 10 oo an 1010 54 WS
T HNOH: 1V 16 | | OlTol)]
CLOULO 1o Te m ”
i m
GGG f i ! P
- i COLGuT SRR .
NIXVL AT dwoo| (0080 TS aTh , s -_au. ’ x“p
NIXVL A1 dois| Ceeuds TETLn . QL i xt | .
N3XVL A7 IVANNY| CUDGOT [EE : NORIZE | e | xu
SISRIISTONY: 120004 . , : e
Q3NYV3a 'A7dwoo| VL UCOU EaL e T : Lo 137 |k x1
: b
i ?
—_ —t—t :
M
|
— I . ]
< S ‘ = N YWy } gt.. . - w -
9] ] @] ol MR RN
5 . BA : ”J..".L.“.%}nwmw% PRSI RIS LS
RN I Y E .Z.....w.,...w.m«:w,h ..:nrn.‘j‘:w TS/, E O FEVEVE S
T T . LGONO 0 R B VR4 DO % - 93y X1
NEEN NS 1X Qv3IHY3IAO ‘Ld3af L =O! ¢ S N RV S e i 7 sl B
R - . AN ) : oA ) .m_k g
5 34 1 M 1 W S S 4 I M I N S NOILJIYOSIa 30092 NOLLVOO'| 3000 SHNOH IdAL SUNOH 3dAL uDOv.\
_ NOLLVOQITIY SHNOH AIvQ _1103roud O3aN3asd - ANIIYIAO 1/0 HYINOIY Nuv3 Ny»
nLde 0 'SSV0 8Or 019 13N03Hos CHLLOT /) ot e el /e ‘q0143d ONILEOJIY - \\\.
TQO~-4L0097, | 'ON 1430 SILOTRARIG OV SHINNVYD A
3 ‘ON HOf . POslisfmemen 9nvN g




m: ‘%@4&‘/’4 Lo g %A Year: . s G

— 5 : ) .
Nama : s—//s’w;e// Lo o : Positien: /(Z"l’ﬂf/"’" ﬂé@@’d’/f < Z
HmrlymteAsAppzwed . o R ’ B
9] the MHT: » s /7 ‘ ﬁéy‘ /73 > Senorce /x)éﬁ(mpw/ rcnsa e
i BATE | TOTAL HOURS DESCRIPTION OF CONTRIBUTED SERVICE

/2/50 } 2 | Ao 235744/20',//4,4

0//3 | 73 Vo /e Z—wrf/éx,wz 7 r,-/a,a
2/ o — -
A7 /O /7/" /-':/f'@”/-’f;/,--'/ izt 2/)(()»0
o7 ) . .
] /Z /; = &‘.’/V//J»ﬂ/?f{' &
o2 s s J
zd Yafla) P e G P S e
az _
/0 e, y=ye ,Zea/v/fd.-dxzd) ﬁ/a,d

/—:ﬂ/»vfe e Lo e Zep Ao
26,42 Soccal Sepen /75

77 D irdi €
/‘0 /,a Aa/ﬂgkhé’a /

that the data provided above is correct.

/"/Zmzéza/ / % i AR, 4 / Er— . 7 5//@

Signature of Subgrantee Sighature of Donor ard Data/

I certify that the services shown above were essential to gmnt-assisted effors, that
the amounts of time indicated are appropriate, and that the heourly rate is reasonable

and conforms to procedures for valuing velunteger services.

slignature of Stata Histeric Cate
Preservation Cfficer



T e

AL

—

[TV VR TIE SAPTEECSRPE

? 3YNIVNDIS SHOSIAYIINS AdOD LNIWIHYJ3a — L S mm?«zm,m S.33A07
:_.4/.\‘_\/ T 133HS FNIL AFIM 18 P N

‘3D0IVMONN AN 40 1538 3HL O 31vyNDDY 38 01 (1 GHNOJ 1DIWHOD S NMOKWG
L¥H ONY IDNYANTLLY GNY 3L JO OWOD T SiMl QININY XD JAYH | 1vHL AJI1YID O S Sl

IDNVONILIY ONY IWIL JO OHODIY AW FYHHL A HIHID 01 $ S

F A1 8 via

ANYIAHYIN ALNNOD AYT

WOOINOW
AqHAd S84~ ino v 10l cleqlal s ;

e G LA o} 28, 0 N,
PO g __
T hu T T
P
YEISE w
N
Al Ag N3MVL ‘AT dWOD Goot Henl | Al e 1 : _
_ . 1 NINVL AT NOIS banetn - | I |
% . RS RN RSEATE ! Ny .
“ NIWVL AT IVANNY M .

b

d 1 a3Ndv3 ‘A1 dWOD

Taved

RN D

JUN VR

- L

2 \
TRECE [ 7

-n_‘)

a4 4425 . R EaS T m ST 7
M V44 4.4 7 GVIHYIAO "1d30 IYARB : ;
S 4 1 m 1 W SIIS 4 L M 1 WS NOLLdIOS3D 3000 NOILYIO 3000 SHNAH 3dAL SHAOH 3dAl | 300D,
NOLLY 01V SHNOH ANVG 1103roYyd 0ogn3sd JNILYIAO 1/0 LAAIREL] NYv3 NVH LS
i gE G000 ssvidgor €. {10 FINAIHOS il ASEO A AT LU A1 T /7T [00MH3d ONIHO4IY J
. ON "*430 SR I ERESTAREN R PP S R L

TINVYN (ol e Ko DU I

S



JUNLVYNOIS SHOSINGISNS

AdOQ LN

T add

;o © 139HS IWIL ATHIIM 18

IDNIIMONN AV 30 1538 3HL OL J1vHNDDY 34 041 1V ORNODS
ONY INIE JO DHO Y Sk QININY XY JAYH ) LYHL AIHID OLSI SIHL

GNVYTAHVYW

ALNNOD

e e e e

~

s
9818 vS1-DIW # WHOJ

AHIWOODLNOW

\\

-

\.M.\,. o

] AV I I -JRRE : AR, . ,
o Al A RNl ) NN7 S, .
Bl BRI , “ Py I
|
EELTRY R pod
S0 UEENE “ -
* . P o
: : — S It M - - _
NDIvL AT awoo| 7T N ! | IR ORER :
i ; o ,
NINVL AT OIS H ban W M W NG | X1
1 i M
- CNBIVLATTVANNY|  CP TR b | NN AR
. | g
) 3 , A - U {¢ R S Ha N : X1
) - 1?1 £ )
& @3NUV3 A7 dWOD 25 ya | '
- w ;
NP A Aoy FE ;
iEeRINERe 0 R |
B R BN wn.,w.. ES BRI ECRY RREs B eRah> I8 Badnishdl % SIS &
| H
W
b mrddedudedsnezdeasades
T- T . CeoCo0 TIPTS5 PN 539 | XJ
2318 S5\ S5\ QVIHYIAO "1d30 _ 7 Q%. *
W L W S S 4 1L M 1L W S NOILdIHASIa 3002 NOILVD O 34300 SHNOH 3dAl SHNOH 3dAL 3ac’.
NOLYDO11Y SHOOH AJIVQ 1103rodd 0oanNasd 3IWILH3AO0 1/0 HYINO3IY NYVY3 M
= 5¢€2000 :ssvidaor- <02 3INa3N0S SLVAT V8 ST (¥ /T¢ /7T 00m3d ONLHOG3Y i

1 ‘ON g0r

T —

ey

‘ON "1430

AT IA G

e s annn

© ONINNYYA A
awwn b ﬂ0¢m i




IPNUVHOIS - HOSIAYIINS

o K
)
3903 12A0NN AW 40 1538 IHL O) ILYUAIOY 38 O 1) GNNOA

AdOD INIWIHY4IQ

133HS JWIL ATHTaMm

19

o

4 JUNLYNDIS S.33A0TaN3

oA L

dYONTLLY ONY WL 4O OHOD M SIHL OININYY S JAYI 1 LYHL A41H3D 01 S) Sl Qz<..._>m <= >¥zmoo >mw EOOFZOE ulm vm_.OOS ¥ WHO4 3ONVONI LY ..”._z< INN 40 OWODIY Am meﬂuﬂw.w_uﬂdm._.m.mu
M A8 RN HIOH 1Y 10 AT \\ m_ sXaar ) .@ \w §iviol
VOCCDN To wm i w |
0CcOCHL, Ty
i
] 0Ce0n: 17 h R
{ N33VL°ATdwoo| CCOuOL Tomets 010 “ O T x1
NIXVLATMoIg| CC200C T 4TH w NS X1
o ZWv—(._. Al J(DZZ( CGQCS? 17~ 14 ' JZ( X4
/ Q3NHV3 ‘A1 dwoo| OCCOCT LSt s ol EEEN Y1
; i v
H .
P
.. . 4
- 1
ST ; ,
9 g vovrouy  Jjig |
b4 MM
- i
7l ) : 0CO006 AR T 1
el || B Bls# OV3H¥3NO “Ldz0f "COVOC R ol | | 228 ] ]y
M 1 W s S 4 L M 1 W's NOILdi¥DS3a 3000 NOH VYOO 3000 SHNOW IdAL SHNOH JdAL Eleloe]
NOHVIOT 1Y m.mDOI AlIvq 1LD31r0Hd 0an3asd JNILHIAO 1/0 HYIND3IY NHv3 Nvyl
. 9L F000  ssviomor 202 3nag3mos LI/ o N /%71 :00m3d ONIHOdIY .
LoO="0vn 0N 1430 PIZ %30 Y NNy T 4
T ‘ON 801 T g ! DAy ,\.u

BWNVN



. . ST ALY LNDWiLE ‘ uz::zo_m.wutod.

. \ \,
133HS FNIL AHNIIM 18 \\4\\
30vn L1y On 31 S8 GUSSIU St O3 me3 IVt 1L A3 01 9 St c NVIAHYIA ALNNOD AHIWOOLNOW Gw.m? oINS

a”/8 vG1-DOW # WHOJ ADINVANILAY ONY INIL SO OHODIY AW AVHL AJIIHID O1 S1 St
N e B 4 i . i : ) " 1 ) % ¥ it
b N P B I g - .»," Qﬂw 4 U
"o : oyt m
Lo { i
A 3. e
. am e I IS i , 3
N3NVL ‘AT "dWNOD : . 43 X1
. CLQaon Tou01THh R X
NINVL ‘AT ¥OIS ¢ 1 ™S (1
o . QOO0 T75a10 }
NINVL AT IVNINNY B0 (R 1T 1 INY | X
am - Geou R ; 471D 9
Q3INHVI 'A1 dWOD ) , ! X1
: | _ ¢
, M B
:
|
{ ;
. . V) _ - - ; S
° R WERITE TR R w .
IR IR SRR B 2R § SR B B ] A o 1 PR R 2T § 4
-4 SRl (AN SP Rl NN 3] wu..,..ﬂq.kwww..u. SRR el o3 sEel v3 aEn R o § o393 R4 ¥ il i-CE oy el SRR Ty T.
Telv7s Y o ) 50C0N IEFS T A T 93¢ | X 7
SCatapip) 91513318 GY3IHYIAO "1d30 m - ot a8 ¢ i 7
-1 M 1L N SIIS 3 1 M 1. N S NOILAINOS 3T 3009 NOILYDO1 3000 SunoH 3dAL SUNOH } 3ax1 [ 3000
NOILYDQ1IV SHNOH ATIVG 1193rodd 0anasd INIHLHIAO 110 HYINO3IY Nuv3 | Nwvdl
. QEPOCO ssvinaor . © 0% :31n03HDS N /0Y/7 oL Cofez it ‘AO0IH3d ONILHO4IY c ¢, ’
, . TON- 7900 0N 1430 AT IRAT T QR THMNYTIL 2 .:,.....3.:5
1 ‘ON gorf , Do Tweduonn 3weN Oyeo—agony/
. . Py

P AL AR b a1, e e o

7



FHNLYNDS S.33AC

JYNLYNDIS SHOSIAHINS AdOD INIWIHVYdIG

§

,” | 133HS IWIL ATNIIM 19 N

. i e
uguugzg.»!uo-wwmwIpO-u»:_:UO(uQO—:D Dou. O Z<J>x<§ >.PZDOO >mw EOGPZOE E::vn—.DOEuEIOm JINYONIIIY ONY IMiL 30 OHOD 3 AN —u.ww.»x.n..—vwm..mwﬂ_.

