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MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

June 18, 1999

TO: Joe Davis
Malcolm Shaneman
Development Review Division

FROM: Gwen Wright, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Robin D. Ziek, Historic Preservation Planner
Historic Preservation Section

SUBJECT: Review of Subdivision Plans - DRC meeting June 21, 1999

We have reviewed the following subdivision plans and found them not to involve any identified
historic resources:

#1-97022R Traville
#1-99084 Snider Property
#1-99085 Cashell Estates
#1-99086 Hunting Hill Woods

#8-84126A ISN Headquarters-Phase II

The following subdivision plan involves identified historic resource:

48-99044 Lankler Property (Highgate) - This subdivision is adjacent to Master
Plan Site #25/22, the Edward Beale House, at 11011 Glen Road (see
Sheet 1 of 8, and Sheet 8 of 8). According to the drawings, it appears that
the historic property is separated from the new subdivision by a stream
valley, and that there is sufficient forest cover to screen the new
construction from the historic site.

#9-98005A Downtown Silver Spring-Section B. - This involves Master Plan Site
[1-98107R] #36/7-3, The Silver Theatre and Shopping Center; and Master Plan
[8-99002A] Site 936/14, Armory Place; and Locational Atlas Resource #36/7,

The Silver Spring Historic District. The applicant has a HAWP for new
construction along Colesville Road at the Silver Theatre and AFI/
Roundhouse Theatre building. However, specific construction proposals
at the Silver Shopping Center, and at the site of the [demolished]



A.

Armory Place (where the new hotel is proposed), and within the
boundaries of the Silver Spring Historic District have still to be
approved by the HPC. Any alter ations/additions to the parking area in
front of the Silver Shopping Center, as well as any proposed second story
addition to the Silver Shopping Center must be reviewed and approved in
all details by the ETC. This includes the proposed Public Use Space
and all arch itectural/landscape architectural features therein.

#1-99089 Tastee Diner - The HPC has approved a Historic Area Work Permit for
[8-99045] this project.



M PLANNING

0THE MARYL11N1D~NATt ;~ .
PARK AND PLANMNG COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
" 4 Silver Spring, Nlaryland 209I0-3760 Date: l ! r I

MEMORANDUM

TO: Robert Hubbard, Director
Department of Permitting Services 36 1 

13 —15

FROM:, Gwen Wright, Coordinator
Historic Preservation

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed the attached
application for an Historic Area Work Permit. This application was:

Approved

Approved with Conditions:

SZ. ILLe- - lD~J e
i < It

, P-Q..

Denied

and HPC Staff will review and stamp the construction drawings prior to the applicant's applying
for a buildinggpermit with DPS; and

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDITIONAL UPON
ADHERENCE TO THE APPROVED HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT (HAWP).

Applicant: ~e~ c (,,1; i K~-

Address: u.e Iq Q - l~

and subject to the general condition that, after issuance of the Montgomery County Department
of Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant arrange for a field inspection by calling the
DPS Field Services Office at (301)217-6240 prior to commencement of work nA not more than
two weeks following completion of work.

C:*pFvmcrYv1h&vtpdpiL?w ~t e rill 34t3

The Countv has looked at different options for the Diner, 
-in anticipation of acquiring



THE MARYLAND.NAT[ONAL CAPITAL -
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

MEMORANDUM

TO: Robert Hubbard, Director
Department of Permitting Services

FROM:Gwen Wright, Coordinator

kr;b Historic Preservation

Date:

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit ~d.~s~C ✓~ 7e,✓ ,¢ ~~cf
70 ~~ TffERTaC,E .

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed the attached
application for an Historic Area Work Permit. This application was:

_Approved

Approved with Conditions:

Denied

and HPC Staff will review and stamp the construction drawings prior to the applicant's applying

for a building permit with DPS; and

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDITIONAL UPON

ADHERENCE TO THE APPROVED HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT (HAWP).

Applicant:

Address:

and subject to the general condition that, after issuance of the Montgomery County Department

of Permirting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant arrange for a field inspection by calling the

DPS Field Services Office at (301)217-6240 prior to commencement of work nd not more than

two weeks following completion of work.

4 I ? - ~ 6 19 G I e, ..; I is

S11,e.0 %e,-t,-c I'* S 6,~Y C'Aa Ce-t -



MEMO

To: Robin Zeik '
From: N'kosi Yearwood
Re: Subdivision reviews
Date: June 21, 1999

Some of the issues addressed for the Highgate property were:
• Reforestation where tree were removed
• Public Utilities
• ViC-S-E- Septic tanks etc.

WSsC--

Tastee Diner issues were:
• Width of street and ADA compliance, i.e. width of ramp .
• After hours control for public address system
• Need for storm drain study and parking lot lighting
• PEPECO and responsibility for onsite lighting
• Possible environmental emitkm&

c.'MC 5 5 i E) A-_3



Montgomery County Plannin?Board Agenda

13. Preliminary Plan No. 1-99089 - Tastee Diner

Gene Wilkes c/o Tastee Diner; Applicant
Macris, Hendricks and Glascock; Engineer
Lynott and Lynott; Attorney

CBD-R2; One (1) Lot Requested; 16,990 Square Feet

Community Sewer and Community Water

South Side of Cameron Street and North of Ramsey Avenue

Policy Area: Silver Spring Central Business District

8/5/99

Staff Recommendation: Approval including waiver to allow Planning Board release of building

permit prior to final plat recordation, subject to the following conditions:

1. Priof to recording of plat, applicant to enter into an adequate public facilities agreement (APF)

with the Planning Board to limit development to a maximum of 12,640 square feet gross floor

area of restaurant
2. Provide dedication for the following public streets, as follows:

* Cameron Street: 74 feet of right-of-way to include seven feet as measured from the center

line of the existing street
* Ramsey Avenue: 54 feet of right-of-way to include ten feet as measured from the center

line of the existing street
3. Terms and conditions of access to be reviewed and approved by MCDPWT, prior to recording

of plat
4. Conditions of MCDPS stormwater management approval dated 6/14/99

5. Prior to Planning Board approval of record plat, applicant must present certification or

commitments from the appropriate utility companies or public agencies to the technical staff

that all required utilities will be properly installed to serve the proposed project, as required by

Sec. 50-40(c) of the subdivision regulations
6. Prior to recording of plat, applicant to final landscaping and lighting plan for technical staff

review and approval
7. Applicant to submit a complete record plat application for review and approval within 60 days

of Planning Board action on preliminary plan

---~ 8. Conditions of Historic Preservation Commission approval dated 4/14/99
9. Necessary easements

BOARD ACTION

Motion:

Vote:
Yea:

Nay:

Other:
Action:

-13-



Montgomery County Planfong Board Agenda 8/5/99

14. Site Plan Review No