JAvs QMY IDNVYANILLY ONY IMIL 40 GUODIY SIHL OININYXI FAYH | vl AAIIYID 01 S GIHL

wing _-?T‘ e

EAEIRIPIP A AD 5L HNOH 1V 1T e oz . I A ; s
. privd RAAVS - . o O# »
. { ;
. A | o R
3 - NIMVL AT dWOD QNS
NIMVL "AT MOIS ' i
: ] ) N ” ; -
g NINVLATIVONNY) S 0 S . L
- A Lo e |
S Q3NHV3 "AT dWOD A2 w _
. ™ P
. g \ { 1O\ - i "
JERON o | o
; 1 . PR ¥
SA3818\WH | BlS5\8 & QV3IHY3AO 1430 ol u‘waq
wfs 3 1 ™M 1 w s|]s 4 1 M 1 WS NOIdIOSIa 3000 NOLVDO1 3000 SHNOH 3dAL sudGH— | 3dAL | 3000 |
NOILYDOTIV SHNOH ATIVG 11037 0Hd oan3sd AWILHIA0 1/0 EAAINRE!:] NYv3 NV L )
FEF0NC ssvI0 8OT ©EINAANOS hesr 77 oL S/ T /T a0M3d ONIHOLAY -
! S " ON 1430 A B T L 2L T A |
- T. oNfor . R T 17 ¥ TR o



JHNLYNOIS S.HOSIAHIINS .. 07 ) INIWldHvdaa 4 BYNLYNOIS S3TA0 N33

el 133HS FWIL ATHIIM 19 (\,\\ \ =7 \\\. T

3 iv any ;._uwah.unmnwn,_u_‘%ﬂrm_mmwd..vw_..w_,«w.%wu_wwwmpo_b. m_zw_mﬂ ANVIAHYW ALNNOD AHIWODINOW

Hufzoo S1 NMOMS Sv

/R/A YGL-DOW # WHOA 3ONVAONILLY ONY 3Nt JO OBOD3Y AN IVHL A413430 OL St SiH | _
¥ b : s L . ¢ el 7 B X v ” N
el ol BIRE RN SACH
: Qonooe 14T m i m _
_ | m_ ! |
GO0eo be o ! w p Lo
T COOeen P w ! E
NINVL ‘AT 'dwoo| COrTul ToeC T i _ AR X1 ,_
! i !
NINYL AT Mois| Goeco0 18T T w W » NS X1
! ! f
. NINYL AT TWANNY| “00000 LR _ _m C Ny | X '
\~ :  @3INYVA ‘A1°dWOD QU UG LR f. v ek \0 : S0 | # Y1
_ :
i )
|
m_ !
4 W |
o w {
1 : ¢ _
| :
!
! | !
. m |
J !
. | |
” @ |
i i |
A \:W W : '_
. ” . B E IV - : ,
@5“\ 1)) VIR o ) : | | M
E : i :
RN 3 Tt o =
-4 I
m" Bl CRAR R R X SRR LN G SRS E
A RN LA gl A . Jocoes Tl w — 4 A 92 X1 ¥
KR sl 4|l A&E QVIHY3AO "Ld3a H » &Q Ok
I M 1 W S||s 4 1L M 1L KNS NOILdI0S3a 3000 NOIYDON 3000 SYNOH 3dA1 SHNOH 3dAL | 3007
NOILYDOT IV SHNOH ATIYQ /193roHd 0an3Isd IWILYIAO 10 HYIND3Y NHva |.NY
. Ire000  ssvaddor 719 3Ina3HDS cefal/e ot CE /0T /7 GOM3d DNIHOLIY o
105777 e oN-1d3d AYTS VYA T q;,..w,zeq.dm ’
1 “ON a0r L7 e rd e gne 3NN 0*




o [ Attachment XI
: CLG Annual Report - Federal FY 89

MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

CLG ANNUAL REPORT
July 1, 1989-June-30, 1990

1. ENFORCEMENT OF STATE AND LOCAL LEGISLATIONi

A. Number of Cases Reviewed: Total Approved Denied Deferred
1. Alteration 31 26 5 0
2. Construction 30 27 2 1
3. Demolition 1 0 0 0

Review of Work in Locational Atlas Districts and on Individual Atlas
Resources (review performed by HPC Staff):

Number of Cases Reviewed: Total Approved Denied Deferred
1. Alteration | 15 14 1 0
+ 2. Construction 24 24 0 -
3. Demolition 3 2 1 0

B. Number of New County Historic Preservation Master Plan Designations:
1. 34 individual resources.

2. 4 historic districts.

C. Number of Cases Automatically Approved Through Time Expiration:



I1.  QUALIFIED PRESERVATION REVIEW COMMISSION

A. Number of Members:
1. Total: 9
2. Professions Represented:
a. ‘Rea] Estate: 1 (James King, appointed 3/90)
b. Public History: | 1
c. Architecture: 2 (Stgven Karr’s term expired 1/90)
d. Landscape Professional: 1 |

e. Restoration Contracting:l

f. Journalism: 1 (Cyril 0’Brien’s term expired
1/90)
g. Community Activism: 2 (Adoria Brock Frei’s term

expired 1/90)

h. Law: ' 2 (Walter Booth and Albert
Randall, appointed 3/90) ~

. Historic Preservation 1

B. Number of Vacancies:
1. Total: 3
2. Duration: n/a (although 3 Commissioners’ terms expired 1/90,
they served, as required under the ordinance, until their
replacements were appointed).
C. Attendance:
1. Number of Meetings Held: 23

2. By Member, Number of Meetings Attended:



Walter Booth
Joseph Brenneman
Adoria Brock Frei
Philip Cantelon
Bridget Hartman
Steven Karr
James King

Jeff Miskin

Cyril 0’ Brien
Albert Randall |

Leonard Taylor

Barbara Wagner

3. By Discipline, Number of Meetings Attended:

a.

D. SHPO Informational Meetings Attended, by Member:

architecture

- history

architectural history
archeology

planning

other (landscape professional)

other (restoration contracting)

(=235 3

16

21

19

13

21
16

20
23

{2

23
21
19

21
23



|t

Walter Booth 0

Y,

Joseph Brenneman 0
Adoria Brock Frei .0
Philip Cantelon 0
Bridget Hartman 1
‘Steven Karr 0
James King 0
Jeff Miskin 1
Cyril O’ Brien 0
Albert Randall 0
Leonard Taylor 0
Barbara Wagner ' ' ' 1

E. National Register Component

- 1. Number of Nominations Received:

a.
b.
c.

d.

total: 0
total evaluated: 0
total rejected: 0

total approved: 0

IIT. SYSTEM FOR SURVEY AND INVENTORY OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES

A. Number of Survey Forms Produced:

1. Total:

12



€. iype.

a. Reconnaissance: 0
b. IhtensiVe: 10
c. National Register: 0

‘B, Usability of Survey

1. Where Housed? Commission Office, 51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001,
Rockville, Maryland 20850.

2. Number of Copies: 3

How Protected?: standard archival methodology

S W

Accessible to Public?: yes.
5. Accessible to Handicapped?: yes.
6. Indexed? yes.
a. How? SHPO-approved indexing system.
7. Updated? yes.
a. How? Organized by County site number system.

b. When? Periodically throughout fiscal year.

C. Exchange and Ubdate of Data.
1. Does SHPO Office Have Duplicate of CLG Survey: yes.
2. Does CLG Have Duplicate of Survey Forms in SHPO Office: yes.
3. Is SHPO Office Informed of Additions/Deletionsﬁ yes.
4. 1s SHPO Office Informed of Corrections/Modifications: yes.

5. 1Is SHPO Office Informed of Copied/Updated Photos: yes.

IV. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

A. Are Regular Meetings Advertised? yes (for example, see Attachment
A).



1. Which Media? newspaper, and agenda mailing 1ist.
..2. How Many Times? once per case.
3. How Far In AdVaﬁce of Meeting? two weeks. o
4. How Are Special Meetings Advertised? see 1., above.
Minutes (for example, see Attachment B). |
1. How Taken? Stenographic/Taped proceedings. -
2. Are Drafts Circulated for Cofrections: yes.
a. To Whom? Commission members.
3. Where Housed? Commission office.
4. How Many Copies? 1 on paper, 1 on f]oppy disk, 1 on cassette.
Notification of Applicants (for example of notification of
Commission decision and meeting agenda, see Attachments C and D).
1. When Mailed? 14 days before meeting.

2. Copies To Whom? property owner, applicant, adjacent/confronting
~ property owners, and all other interested parties of record.

3. Where Filed? Commission office.

Rules and Procedures.

1. Published in Handbook? no.

2. Available for Asking? no.

3. Given to Each Applicant? no.

Cenera] Considerations.

1. Have Any Significant or Contribﬁting Resources Been Lost? no.
a. Fire and Natural Causes: 0

b. Vandalism or Neglect:



(...’: . Fo

C. Economic or Political Pressures: 0

‘2. Are Any:Significant or Contributing Resources In Danger of Being =

Lost? yes.

3. Would Hfgher Visibility for the Commission Help? possibly.

4. -Could SHPO Office Help? possibly.

V. FINANCIAL SUMMARY

A.

Relation of Commission to Other Governmental Units?

1. Master Plan Designation Process: Commission makes
recommendations on Master Plan designations to the Montgomery -
-.County Planning Board; Planning Board makes recommendations to
County Council; County Executive reviews recommendation of
County Council.

2. Historic Area Work Permit Application Process: Commission
reviews all applications prior to issuance of building permits
by County Department of Environmental Protection. Commission
has authority to approve or deny all applications within a
‘designated historic district or historic site.

How is the Commission Funded? County-Council approved budget
allocations through the Department of Housing and Community
Development; CLG monies.

Does the Commission Have Its Own Budget? yes - a separate line item
in the Department of Housing and Community Development overall
budget.

How Are Expenditures Authorized? Through the Department of Housing
and Community Development.

What was the Commission’s FY 90 (Federal FY 89) Budget? (See
Attachment E).

What Grant-In-Aid Was To Accomplish? publication of Preservationist
Newsletter; file reorganization; survey/research of historic
resources; and development of 20th century ecclesiastical theme.

What Was Accomplished? all of the projects funded under the grant.
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H. How Were Non-Cash Receipts Verified and Recorded? statement of
verification by party involved.

I._fwas CLG Grant-In-Aid Assigned to a Separate Cost Center? yes.

VI. - RESUMESVOF COMMISSION MEMBERS

A. :SEé Attachment F

VII. MINUTES/TRANSCRIPTS

A. vSee Attachment G.

1970E



journ,

N WS P AP
spnmamsu; Y{\ 2159

= s e |-
PRV T g . . ,

Pt wra WY

301 251-7877 11730

Tae e -

MONTGOMERY COUNTY.ACCTS PAYABL ‘ : J
ATTNS SUNITA CHAUDHARY ;

101 MONRCE STREET a7 " AMOUNT PAID 7. -
ROCKVILLE, MD 20850

© .. PLEASE RETURN THIS PORTION

JOllr Hﬁl Rmmumn;amm"t:p;dwm EOR_INFORMATIONZ

NEWNS PAPEIRS Mmammama 0 T T e e e SRR

SPRINGFIELD. VA- 22159 thx:e cfa Pubiic Heamq befora the Histoac Pmser
ACCOUNT NAME . ACCOlvation Comm&asaon for mo puraosa ot acdnq on me
following:

- Appiications for Hlﬂ:oﬂcma Work Pon'nlu
9823' - A. Aoplication by Faith Vredenburgh ‘or Historic
Area Work Permit at 21315 Georgia Avenue.

Brookeviie, MO (HPC Case No. 23/46 - 89A).

. Appiicagon by Yesteryear Farms Inc. for Histonc
Area Work Permit at 23601 Laytonsville Roaa.
Laytonsville. MO (HPC Case No. 23/123 - 83A).

DHCD ~ C. Appilcagon by Barry Zuckerman for Histonc Area

- - .| 7 Work Permit at 10309 Freeman Place, Kensing-

TEXTOFAD - .. =~ - : C "% tom, MD (HPC Case No. 316 - 89S). . *

D. Appiication by Robert Schavwtz and Gale Heid foc
. Histonc Arma Work Permit at 3808 Washington

NOTICE 0F A PUBLIC ' WORK P ~ gg;et. Kensington, MO (HE Case No. 31/8 -

MONTGOMERY COUNTY9ACCTS PAYABL
AD PLACED BY _ ORDER | *

HEARING BEFURE THE L tiini_ |- Bvaiuation of Locationsl Aties Shtea in order 5

HISTORIC PRESER VATION O B e o o0, e Master
CUOMMISS ION Cy8/7+1X: 3 A. Evaluation of the Bareramouse Farm (Atlas
- sape s. Site #13/1) located a( 11415 Hawxes Roaaq, .

CLASSIFICATION cs T 8IZE LT T ) e e AT Clarksburg, MD 208710 505 - :
- B. Evalvation of the Bumam Farm (Auas Ske #138)°
- located at.12200 Pleamont Road,..Clarksburg, !

LEGALS 3L LNS 2 coLs : Q“s‘&m;;m;%“é;msmmn

l;;;;caxmmmm Clamburc MDJ
—CERTIFICATE OF PUBL| nD Evatuation of the Waters Farm (Atiaa Stte #12/19).

.. kocated azmonnmma Germamown MO,
AUSUST 7' 1989 ‘%‘t“' 20874.7 . e LAwad \g T lEel ‘;," > 4

. E.vauauoncfmeWHnamH PooteHousatAua.s

L e I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE ATTACH| i&éﬁﬁﬂfﬁ?@f”“f”’“&"ﬁm
S ——HORK PERMITS(-I..0 T Aweush s
. FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTYyACCTS PAYABL.
WAS PUBLISHED IN THE MONTGOMERY JOURNAL, A NEWSPAPER IN
THE COUNTY/CITY OF MONTGOMERY, ENTIRELY IN THE ENGLISH
LANGUAGEy AND HAVING A BONA FIDE LIST OF SUBSCRIBERS
LOCATED IN THE AFOREMENTIONED COUNTY/CITY AND ENTERED AS
SECOND CLASS MATTER UNDER THE POSTAL LANWS AND REGULATIONS
QF THE UNITED STATES AT THE POST OFFICE IN SPRINGFIELD,
VA. FOR 1 SUCCESSIVE WEEKS/ISSUES COMMENCING WETH THE

ISSUE OF AUGUST 7, 1989 y /77
4 dv‘g"//é /-\T {-/ /

.SHURN TO ME AND SUBSCRIBED B3EFORE ME THIS

—_—_—————_‘_-__..-...—__-._—

(sz AL) NOTARY PUBLIC MY CDHHIS:IUN EXPIRES

T R o L T = I T e T e S e 9 ST T P e LT T LTS S e e e

o —



{, " ITACHMENT B

MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC

Present

Joseph Brenneman

Adoria Brock Frei

Philip Cantelon

Bridget Hartman

Jeff Miskin, Chairperson
Leonard Taylor, Vice Chair
Barbara Wagner

Absent

Cyril 0’Brien (term expired)
Steven Karr (term expired)

Staff

Jared B. Cooper
Alison B. Vawter

MINUT

March 14, 1990

Guests

" Peter Wilson, 10215 Menlo Avenue
Martha Robinson, The Preservationist

Robert Robinson, "

Lois Snyderman, Clarksburg Sites

Ari J. Sky, Office of Legislative
Oversight

Karen Orlansky,
John Moran, Capitol View Park LAP
Robert Sherwood, Lewis Farm

Les Sherwood, "

David Yegher, Waters Farm

Arthur G. Rosenberg, Hilton Farm

Andrea Rebeck, Hilton Farm

Hank Handler, Hilton Farm

Thomas Magee, Byrne (Magee) Farm
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Clarksburg Property Owners

Steve Yegher

Gwen Marcus, M-NCPPC
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Jay Henn, " :
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Edith Ray Saul
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~ The March 14, 1990 meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission convened at
7:40 p.m., Chairperson Miskin calling the meeting to order.

I. HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT APPLICATIONS

A. Application by Margot Booth for Hisfﬁric Area Work Permit at 10215
Menlo Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland ' (HPC Case No. 31/7-90B)

. The Chair opened the public record and called for a staff report. Ms. Vawter
noted that the application had been advertised in the Montgomery Journal issue
of  February 28, 1990. Mr. Cooper showed slides of the structure located at
10215 Menlo Avenue, in addition to slides of the surrounding area. He
explained that the applicant is proposing extensive additions to the existing
structure at this address, a small, one-story gable roofed cottage of early
20th century origin with a recent shed roofed. addition at the rear. Mr.
Cooper said that the original portion of the house has undergone a number of
alterations including changes to doors, windows, porch and siding, and that he
was of the opinion that the structure has no particular architectural
significance, although, in terms of scale, it blends well with the surrounding
streetscape. Mr. Cooper said that in his estimation,the proposed additions
would dramatically change the appearance, massing and scale of the existing
structure so much sc that he would recommend that the proposal be considered
as infill construction, rather than alterations to an existing structure. He
stated that, essentially, the proposal is to convert a simple, diminutive
cottage to a 2 1/2 story "neo-Victorian" structure. Mr. Cooper said that he
does not find the conversion to be objectionable in and of itself. However,
he said, not only would the proposed changes result in the largest structure
on the block, they would result in a scale which would be much greater than,
and inconsistent with, the immediately adjacent structures as well as most
others on Menlo Avenue from its northern terminus to its intersection with
Loma Street. While there are four two story structures along the east side of
Menlo, Mr. Cooper explained, all of them are smaller in scale than the
proposed structure. Mr. Cooper recommended denial of the proposal as
presented, but said he would recommend approval of a somewhat modified plan
with a focus on reduction of overall height and width.

Mr. Peter Wilson, representing the property owner, came forward to address the
concerns of the Commission. He stated that the structures adjoining and
confronting this property are considered nominal in the Capitol View
vicinity. Therefore, he said, the proposal for construction will have no
adverse impact on those structures. He also added that no trees or vegetation
will be impacted by the proposal. Mr. Wilson also stated that he believed the
proposal was in keeping with HPC guidelines, and with many previousiy approved
projects in the Capitol view area. He stated that he felt it should be
approved, as is, as did the LAP. He reminded the Commission that the
ordinance instructs them to review new construction in a more Tiberal light.
He stated that he had constructed a model for the Commission to better view
the telescoping effect of the massing of the structure. He explained that the

-2-
HPC/March 14, 1990



front of the structure will be built on the existing foundation, and will be
approximately 18 feet wide. He stated that the actual addition to this:
structure begins 66 feet back from the street. He said that the lot is 11,000
square feet, with a Tlarge number of trees on the north side. B

- Chairperson Miskin asked how the ridge line of the house to the right of the
proposed addition compared to it in terms of height. The applicant replied
that' the ridge Tine on the adjacent structure is several feet higher than that
which currently exists at 10215 Menlo. The Chair stated that he would like to
see more detailed information in answer to this question, in order to compare
the proposed height of the new construction to the height of other structures
on that side of the street.

Commissioner Taylor stated that it would be appropriate to leave the record
open in order to allow the applicant to return with a streetscape elevation
showing the proposed house in the context of at Teast two of- the adjoining
resources on each side. The Chair and Commissioner Hartman both concurred
with this suggestion, stating that they were at a loss to estimate what the
impact on the streetscape would be without this information. Commissioner
Hartman added that the plan is great in isolation, and the model does an
excellent Jjob of illustrating the telescoping effect of the house, but it
doesn’t really give a sense of how the house will fit into the streetscape.
She also asked if the applicant had said that the roof line will be no higher
on the proposed structure than that of the existing two-story gabled houses.
Mr. Wilson replied that he has not been out with a measuring tape or a
transit, but he is under the impression that, due to the layout of the street
and the particular grade at which the proposed construction site is located,
the house would be lower than the existing two-story structures. -

‘Commissioner Cantelon asked what the current square footage of the house on
the property is, and the applicant replied that it was approximately 700
.square feet. Commissioner Cantelon asked what the square footage of the
footprint of the proposed house would be, and the applicant stated that he
would have to calculate that information. Commissioner Cantelon commented
that that information would be helpful in the Commission’s deliberations. Mr.
‘Wilson stated that he was not prepared to go to such lengths as to prepare
modeling and streetscape analysis information. He stated that he had spent
the previous Saturday with the LAP at the site, and indicated that their
approval was unanimous. Mr. Wilson requested that the Commission vote on the
proposal at hand this evening.

Mr. John Moran of the Capitol View Park LAP came forward to state that the
LAP’s 1initial reaction to the plan was skeptical, but after discussion with
the designer, the LAP was prepared to support it. Furthermore, he said, there
are other, recently built structures on the street as Tlarge as this
structure. He also stated that the massing problem is less evident on this
proposal than on the other two recently constructed houses on the street.
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Commissioner Cantelon 'stated that in his mind, the LAP’s recommendation is
important. However, he said, since the time that the construction of the two
recent structures on the street was approved, the Commission has begun to take
other matters. into consideration. He suggested that no work done on this
structure be eligible for tax credits at the County level. He also requested
that square foot figures on-the lot and proposal be provided:

‘Commissioner Wagner asked why this side of the street was included in the

~ historic district. Mr. Moran replied that the 3 historic resources on.this
side of the street were deemed important enough to be included in the district
_boundaries.

- Commissioner Cantelon suggested that the LAP and HPC consider the possibility
of reviewing the borders of the historic district at some point in the future
to determine whether they should be re-drawn to exclude 1inappropriate
development(s) within the district. He said he would like to 'see the ratio
of the proposed house to the square footage of the lot, the houses that have
been added to that street, and the historic resources. He stated that, given
that information, he would be prepared to vote on the matter. He stated that
he wanted to compare the square footage of the proposed house to that of
others in the area to assure that the Commission was not approving something
completely out of scale with the neighboring structures. If, he said, the
ratio turns out to be compatible with the neighboring structures he would be
prepared to move to approve it.

Mr. Wilson again reminded the Commission that the LAP felt that this proposal
was appropriate, and stated that he was not able to forego a decision tonight
without some loss. He stated that a delay of two weeks would translate into a
month, and he was unwilling to leave the record open. He stated that the
Commission 1is requesting technical numbers that he was not told he would
need. He said that he did not think that, in light of the LAP meeting, and
their enthusiasm for the project, it was a fair position to put him in.
Chairperson Miskin told him that, if pushed to a vote, he believed the action
on the permit application would be unfavorable. He once again urged the
applicant to be amenable to leaving the record open on the application. The
applicant asked for a poll of the Commission.

Commissioner Wagner MOVED that the Commission deny the permit for the
addition at 10215 Menlo Avenue in the Capitol View Park Historic District,
Case No. 31/7-90B, on the basis of criterion 24A-8(a), in that the alterations
sought would be inappropriate and inconsistent with the structures immediately
surrounding this structure 1in the Capitol View Park Historic District.
Commissioner Cantelon requested that the motion be amended to state that the
Commission believes the alterations may be inappropriate and inconsistent,
based on the information submitted. Commissioner Wagner accepted the
amendment. Commissioner Taylor seconded the motion.
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Commissioner Cantelon spoke to the motion, stating that he would vote against
it because it puts the applicant at a serious disadvantage in having to
re-apply .and wait for re-advertisement. He stated that he believed a
different motion would solve the applicant’s problem. Commissioner Taylor
also commented that he was a littie disturbed by the fact that the applicant
inferred an approval was due him because of the LAP’s approval. He said that
‘meeting with the LAP and staff in good faith is part of the process, and in
- light of the fact that staff recommended denial, the presumption that the
" Commission would approve the application is 1nappropr1ate The Chair closed"
the public record.

‘The Chair called for a vote on the ﬁotioh at hénd;.thé motion passed 4-3,
Commissioners Miskin, Brenneman, and Cantelon in dissent.

B. Application by Elm Reed St., L.P., for Historic Area Work Permit at
7250 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland (Community Hardware) (HPC
Case No. 35/14-90A)

The Chair opened the public record and called for staff’s report. Ms. Vawter
noted that the application was advertised in the February 28, 1990 edition of
the Montgomery Journal.

Commissioner Taylor notified the Chair and Commission that, as the owner’s
agent in the above-referenced case, he would like the record to reflect that
he has requested the permission of the Montgomery County Ethics Commission to
act for the Elm Reed Partnership in this matter, and was advised that it would
be acceptable on the condition that he recuse himself from any action on the
matter. The record should also reflect that a copy of this letter has been
placed in the case file for this application, and further that Commissioner
Taylor did not participate in the vote or any deliberation on the case.

Mr. Cooper showed some slides of the resource and its context, and explained
that some very minor alterations are proposed, including in-kind replacement
of the front door, replacement of porch glass utilizing existing sashes,
installation of standing seam roof and half-round gutters on front porch,
installation of two new louvers on rear elevation, and regrading of the
sidewalk entrance to building to provide for handicapped access. Staff
recommended approval of the application based on criteria 24A-8(b)(1) and (2).

Mr. Taylor explained that the glass utilized would be insulating glass, and
that the existing door has deteriorated and needs to be replaced. He said
that the replacement door will match the existing. He summarized his comments
by explaining that the new louvers on the rear elevation are necessary to
accomodate vents for a new air conditioning system to be installed. There
being no further discussion, the Chair closed the public record.
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‘Commissioner Cantelon MOVED- to approve the application based on criteria
24A-8(b)(1), (2), and (3), in that the proposal will not substantially alter
the exterior features of an historic site or historic resource within an
‘historic district, is compatible in character and nature with the historical,
,archeologica],’architectural or cultural features of an 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 Chapter 24A, and
~in that 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.
Commissioner Hartman seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.

II. EVALUATION OF ATLAS SITES/DISTRICTS

A. Evaluation of the Barber/Nehouse Farm (Atlas Site #13/1) located at
11415 Hawkes Road, Clarksburg, Maryland

B. - Evaluation of the Lewis House (Atlas Site #13/11) located at 23730
Frederick Road, Clarksburg, Maryland

C. Evaluation of the J. Pickens Farm (Atlas Site #13/12) located at
23701 Shiloh Church Road, Clarksburg, Maryland :

D. Evaluation of the George Hilton Farm (Atlas Site #13/18) located at
22222 Ridge Road, Germantown, Maryland

E.  Evaluation of the waters Farm (Atlas Site #13/19) 1ocated at 22022
Ridge Road, Germantown, Maryland -

F. Evaluation of the Gue Cemetery (At]as Site #13/22) located on the
North Side of 01d Baltimore Road between Clarksburg Road and I-270,
Clarksburg, Maryland

G. Evaluation of the Byrne (Magee) Farm (Atlas Site #13/24) located at
22415 Clarksburg Road, Clarksburg, Maryland

H. Evaluation of the William Reid House (Atlas Site #13/29) located at
21111 S1idell Road, Boyds, Maryland

I. Evaluation of the William H. Poole House, (Atlas Site #14/25)
Tocated .at 24141 Kings Valley Road, Germantown, Maryland

J. Evaluation of the Cedar Grove/Salem United Methodist Church (Atlas
Site #14/26) located at 23725 Ridge Road, Germantown, Maryland

K. Evaluation of the Shaw House (Atlas Site #33/9) Tlocated at 713
Quaint Acres Drive, Silver Spring, Maryland
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The Chair opened the public record for all of the sites listed on the agenda
this evening, and asked for staff’s report. 'Ms. Vawter noted that the
intention to evaluate these Atlas properties was advertised in the Montgomery
Journal on. February 28, 1990. .

Commissioner Taylor stated that he would not be voting on or participating in
the discussion of these sites this evening, due to his inability to visit the
sites: for reasons including the short time between having received the
research and the night of the meeting, and the sheer number of sites to visit
in ‘a short period of time. Commissioner Hartman concurred, and stated that
she would be abstaining from voting on and/or discussion of the sites also.
Chairperson Miskin reminded the Commissioners that they had been aware of the
- pending evaluation of the sites since August of 1989. Commissioners Taylor
and- Hartman stated that the research on the sites was imperative prior to
visitation, and they had not been provided with such research until a few days
ago. -

Mr. Cooper deferred to Lois Snyderman, the consultant hired by HPC to research
the properties. Ms. Snyderman stated that these sites are a little more
difficult to evaluate than some of the other sites. seen this year by the
Commission, because they are primarily rural, vernacular sites. Most of the
Clarksburg sites, she said, are late 19th-early 20th century farmsteads,
composed of simple, vernacular outbuildings and farmhouses built by people who
left few records of their accomplishments behind. They are, nevertheless,
representative of a particular time and place in the history of the County,
and therefore merit consideration for Master Plan placement. A1l of the sites
meet some of the criteria in her opinion, and in her reports, Ms. Snyderman
recommended all of them for Master Plan placement. In reviewing those
~ recommendations, however, she has come to the decision that two of the sites,
the William Poole House and William Reid Farm, are less desirable candidates
for the Master Plan due to alterations to the farmhouses, specifically large
additions which detract from their architectural integrity. She therefore
recommended Master Plan designation for only 9 of the 11 sites.

Ms. Snyderman showed slides of each resource and its outbuildings and
context. She described the Nehouse farmstead as consisting of a 2 1/2 story
farmhouse with seven outbuildings, the earliest being a small shed adjacent to
the garage. She described the Nehouse farm as historically significant
because it is an early 20th century farm complex, representative of the period
when the County was predominantly agricultural. It has, she said, been
associated for over a century with the Nehouse family, early settlers in the
Clarksburg area. Architecturally, according to the consultant, the farmhouse
is significant as a late-Victorian rural vernacular structure which has
retained its original nineteenth century configuration.

Mr. Elwood Nehouse, owner of the property, came forward to state that he
opposes Master Plan recommendation. He stated that he has taken good care of
the house and barn in the past and will continue to in the future, with or
without Master Plan designation.
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Commissioner Cantelon commented that, he believed the strongest case to be
made for the Nehouse farm would be in .the context of a dairy complex. He
asked the Commission to consider what other dairy complexes survived in that
part of the County when considering how to vote.

“Chairperson Miskin stepped down from the Chair and MOVED to recommend to the
Planning Board that the Nehouse Farm, Atlas Site #13/1,. be removed from the
Locational Atlas of Historic Sites, and not recommended for placement on the
- Master Plan, as it meets none of the criteria set forth in Chapter 24A-3.
Vice Chairperson Taylor .closed the public record. Commissioner Brenneman
Seconded the motion, which passed 4-1-1-1, Commissioner Brock Frei in dissent,
Commissioner Hartman abstaining and Vice Chair Taylor voting present.

Commissioner Miskin resumed the chairmanship.

Ms. Snyderman described the Ed Lewis Farm as a three-bay,- 2 1/2 story
log-and-frame I-house with a side-gable roof. There are several outbuildings
on the property, but Ms. Snyderman was denied access to them by the property
owner. She described the property as historically significant for its
representation of the agricultural heyday of the County. It was associated
for many years with the Lewis family, one of the early families in the area,
and specifically with Mahlon T. Llewis, one of the founders of the town of
Boyds. Architecturally, according to the consultant, the house is significant
for its late 19th century rural vernacular construction, which has, in spite
of recent additions, retained its integrity. In addition, she said, the
earlier 18th century log house is enclosed within the existing 19th century
structure, which is unusual in that such log houses were often demolished to
make way for the larger frame houses which replaced them.

Mr. Cooper explained that he had struggled with his recommendation for this
site. He said that while parts of this house appear to be earlier than many
other sites on this evening’s agenda, the part around the log house was built
around the same time as some of the other sites. He said that there have been
major additions to the structure, and that the original outbuildings have
disappeared. He added that the farm building cluster visible from [-270 is of
relatively recent origin. .

Mr. Robert Sherwood, representing his mother, Catherine Sherwood, came forward
to speak. He passed out a statement articulating his opposition to Master
Plan placement. He stated that, in the 50 years his family has owned the
property, they have been very generous to the County and to Park and
Planning. In that 50 years, he said, the farmstead has been reduced from over
300 acres to less than 150 acres, and all of that land has gone to either the
County or Park and Planning for various projects. He said that the house has
had some major additions on either side and to the rear. This, coupled with
the fact that the family feels that they have given enough to the County
already, places them in a position of opposition to Master Plan designation.

There being no further discussion, the Chair closed the public record.
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Commissioner Wagner MOVED that the Commission recommend to the Planning Board
that the Lewis Farm, Atlas Site:# 13/11, be removed from the Locational Atlas
of Historic Sites, as it does not meet any of the criteria for Master Plan
placement, as outlined in Chapter 24A. Commissioner Brenneman seconded the
motion, which passed 5-0-1-1, Commissioner Hartman. abstaining and Commissioner .
Taylor voting present. B : S

Next, Ms. Snyderman gave a brief overview of the Pickens Farmhouse, a 2 1/2
story, four-bay frame structure with a side gable roof covered in slate, an
unusual material for this area. The several outbuildings on the property
include a small, one-bay, clapboarded, gable-roof structure at the rear of the
house which appears to date from before the turn of the century. Attached to
this structure is a more recent concrete block equipment shed. West of the
house, near Shiloh Church Road, are four earlier outbuildings with vertical or
horizontal plank siding and metal roofs. The most notable of the outbuildings
is the bank barn, which rests on a stone foundation. She said that cupolas
and painted windows evident on the barn in a 1974 photograph have been
removed. The bank barn, according to Ms. Snyderman, is important to the
history of farming in the County, since it was never replaced by the more
modern dairy barn of the 1930’s and 40’s. Ms. Snyderman described the
farmhouse as architecturally significant because it is an excellent example of
a turn-of-the-century vernacular structure with Queen Anne detailing.

Mr. Daniel P. Litteral, an attorney practicing in Rockville, came forward to
state that he represents. Hargett Farms Limited Partnership, owner of the
Pickens Farm. He introduced Harold Hargett, who has owned the property since
1940. He stated that Hargett Farms opposes designation of the property as a
Master Plan historic site, and would like to see the farmstead removed from
the Atlas on the basis that it meets none of the criteria in Chapter 24A-3.
He reminded the Commission that in Andrea Rebeck’s 20th Century Survey of 20th
century barns, the barn on this property is not mentioned. He stated that
this is a marginal property with substantial alterations.

Commissioner Wagner MOVED that the Commission recommend to the Planning Board
that the Pickens Farm, Atlas Site #13/12, be removed from the Locational Atlas
of Historic Sites, and not recommended for placement on the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation, on the basis that it meets none of the criteria in
Chapter 24A-3. Commissioner Brenneman seconded the motion, which passed
3-2-1-1, the Chairperson and Commissioner Brock Frei in dissent, Commissioner
Hartman abstaining, and Commissioner Taylor voting present.

The George Hilton Farmhouse was described by the consultant as a large, 2 1/2
story, four-bay clapboarded late-Victorian frame structure with a raised metal
seam roof. There are a number of outbuildings on the site, including an early
twentieth century metal-roofed bank barn covered with vertical plank siding
and resting on a stone foundation, probably erected about 1923. Other
outbuildings on the property include an equipment building, twin silos, double
corn crib and storage shed, hen house, and other, smaller outbuildings.

Ms. Sue Carter, representing Associated Companies, owners of the property,
came forward along with Arthur Rosenberg, a representative of the company.
Ms. Carter introduced Andrea Rebeck, a consultant hired by the firm to
evaluate the structures on the Hilton Farm.
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Ms. Rebeck showed slides that she had taken at the Hilton Farm. She stated
that she did not believe that the farm met criteria 24A-3(b)(1)(a) or (d)
adequately enough for Master Plan consideration. She said the farm and
outbuildings are typical of up-County farms, but is not a strong example. She
said that the buildings demonstrate changes in 20th century farming trends,"

- but that the buildings are not remarkable in design and "are very
deteriorated. With regard to criterion 24A-3(b)(2)(c), she said that the site
as it exists today is not associated with anyone who influenced society. Ms.
Rebeck stated that Edward M. Beall, the man who built most of the buildings on
the farm, was a hardworking . farmer, quite typical of most farmers.  However,
she said, he left no record of his accomplishments. In summary, she 'said, the
site does not meet the historical criteria set forth in the ordinance, and the
architectural significance is minimal. She also added that, if the intention
is to preserve the structure, most.all of the interior and exterior surface
materials would need to be replaced.

Ms. Carter submitted a report by a home inspector hired by her client to
evaluate the home, which listed the condition of most of the structural
elements of the house as poor. She stated that the consultant found that
simply to render the house habitable would cost $238,000. Ms. Carter stated
that this is a conservative figure when compared with the figure established
by Hank Handler, who subcontracted under Ms. Snyderman to evaluate the
structure, and who estimated it would cost $370,000 to restore the house,
according to her calculations.

In response to Commissioner Cantelon’s query, Mr. Cooper stated that,
architecturally, this house is the most significant of the Atlas Sites in the
Clarksburg planning area, although it may not be outstanding County wide. He
stated that it remains unaltered, and has been preserved to a great extent
through its neglect. Mr. Cooper stated that he thought the collection of
outbuildings was one of the best among the sites considered tonight. He said
it has some examples of turn-of-the-century outbuildings, coupled those which
represent early 20th century conversions to modern dairy farming. Mr. Cooper
added that he recognized that several of the structures, particularly the
farmhouse, were in poor condition. -

Commissioner Cantelon stated that he believed the issue of condition was for
another body to evaluate. He stated that he did not have a problem
recommending a property that may not be in good condition, because the issue
of condition is not discussed in the ordinance.

Mr. Arthur Rosenberg, owner of the property, spoke briefly. He stated that-
the house is illusory, and no Tonger exists. He said that for all the changes
it would take to repair the house, an essentially new one would be put in its
place.

Ms. Snyderman briefly addressed those comments, stating that the reality is
that the house does exist, and the fact remains that properties in much worse
shape have been purchased by eager buyers and fully renovated.

-10-
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aneman MOVED that the Commission recommend to the Planning
eorge Hilton Farm, Atlas Site #13/18, be placed on the Master
.¢ Preservation on the basis of criterion 24A-3(b)(1)(a), in
has character, interest or value as part of the development,
‘tural - characteristics of the County; criterion (b)(1)(d), in

exemplifies the cultural, economic, social, political or .

2 of the County and its communities; criterion 24A-3(b)(1)(c),
‘te is identified with a person or group of persons who
:ty; criterion 24A-3(b)(2)(a), in that the site embodies the
-acteristics of a type, period, or method of construction; and
(b)(2)(e) in that the site represents an established and

feature of the community, due to -its singular physical

and Tlandscape. He recommended the "entire parcel as the
:tting for the farmstead. Commissioner Brock Frei seconded the

telon asked Commissioner Brenneman to clarify the reasons he

~ia he did, so as to provide the Planning Board with as much

s0ssible. Commissioner Brenneman elaborated, stating that, in
v the consultant, he finds that the farmstead is representative
ge of farming, and significant as an intact grouping of late
" century farm buildings, illustrating the way farming
n the early buildings to the more modern dairy barns.
. he said, the house itself is significant as a late vernacular
ing. Due t¢ its substantial size and decor, it reflects a
iperity which sets it apart from the more modest, early
- is, he said, a prominent feature in the neighborhood, and one
iwindling number of such early structures in the area.

d the public record and called for a vote on the motion, which
, Commissioners Miskin, Wagner and Cantelon in dissent,
~tman abstaining, and Commissioner Taylor voting present.

ntelon stated that the Commission must make recommendations
+ weight with the Planning Board and the County Council. He
~ad voted against the recommendation of the George Hilton Farm
iidn’t meet the criteria, but because the motion was inadequate.

Waters farmhouse, said Ms. Snyderman, is a handsome, 2 1/2
led, three-bay, stucco covered late Victorian frame structure
g. A one-story porch with large arched openings extends across
east elevations of the house. The farmhouse originally
e I-shaped main block and the rear wing, erected 1884-1892. 1In
's, additions and alterations including the wrap-around porch
stucco were made. A number of outbuildings on the property,
house, a corn crib, storage shed, dairy building, pump house,
2ed room and silo, and two variable wuse buildings, were
the 1920’s and 30’s. A dairy barn built in the 30's was
ghtning and a bank barn built about the same time as the house
ate 70's. Ms. Snyderman described the farm as significant for
tact state, and its long association with the Howes family,
sburg residents and farmers. The farmhouse is architecturally
a late nineteenth century rural vernacular dwelling with
ils which has retained its integrity, according to the
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Ms. Snyderman next described the Gue Cemetery as being approximately 30’ x 30’
in size, and marked by two oak trees. All remaining gravestones on the site,
she said, appear to belong to members of the William Shaw Family. Ms.
Snyderman said that all of the stones are laying flat on the ground, except
for one. She described the stones are weathered, but the inscriptions are
legible. The consultant described the cemetery as historically significant as
one of the County’s 19th century family cemeteries, and as such, it is part of
the history of the County. o

Thére was no further discussion, and the Chair closed the public record.

‘Commissioner Wagner MOVED that the Gue Cemetery, Atlas Site #13/22, be

recommended to the Planning Board for placement on the Master Plan for
‘Historic Preservation, citing criteria 24A-3(b)(1)(a), in that it is
‘significant historically as one of the County’s 19th century family
cemeteries, and as such, is part of the history of the settlement of the
County; it was established in the mid-1800’s, and is situated on a 118 acre
tract known as Garnkirk, conveyed to William Shaw in 1842 by John Griffith.
When Shaw sold the property in 1869, to Robert S. Suddeth, the deed specified
‘"saving and exempting the family burial ground". Commissioner Wagner cited
criterion 24A-3(b)(1)(d), in that the cemetery exemplifies the cultural,
economic, social, political or historic heritage of the County and its
communities. She stated that, since all of the stones appear to be extant,
the cemetery should be retained as one of the better examples of this type of
resource 'in the County. Commissioner Wagner also moved as part of the same
motion, that the entire parcel be designated as the environmental setting for
‘the Gue Cemetery. Commissioner Brock Frei seconded the motion, which passed
4-0-1-1, Commissioner Hartman abstaining and Commissioner Taylor voting
present.

The next overview Ms. Snyderman gave was of the Byrne (Magee) Farmhouse. She
described it as a 2 1/2-story, four-bay, hipped roof, clapboarded
late-Victorian frame structure. There are a number of early-mid twentieth
century outbuildings on the property, she said, including a dairy barn,
equipment building, smokehouse, hen house, corn crib, and machine shed, in
addition to a bank barn. She described the Byrne Farm as historically
significant in that it has been associated for many years with one of the
early families in Clarksburg, the Warfields. Architecturally, Ms. Snyderman
described the farmhouse as significant as a well-preserved example of a
late-Victorian rural vernacular structure with several wunusual stylistic
features.

Mr. Thomas Magee, owner of the property, stepped forward to make a brief
statement. He said that his house is a common, ordinary farmhouse, with no
distinctive features. He said that if the Commission wishes to preserve
common, ordinary structures it would probably be a good idea to preserve his
farm. He said the outbuildings are functionally obsolete, and the bank barn
is in terrible condition. He said that he is not totally against the concept
of historic preservation, but he stated that in his opinion, the house is not
a good one to save. He said that he only has 5 1/2 acres in the center of
what used to be the larger farm, and when a jail and airport are built, he
will be in the middle - an oddball with fallen-down buildings. He said that
no one of any significance, including himself, has ever lived there. He asked
the Commission to consider his request not to recommend the praoperty.
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There were no further questions or comments, and the Chair closed the public
record. : '

Mr. Miskin stepped down from the chair and MOVED that the Commission
- recommend to the Planning Board:that the Byrne Magee Farm, Atlas Site #13/24,
be placed on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation on. the basis of
criteria 24A-3(b)(1)(a), in that it has character, interest or value as part
- of the development, heritage and cultural characteristics of the County, by
virtue of ‘its representation of the County’s dairy farming heritage; criterion
24A-3(b)(1)(d), in that the site exemplifies the cultural, social, and
historic heritage of the County and its communities, and the typical up-County
-~ farmstead from the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries; criterion
.24A-3(b)(2)(a) was also cited, in that the site embodies the distinctive
characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, by virtue of its
- unique gabling plan and representation of the vernacular gothic farmhouse
- tradition. Also cited was criterion 24A-3(b)(2)(e), in that it represents an
established and familiar visual feature of the County, due to its singular
physical characteristics and landscape. Commissioner Miskin also moved as
part of his motion that the entire parcel be designated as the environmental
setting for the Byrne (Magee) Farm. Commissioner Brock Frei seconded the
motion, which passed 3-1-1-1, Commissioner Wagner in dissent, Commissioner
Hartman abstaining, and Commissioner Taylor voting present.

Ms. Snyderman next described the William Reid farmhouse as a 2 1/2 story,
three-bay, side-gabled frame structure which has been considerably enlarged
over the years. She stated that there are eight outbuildings on the property,
the most significant being a late 19th or early 20th century gable-roof barn,
unusual for its horizontal clapboard siding and Tlouvered vents. Other
outbuildings include a dairy barn, equipment buildings, cow barn, hen house,
' shed, and other structures of no identifiable use. She described the farm as
significant for its association with several families who were early settlers
in the area, the Reids and Kingsburys. It is Targely intact she said, and of
the type which is rapidly disappearing from rural areas. Architecturally,
added Ms. Snyderman, its significance is as an example of a Tlate-Victorian
vernacular farmhouse. Ms. Snyderman again stated that she probably would not
recommend this house as a candidate for the Master Plan, and Mr. Cooper
agreed. He stated that the farm has a fairly good cluster of outbuildings,
but the house has been altered more, in relative terms, and is not as
well-maintained as well as some of the other sites.

Ms.” Sue Carter of the law firm of Miller, Miller and Canby came forward
representing the Casey family, the owners of the William Reid House. She
stated that the family is "apprehensive" about Master Plan designation.  She
explained that when a pending estate matter is settled, the property will go
~to a charitable organization to be known as the Casey Foundation. Ms. Carter
stated that the family is concerned that designation might inhibit the use of
the property. She concurred with staff’s statements in that there are
substantial modifications to the property.

The Chair closed the public record.

-14-
HPC/March 14, 1990



i

Commissioner Wagner MOVED to recommend to the Planning Board that the William
Reid House, Atlas Site #13/29, be removed from the Locational Atlas of
- Historic Sites, and not placed on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation on
the basis that it meets none of -the criteria set forth in Chapter 24A-3.
Commissioner Cantelon seconded the motion, which passed 5-0-1-1, Commissioner
" Hartman abstaining and Commissioner Taylor voting present.

The William H. Poole House was the next site described by Ms. Snyderman. It
is, she said, a small, four-bay, side-gabled frame house covered with
pebble-dash stucco. The structure has been enlarged by several twentieth
century additions, she said. Ms. Snyderman stated that, in her opinion, the
Poole House is somewhat significant because of its long association with one
of the early families in the area, the Pooles, and architecturally significant
as an example of a simple I-form, late nineteenth century farmhouse. She
added, however, that, due to the many alterations, and lack of architectural
d1st1nct1on, the Poo]e house did not meet the cr1ter1a as well as many others

in the Clarksburg Planning area.

Mr. Cooper commented that he agreed with the consuﬁtant’s assessment of the
Poole House as being less significant than some of the other sites being
considered.

Mike Robertson, property owner, stated that he be11eved the structure did not
meet any of the criteria in the ordinance.

The Chair closed the public record.

Commissioner Cantelon MOVED that the Commission recommend to the Planning
Board that the William H. Poole House, Atlas Site #14/25, be removed from the
Locational Atlas of Historic Sites, and not recommended for Master Plan
designation based on the fact that it meets none of the criteria in Chapter
24A-3. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Brock Frei, and passed
5-0-1-1, Commissioner Hartman abstaining and Commissioner Taylor voting
present.

Ms. Snyderman described the Salem United Methodist Church as a one-story,
two-bay, rectangular frame structure with an entrance tower and steeples. She
stated that alterations include the social hall in the 1930’s and aluminum
siding in the 1960’s. In spite of these and other minor modifications, she
said, the church remains an excellent example of an early twentieth century
rural vernacular church building.

Mr. Jerry Staub, a trustee of the Church, came forward to explain that the
congregation is against the designation of the church for several reasons,
namely the financial burden they believe it would impose upon them, and the
principle of the separation of church and state. He said that the trustees
plan to build a new church sometime in the future, and are worried about the
potential inability to take certain items from the old church, such as stained
glass windows and the bell. He said that, should the Church be designated,
the trustees would like a written guarantee that they would be permitted to
take certain liturgical items with them to a new structure.
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The Commission suggested that Mr. Staub return to the Board of Trustees to
- discuss the possibility of designation with some liberal language that would
allay some of their concerns regarding the right to remove certain elements.
Mr. Staub agreed to do so, and the record was left open.

Next, Ms. Snyderman described the Shaw ‘House, a 2 1/2 story, three-bay
structure with a side-gabled, slate-covered roof. Its main block dates from
1851, and major additions and alterations date from the early-mid twentieth
- century. She stated that the main block of the Shaw House has essentially
retained- its 1850’s configuration and most of its original building fabric,
and that the 20th century additions are compatible with the original structure
and illustrative of the evolution of the prOperty over the years, as it was
enlarged to meet changing needs. ' :

Mr. William Zartman, current owner of the Shaw House, stepped forward to state
that he supports des1gnat1on of the prOperty

Commissioner Brenneman MOVED that the Commission recommend that the Shaw
House be included in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation based on the
following ordinance criteria: 24A-3(b)(1)(a), in that it has character,
interest or value as part of the development heritage and cultural
characteristics of the County; 24A-3(b)(1)(c), in that the site is identified
with a person or group of persons who influenced society; criterion
24A-3(b)(1)(d), in that the site exemplifies the cultural, economic, social,

political or historic heritage of the County and its communities; criterion.

24A-3(b)(2)(a) was also cited, in that the site embodies the distinctive
- characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction; and criterion

24A-3(b)(2)(e) in that the site represents an established and familiar visual
feature of the community, due to its singular physical characteristics and
landscape. Commissioner Wagner seconded the motion, which passed 4-0-2-1,
Commissioners Hartman and Cantelon abstaining, and Commissioner Taylor
declining both abstention or dissent, instead voting present.

Commissioner Cantelon commented that he had abstained because he believes it
important that there be more explanation in the motion. He said that the
Commission is "constantly badgered" about the indefinite comments it sends to
the Planning Board. He warned the Commission against moving on quickly
without asking for more supportive motions.

Commissioner Brenneman MOVED that the Commission recommend the entire parcel
as the environmental setting for the Shaw House. Commissioner Brock Frei
seconded the motion, which passed 5-1-1, Commissioner Hartman abstaining and
Commissioner Taylor voting present.

IIT. PRELIMINARY CONSULTATIONS ON HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMITS

A. Consultation with Martin and Nguyen, Inc. Regarding Construction
Plans at 10232 Carroll Place (Lot 17) and 10234 Montgomery Avenue
Lot 15), Kensington, Maryland
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Mr. George Martin, architect for the project, came forward to present his
proposal for construction on the two lots in question. Mr. Cooper explained
that, at a previous meeting between Mr. Martin, Dr. Ray Shulman and himself,
he had asked the applicant to address the following concerns:

1. Further analysis of the impact of the proposal on the open space and

. rhythm between open space/structures, particularly in regard to the
proposal for Lot 15. :Staff informed the app11cant s representative
that this was a primary concern dur1ng review of the initial
proposal.

- 2. Further examination of_the'possibi11ty of reducing:the‘height and
mass of the structure proposed. for Lot 15. ~“Also, provide
comparative dimensions from neighboring structures.

3. Examination of alternative setback lines for pfoposal for Lot 15.

4. - Provide information as to the exact size and p]acement of proposed
driveways, with justification. _

5. ‘Provide analysis of impact of all construct1on activities on mature
vegetation.

6. Provide general quantitative analysis regarding all proposed

dimensions, setbacks, etc., as related to existing resources in the
immediate area.

7. Provide justification for the choice of style for the proposed Lot
15 structure,

8. Discuss the choice to exclude garages as well as possible future
locations for garages, should future owners desire such garages.

Mr. Martin presented a model of the proposed structures on their respective
lots, with trees depicted to represent those on the site fairly accurately.

The Commission commented that it would require a tree survey at the time of
formal application.

Don Little of Kensington said that he believed it was very important to have
the LAP and community input at this juncture, when changes can be implemented
in preliminary designs. He made the general observation that, in terms of
buildings and the sheer number of structures proposed, there has been progress
in the design thought. He stated that the lack of garages planned is a plus,
and that he was encouraged by the carriage house proposal for Lot 17. Mr.
Little stated that architectural solutions are based in a large part upon the
flexibility of the developer. He stated that the models are a good basis for
beginning the real work.

General comments from the Commission and the audience included a desire to see
the carriage house roof lowered.
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Mr. Little stated that he believed that Lot 15 would be better off with no
building whatsoever. He also made a general design comment, stating that on
Carroll Place, most turrets are found in corners. On Montgomery Avenue, he
said, the predominant style is four-square. : .

) Comm1ss1oher Wagner and Commissioner Taylor both commented that Graphic G-1
~ .submitted by Mr. Martin appeared to misrepresent the true.scale, and requested
that the scale be checked carefully before a forma] app]1cat1on is made.

Helen Wilkes, a Kensington citizen and member of the Kensington Historical

“Society, stepped forward to state that many Kensington vresidents have
organized as a group and will be addressing these and future applications for
Historic Area Work Permits as a unified interest group. - She stated that the
group is very concerned with the potential precedent that could be set by
approval of construction on these Tots. She stated that an unprecedented
concentration of houses would be created should these structures be ailowed,
and asked what would happen to the rest of Kensington’s vacant lots.

Commissioner Taylor, referencing the model, asked Mr. Martin to remove the
~structure mock up from Lot 15. He made the comment that the design for the
other house and the streetscape "worked" with the removal of a structure on
the Tot. Mr. Martin acknowledged that this seems to be the design direction
he is being moved toward, but a no build stance on that lot would result in a
financial loss to his cllent

Commissioner Taylor suggested that, ideally, a resubdivision of Lots 15, 16,
and 17 could be done to eliminate Lot 17 as a platted, buildable Tot.
Neighbors and members of the audience agreed that a possible way out of the
dilemma was to reconfigure the lots to eliminate Lot 17. Mr. Martin agreed to
approach his client with the idea. Judy Hanks-Henn and Jay Henn stated that
they would be happy to discuss alternatives relative to subdivision and
realignment of Tots with Mr. Martin and his client.

In addition, there was some discussion about the possibility of using Lot 17
as a small neighborhood park or other pubiic use, thus preserving the
environmental setting of the neighboring resources. Mr. Martin agreed to
investigate the possibility.

The consensus of the Commission is that the proposal for both Tots seems to be
much improved, but the neighborhood added that, 1in their opinion, the
architect is a long way from a solution.

There being no further business, the Chair called the meeting adjourned at
1:30 a.m.

Submitted for the Commission’s review and approval on this 11th day of April,
1990:

UM GV \LM\/

Alison B. Vawter
Principal Administrative Aide

1711E
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Before The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission !
Application of Frank P. Murray ATTACHMENT C

Before the Historic - Preservation Commission_-(the "Commission") is the-
application of Frank P. Murray (the "applicant") for an Historic Area Work
Permit (HAWP) for new construction at 3929 Prospect Street, (lot 15, Block -
11), Kens1ngton Park Subdivision, Kensington, Maryland .

Procedural sttory

Before filing an' HAWP application, the applicant sought the advice of the
Commission, pursuant to § 24A-6(d) of the Montgomery County Code (1984), as
amended. That advice was rendered at a preliminary consultation on January 4,
'1990. The Commission received the HAWP .appiication on March 7, 1990 (HPC
Exhibit 2), and scheduled it for a public appearance at its March 28, 1990,
meeting. At the request of William Chen, Esquire, attorney for the applicant,
the Commission postponed the public appearance until its April 25, 1990,
meeting. In the interim, the Kensington Local Advisory Panel (LAP) reviewed
the applxcatxon and voted to disapprove it because of the incompatibility of
the proposal’s footprint, height, and spacxng with other historic resources on

Prospect Street.

A public hearing on the applicant’s plans was -held by this Commission on April
25, 1990, and, with the approval of all parties, was continued to May 23,
1990, to accommodate the opposition’s expert witnesses. The applicant
appeared, represented by counsel, and presented several witnesses and exhibits
for the Commission’s consideration. The Kensington Historical Society,
represented by counsel, presented several expert witnesses along with several
exhibits in opposition to the application. Additionally, the Kensington LAP,
a councilman of the Town of Kensington, the president of the Kensington
Historical Society, and many Kensington residents appeared in opposition to
the application. At the conclusion of the May 23rd hearing, the record was
closed. By his written consent, the applicant extended the time period for
Commission action upon the application until June 22, 1990, (HPC Exhibit 3).

§ 24A-7(f)(5).

Commission Decision

Having heard and considered all of the testimony and exhibits found in the
record, it is the decision of the Commission to approve with conditions, as
enumerated below, the application by Frank P. Murray for an HAWP for new
construction at 3929 Prospect Street, pursuant to § 24A-8(b)(l) and (d).
Commissioners Booth, Brenneman, Miskin, Randall, and Taylor voted to adopt
this decision as the decision of the Commission. Commissioners Cantelon,
Hartman and Wagner dissented. Commissioner King neither participated in the
deliberations nor voted on this decision.

Murray Findings/Lot 15
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Conditions

1. It is very important that the park-like setting of this side of Prospect
Street. be maintained. As further discussed below, this District’s
park-1ike setting is one of the key features that earned its placement on
the Master Plan for Historic Preservation. The property. must be
‘Tandscaped in a fashion that reinforces the existing park-like. ambience.
Proper landscaping can, moreover, help to down play the size and bulk of
the proposal. To support the preservation of the Historic District’s
park-like garden setting, the applicant must submit a formal landscape

" plan in the form of an HAWP- application for Commission review and
approval. The HAWP application must be filed with the Department of
Environmental Protection at the same time that the applicant files a
Building Permit application for the proposed construction. . The landscape
‘plan shall delineate all landscape features, including walks, drives,
‘'walls, fences, trees, shrubs and other plantings. )

2. To mitigate the effects of construction on existing vegetation on and
~adjacent to the property, the applicant must implement a tree preservation
program prior to and during the construction process to preserve the
vegetation identified on Applicant’s Exhibits A and C. The plan shall be
prepared by a qualified arborist and submitted to the Commission as part

of the HAWP application described in Condition # 1.

3. To mitigate the effects of construction on the surrounding historic

- resources, the applicant must implement an approved construction staging
plan. The plan shall demonstrate that construction activity will not harm
the adjacent historic resources by indicating the areas that construction
equipment will access the site, the areas on the site where construction
materials will be stored, and the areas on the site where dirt will be
stockpiled. The plan shall be submitted to the Commission as part of the
HAWP application described in Condition # 1.

4., The applicant shall, by transmittal of this document, formally advise any
person or entity purchasing lot 15 that this is an extremely sensitive
property in an area of the Kensington Historic District which
characterizes the Victorian garden setting that earned Kensington its
placement on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation, as well as the
National Register of Historic Places. Because of its sensitive location,
the Commission is concerned about the potential impact of any future
development on the immediate area of the district and the adjoining
primary resources. Any HAWP application will be critically reviewed with
respect to its impact on this setting. The applicant shall, at the time
of transmittal of this document to the potential purchaser, certify that
fact in writing to the Commission.

Background

It is the purpose of Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code, "Historic
Resources Preservation," to provide for the identification, designation, and
regulation, for purposes of protection, preservation, and continued use and
enhancement of those sites, structures with their appurtenances and
environmental settings, and districts of  historical, archaeological,
architectural, or cultural value in that portion of Montgomery County within

Murray Findings/Lot 15
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“the Maryland-Washington kegional District. [Its further ‘yurpose is to preserve
and enhance the quality of life in the County, safequard 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 of Maryland and the United States of America. '

. The following terms are defined in § 24A-2:

Historic district: - A group -of historic resources.
which are significant. as a cchesive unit and
contribute to the  historical, architectural,
archaeological or cultural values within- the
Maryland-Washington Regional District and which has
been so designated in the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation. -

Historic resource: A district, site, building,
- structure or object, including its appurtenances
and environmental setting, which is significant in
national, state or local history, architecture,
archaeology or culture. This includes, but is not
Timited to, all properties on the "Locational Atlas
and Index of Historic Sites in Montgomery County."

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 an 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 Tlimited to,
walkways and driveways (whether paved or not),
vegetation (including trees, gardens, lawns),
rocks, pasture, cropland and waterways.

On July 7, 1986, the Montgomery County Council, sitting as the District
Council, approved a resolution designating the Kensington Historic District
(#31/6), as an amendment to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation. The
amendment was adopted by the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning
Commission (M-NCPPC), effective July 8, 1986.

It is the responsibility of the Montgomery County Historic Preservation
Commission to preserve designated historic districts and historic sites in the
county by means provided in the Historic Preservation Ordinance. One of the
primary methods of fulfilling this responsibility is through the historic area
work permit process.
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It is the responsibility of an applicant for an historic area work permit to
provide "information sufficient to support the application and the burden of
persuasion on all questions of fact which are to be determined by the
Commission.™ § 24A-7(g)(1). The plan submitted must meet at Teast one of the
criteria set forth in § 24A-8(b). . " v

The KenSington‘Master'Plan Amendment states:

According to [Section 111 of the Commission’s
Guidelines for _ Historic  Districts,] a
Historic District as identified, . and if
approved for inclusion in the County’s Master
Plan for Historic Preservation, shall consist
of the entire area represented by all of the
historic resources with their appurtenances
and __environmental setting. Non-historic
properties within the boundaries of the
Historic District are also subject to
regulation, as they are considered
appurtenances and part of the environmental
setting of -the historic¢ resources of the
District.(Emphasis in original)

In _regard to the properties identified as
secondary resources -- that is visually
contributing but non-historic structures or
vacant land within the Kensington District --
the Ordinance requires the Preservatijon
Commission to be lenient in its judament of
plans _for contemporary structures or_ for
plans involving new construction unless such
plans would seriously impair the historic or
architectural value of surrounding resources
or_impair_the character of the District.
(Emphasis added.)

The  new construction proposed for lot 15 is located on the north side of
Prospect Street. The Kensington Master Plan Amendment reveals that four of
the five improved Tots on the north side of Prospect Street are designated as
primary resources: 3927 (lot 14), 3923 (lot 12), 3915 (lot 8), and 3911 (lot
6). Thus, the north side of Praspect Street is a primary resource area within

the district.

Evidence

The following exhibits and testimony were presented at the public appearances:
Preservation Specialist Jared B. Cooper presented the staff report (HPC

Exhibit 4) and recommendation to the Commission. He recommended that the HAWP
application be approved without any conditions. Mr. Cooper stated that, in
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his professional opinion, the proposed construction Jould not substantially
alter this area of the historic district. He further indicated that the
proposal would be compatible in character and nature with the historical and
architectural features of the Kensington Historic District, and would not be
detrimental thereto. Thus, Mr. Cooper recommended that the HAWP application
be granted under the criteria set out in Sections 24A-8. (b)( ) and (2).

Dr. Ray Shulman, acting chair of the Kensington LAP, presented the results of
its analysis. He stated that the panel found that the proposed overall
footprint was too large compared to other houses on Prospect Street. He noted
that ‘to be compatible with the existing open space between houses .in this
area, the proposed structure should be -at least 10 feet narrower.” Finally,
the LAP found that the proposed height of 42 feet, an unusually high elevation
for the area, combined with the straight gable roof, would present an
excessively massive intrusion on the streetscape and open space. Dr. Shulman
stated "that, in light of these facts, the LAP voted unanimously to recommend
-denial of the application.

Mr. Chen testified that Mr. Michael Patterson, the applicant’s architect,
modified the proposal after the Commission reviewed the preliminary proposal
in January, 1990. He noted that in the current proposal the house is set back
in order to more closely match the existing building line on Prospect Street.
He indicated that the house is located on the property so that the front wall
of the projecting ell aligns with the front porches of the existing historic
houses on lots 12 and 14. Mr. Chen explained that the design of the house
features a narrow projecting bay in front of the main mass of the house. The
elevations indicate that the gable end of this bay that faces the street is
capped by a pent eave. This organization was developed to reduce the apparent
mass of the house as viewed from the street. He stated that the structure was
33 1/2 feet in height, not 42 feet as estimated by the LAP. In addition, he
stated that the proposed total lot coverage is 10.28% which, he opined, was
reasonable and in keeping with the average on the north side of Prospect
Street.

Mr. Chen presented Applicant’s Exhibit A, a landscaping plan showing 52 pieces
of vegetation to be added to lot 15. He then described the trees to be
removed from Tot 15, including a seven-inch caliper wild cherry and a six-inch
caliper mulberry from the west side of the lot; two sassafrases, one dead and
one six inches 1in caliper; a six to eight inch caliper wild cherry; two
dogwoods, one six inches in caliper and one just over eight inches in caliper;
and a 12 1/2 inch caliper hemlock on the front. He added that, on the right
front, seven dogwoods would be removed. He stated that 15 pieces of
vegetation would be removed. However, according to Mr., Chen, none of the
vegetation to be removed is of specimen quality.

Mr. Chen indicated that the proposal contains one detached single car garage,
located next to the existing detached single car garage on lot 14, the
adjacent 1improved lot. Although the application shows the existing garage
straddling the lot line between lots 14 and 15, Mr. Chen stated that a lot
line adjustment transferred the existing garage and its land to ot 14,
alone. He did not have a drawing of the legal description since it was deeded
by metes and bounds. He pointed out that an existing easement will permit the
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owner of lot 15 to share the driveway on lot 14. He aaded that no fencing is
proposed. Mr. Chen concluded that the project as proposed in the application
would not do "violence to the streetscape on the north side of Prospect.”

Mr. Jack Jones, speaking as a Councilman for the Town of Kensington, conveyed
the - concerns of the citizens,. the Mayor, and the Town Council, that
inappropriate development threatened the historic character of Kensington. He
stated that "it is important . . .. (to) keep the flavor of what Kensington was
envisioned to be, a planned community with open green space," and urged that
the lot remain as open space. In response to questions from the Commission,
Mr. Jones stated that the town is not specifically doing anything to retain
the open space, but that he woiuld suggest to the Town of Kensington that it
encourage Tlegislation. Jim Wagner, another Councilmember from Kensington,
added that previously the town used open space grants to acquire lots that had
previously been home sites. Mr. Jones agreed with Mr. Murray’s assessment of
the town’s position: any further development would be incompatible with the
historic district.

Ms. Judy Hanks-Henn, a citizen of Kensington, offered two points. As a
registered landscape architect in the State of Maryland, she stated that
rather than 1imit the undulating plantings to the front, a true Victorian
garden setting would have plantings of a larger size and undulating character
around the totality of the lot. She concluded that the size of the footprint
of the house as presented in the application prevented that Tlandscaping
arrangement. Her second point dealt with the spacing between the houses. She
cautioned that each time a house is added to a large setting, the garden
setting is threatened.

Many other witnesses appeared for the opposition presenting both written and
verbal testimony. Among the witnesses were the president of the Kensington
Historical Society, several adjoining property owners, and many neighborhood
residents. Additionally, Mr. John 0’Neill, representing the Kensington
Historical Society, read a letter from the Maryland Historical Trust dated
June 29, 1989, into the record (Opposition’s Exhibit E). The letter stated
that "the real issue is not the appropriateness of the design of the proposed
infill construction, but whether or not any infill construction is
appropriate”.

Two licensed architects, Helen Wilkes and Don Little, presented many exhibits
(Opposition’s Exhibits A through H) in support of their testimony for the
opposition. Ms. Wilkes testified that the north side of Prospect Street
stands as one of 'the few unspoiled examples of the suburban garden park
streetscape envisioned by Brainard Warner in his design of the master plan for
the Town of Kensington Park. The historic district of Kensington is
- characterized by its ‘large Tlots, wuniformity of scale, cohesiveness of
streetscapes, park-like setting, and a strong sense of time and place
(Opposition’s Exhibits A and B). She stated that there are presently five
houses on 14 platted lots on the north side of Prospect Street. She noted
that if all the lots were developed, the ratio of new houses to historic
houses would be nine to four (Opposition’s Exhibit C).

Ms. Wilkes presented her analysis of the proposal for lot 15. She opined that
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the footprint of the proposal is significantly larger than the other historic
resources on the north side of Prospect Street. She suggested that the
proposed structure is neither Victorian nor Co]onia]. She added that it has a
two-story mass extending into the "porch zone" (the average distance from the
street which is OCCUDIEd by front porches), and thus is inconsistent with the
streetscape. .

She addressed the  impact of the proposal on the appurtenances and
environmental setting on the lot 14 resource, noting that many large trees and
most small trees would have to be removed. She suggested that four historic
resources will be directly impacted. She added that' the proposed house would
visually dominate the resource on lot 14 because it ‘is eight feet wider than
the resource on lot 14.

Ms. Wilkes, and others who testified in oppositidn to the HAWP application,
noted that, historically, many of the houses 1in the Kensington Historic
District were conveyed along with one or more side lots which served as garden
settings for the houses. Lots 13, 14, and 15 had historically been conveyed
as a single unit. For that reason, Ms. Wilkes referred to the "yard" of the
existing house on Tot 14 as encompassing the square footage of its neighboring
lots 13 and 15. According to Ms. Wilkes, each house on the north side of
Prospect has an average street frontage of 125 feet. Lot 15 has a street
frontage of 122.5 feet, and lots 13 and 14 each have street frontages of 50
feet. She stated that the proposed building on lot 15 would reduce the street
frontage of lot 14’s "yard" to 100 feet. Ms. Wilkes added that the minimum
distance between houses on the north side of Prospect Street is 45.75 feet.
With the development on Yot 15, there will be only 42 feet between the house
on lot 14 and the proposed house on lot 15. She testified that the average
house footprint in the area is 8.6 percent of its "yard", and that the
proposed house on lot 15 would result in a footprint of 10.28 percent of lot
15. Ms. Wilkes concluded that the proposal would negatively impact the
historic district and referred to Opposition’s Exhibit H, stating that the
family of the builder intended to keep the estate intact.

Mr. Little reiterated that the north side of Prospect Street is one of the
purest examples of the setting which created the designation of the historic
district. He presented evidence that, 1in his opinion, the proposed
construction did not defer to the existing structure on lot 14 in terms of
size, scale or architectural detail and was therefore unacceptable.

In rebuttal, Mr. Chen called Ms. Molly Knowles and Mr. Patterson. Ms. Knowles
explained the landscape plan for lot 15 and stated that none of the trees to

be retained would be damaged by the construction.

Mr. Patterson provided testimony regarding the houses on the north side of
Prospect Street. He stated that 1lot 15, the site of the proposed
construction, is 14,879 square feet. The proposed structure is 1529 square
feet. The footprint of the proposed house is 10.28% of the entire lot. The
street frontage of lot 15 is 122.5 feet.

Lot 14, the adjacent fimproved lot, is 8491 square feet, according to Mr.
Patterson. He testified that he obtained the square footage of that lot and
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the others from the State Tax Assessor’s office. Mr. Patterson further
testified that, based on drawings signed by the home’s previous owner, the
existing house is 1492 square feet. The footprint of the house on lot 14 is
17.6% of the entire lot. The street frontage of lot 14 is 50 feet.

He stated that the "yard" for the existing house on Tot 12 (the Wilkes house),

consisting of lots 12, 11, and one-half of Tot 10, is 21,562 1/2 square feet.

The house on ‘1ot 12 is 962 square feet. Thus, the house footpr1nt is 4.46% of
the "yard." The "yard" for the existing house straddling lots 8 and 9 (the
0’Neill house), consisting of lots 8, 9 and one-half of lot 10, is also 21,562
1/2 square feet. The house stradd11ng Tots 8 and 9 is 2, 310 square feet

Thus, the house footprint is 10.71% of the "yard."

Mr. Patterson revealed that the yard“_for the existing house straddling lots
6 and 7, consisting of lots 6 and 7, is 17,250 square feet. The existing
house straddling lots 6 and 7 is 1728 square feet. Thus, the house footprint
is 10.02% of the "yard." Finally, lot 5 is 8,625 square feet. (The "yard"
for the house on lot 5 consists solely of lot 5.) The house on that lot is
1,200 square feet. Thus, the house footprint is 13.91% of that lot.

Upon cross-examination, Mr. Patterson stated that the "yard" for the existing
house on 1ot 14, consisting of lots 13, 14, and 15, is approximately 32,000
square feet. (The actual figure is 31,995 square feet.) Since the existing
house on lot 14 1is 1,492 square feet, the house footprint is 4.7% of the
Myard."

Findings

The Kensington Master Plan Amendment details the findings of historical
and architectural significance that resulted in the placement of the historic
district on the Master Plan.

The town of Kensington began as a small
crossroads settlement along the Bladensburg
Turnpike, an early market road between the
County’s  -major north/south route, 01d
Georgetown Road, and the port of Bladensburg on
the Anacostia River in Prince George’s County.
When the B&0 Railroad was built in 1873, the
crossroads settlement became known as Knowles
Station, named after the major land holding
family in the area. : '

By 1890, Knowles Station had developed into a
village of several hundred people, most of whom
were living north of the railroad. In that
year, Washington financier, Brainard H. Warner,
purchased and subdivided property to the south
and southwest of the railroad, naming the area
Kensington Park after the famous London
suburb. The subdivision was designed in the
Victorian manner with ample sized lots and a
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curvilinear street pattern.

Warner established his own summer residence and
invited his friends to Jjoin him in this
park-like setting away from the heat and
congestion of Washington. It is _ this
concentration of Victorian period, residential
structures located in the center of the town
which constitutes the core of the historic -
district. .

The district is architecturally significant .as
a collection of 1late 19th and early 20th
century houses exhibiting a. variety of
architectural styles popular during the
Victorian period including Queen.Anne, Shingle, |,
Eastlake and Colonial Revival. The houses
share a uniformity of scale, set backs and
construction materjals that contribute to the
cohesiveness of the district’s streetscapes.
This uniformity., coupled with the dominant
design inherent in Warner’s original plan of
subdivision, conveys a strong sense of both
time and place, that of a Victorian garden
suburb. (Emphasis Added.)

The proposal is situated in an area which has survived as one of the most
intact and unaltered streetscapes in the Kensington Historic District. With
few intrusions, the north side of Prospect Street can be characterized as a
"Victorian garden setting," with mature picturesque trees, gracious, informal
yards, and large well-spaced residences constructed near the turn of the
century. It is this Victorian garden setting that earned Kensington its
- placement on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation, as well as the
National Register of Historic Places.

In reviewing this application, the Commission finds that the proposal will not
impact the Kensington Historic District in a manner which might threaten its
value as a National Register Historic District, or as a Montgomery County
Master Plan Historic District. The Commission also finds that the proposal
does not enhance or improve the district. As noted, the approval is based on
Section 24A-8(b){1), in that the proposal will not substantially alter the
exterior features of an historic site or historic resource within an historic
district, and 24A-8(d), which directs the Commission to be lenient regarding
plans "involving new construction, unless such plans would seriously dimpair
the historic or architectural value of surrounding historic resources or would

impair the character of the Historic District”.
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The Commission finds:

1. Although undistinguished in artistic character, the proposed .
house is not incompatible in overall size, materials, and style as compared to
houses in this area of the Historic District.

As demonstrated by the testimony of the applicant and the opposition, the
houses along Prospect Street vary in size. Footprints on the north side of
Prospect Street range from 962 square feet (the Wilkes house) to 2310 square
feet (the 0’Neill house). Thus, the footprint of the proposed house (1529
square feet) falls within this range.

According to the information -included with the architectural drawings
submitted by the applicant, the exterior of the proposed house would be
constructed of wood siding and shingles with true divided-light wood framed
windows. These are materials common to many of the historic houses in the
Kensington Historic District. The composition shingle roof is also an
appropriate material.

The Master Plan states that the houses in the district exhibit a "variety
of architectural styles popular during the Victorian period....". The
proposed house, according to the applicant’s architect, is rendered in the
"Neo-Victorian" style. This statement is supported by the testimony of Helen
Wilkes, architect, who spoke for the opposition, and described the house as a
hybrid of Colonial and Victorian elements. The Commission finds that the
proposed design, which draws from several ‘traditional approaches to
residential architecture, is neither historicism, nor does it represent the
latest trend. Thus, due to its lack of d1st1nct1on, the proposal defers to
the adjoining primary resources.

2. The front setback of the proposed structure is consistent with
the existing pattern of development. The applicant testified that the front
wall of the projecting ell is situated 51’8" from the street. The adjacent
existing houses along the north side of Prospect Street are situated an
approximate average of 50 feet back from the front property line. This is a
location that the Commission encouraged the applicant to consider. :

The opposition testified that the proposal includes construction within a
"setback zone" normally occupied by porches on the north side of Prospect
Street. The Commission finds that this pattern referred to by the opposition
is not the only pattern in this part of the historic district. As can be seen
in Opposition’s Exhibit D, there are other houses in this part of the Historic
District that exhibit relatively solid building masses in this "porch zone".

3. The bproposed relationship of house to "yard" and house/yard
rhythm, is not significantly different from traditional patterns occuring
along Prospect Street. Thus, the development will not radically alter the
established streetscape in this area of the Historic District.
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According to the evidence presented, the size of Lot 15 is 14, 879 square
feet. As such, it is the largest recorded lot on the north side of Prospect
Street. Lot 15 has 122.5 feet of frontage along Prospect Street, making it
one of the greatest frontages in this portion of the district. The Commission
finds that the footprint of the proposal, whether measured as house to "yard"
or house to lot, is not inordinately different from the existing footprints on
the north side of Prospect Street. v

If the ‘footprint is considered in terms of house to lot, the evidence
reveals that the footprint of the house on lot 5 is 13.91% of lot 5, the
footprint of the house on lot 14 is 17.6% of lot 14, and the footprint.of the
proposal for lot 15 would be 10.28% of lot 15. This is hardly an incompatible
footprint in this area of the District. If the footprint is considered in
terms of house to "yard", a similar conclusion is reached. The footprint on
Tot 5 is 13.91% of the "yard", the footprint on lots 6 and 7 is.10.02% of the
"yard", the footprint on lots 8, 9, and one-half of lot 10 is 10.71% of the
"yard", and the footprint on lots 11, 12, and one-half of lot 10 is 4.46% of
the "yard". If the proposal is built on lot 15, its "yard" will consist of
Tot 15 alone (since there is an existing structure on lot 14) and its
footprint will be 10.28% of the "yard". Finally, the footprint of lots 13 and
14 will be 8.7% of the "yard".

4. As indicated in the record, the property was formerly an open
side yard for the house on Lot 14, and has little existing vegetation of
specimen quality. Thus, the Commission finds that the proposed development
will not destroy significant mature vegetation.

5. The proposed development would reduce open space, but that such
reduction would not severely compromise the park-like garden setting. Lot 15,
which served as a side yard for lot 14, contributes to the park-like setting
of Kensington by virtue of its presence as landscaped open space. However, no
evidence was presented that would indicate that this particular parcel of open
space is important in the context of the overall town plan. In fact, based on
the development pattern observed in the district, and as described in
testimony before the Commission, it is the corner properties on the curved
streets and the oval in the core area of the Kensington Historic District that
constitute the important open spaces, as well as the sites for some of the
more important figural Victorian-style residences. As stated in the Kensington
Master Plan Amendment: "It is this concentration of Victorian period,
residential structures located in the center of the town which constitutes the
core of the historic district.”

Denser development, with frontally oriented buildings, occurs along the
straight portions of the streets. This proposal will add another house to a
straight linear (as opposed to curved) streetscape. The Commission finds
that, when properly landscaped as required by the conditions of approval, the
streetscape will not be negatively impacted.

6. The argument offered by the opposition, which indicated that the
proposed development would "tip the balance” between historic and
non-contributing resources, thus threatening the integrity of the Historic
District, while of concern to the Commission, has not been proven.
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Based on the evidence presented, it cannot be determined how many other
new houses could ultimately be built in this portion of the District. Nor was
it demonstrated that, should such new houses be built, it would result in
destruction of the District’s overall character. .

Pursuant to § 24A-7(h) of the Montgomery County Code (1984), as amended, any
party aggrieved by the Commission’s decision may file an appeal with the Board
of Appeals for Montgomery County, Maryland, within 30 days from the date on
whic ission’s decision is made public.

S

Jeffrey Miskin, Chairperson
Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission

1896E
f
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ATTACHMENT D

MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

217-3625
**WEDNESDAY**
JANUARY 24, 1990

WORK SESSION: 6:30 P.M.
REGULAR SESSION: 7:30 P.M.

EXECUTIVE OFFICE BUILDING
LOBBY-LEVEL AUDITORIUM (ADJACENT TO CONFERENCE ROOM)
101 MONROE STREET
ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20850

PLEASE NOTE: THE HPC AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE ANYTIME AFTER PRINTING OR
DURING THE COMMISSION MEETING. PLEASE CONTACT THE HISTORIC
PRESERVATION COMMISSION AT THE NUMBER ABOVE TO OBTAIN CURRENT
INFORMATION. IF YOUR APPLICATION IS INCLUDED ON THIS AGENDA,
YOU OR YOUR REPRESENTATIVE ARE EXPECTED TO ATTEND.

6:30 P.M.
I. WORK SESSION
A. Work Session with Assistant County Attorney, (re: Greenwood)
7:30 P.M.
II. HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT APPLICATIONS

A. Rehearing of Application by Faith S. Vredenburgh for Historic
Area Work Permit at 21315 Georgia Avenue, Brookeville,
Maryland (HPC Case No. 23/46-89A).

B. Second Review of Application by Manoocher Parvizian for
Historic Area Work Permit at 19701 Bucklodge Road,
Barnesville, Maryland (HPC Case No. 18/13-90A)

C. bApp1ication by Melany and Jeff Hansen for Historic Area Work
Permit at 3820 Washington Street, Kensington, Maryland (HPC
Case No. 31/6-90B)

D. Application by Jay Henn and Judy Hanks-Henn for Historic Area
Work Permit at 10234 Carroll Place, Kensington, Maryland
(HPC Case No. 31/6-90C)

E. Application by Walter and Gretl Mayer for Historic Area Work
Permit at 10017 Menlo Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland (HPC
Case No. 31/7-90A)



Historic Preservation Commission

January 24, 199Q

Page Two

IIT.

Iv.

VI.

VII.

1547E

SUBDIVISION REVIEW

A.

A1l Saints Church (M-NCPPC #1-89241)(within Chevy Chase

Historic District, Atlas #35/13), located at Chevy Chase
Circle, between Oliver and Grafton Streets, Chevy Chase,
Maryland

Woodburn (M-NCPPC #1-89249)(impacts Atlas Site #14/51),
located at 21000 Blunt Road, Gaithersburg, Maryland

Sycamore Acres (M-NCPPC #1-89256)(impacts Master Plan Site
#23/112), located at 4629 Muncaster Mill Road, Rockville,
Maryland

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A.
B.
C.

D.

July 21, 1989
November 2, 1988
November 16, 1989

January 4, 1990

LAP APPOINTMENTS

A. Crispin Beroza (Up-county LAP)

OTHER BUSINESS

A. Commission Items
B. Staff Items
ADJOURNMENT
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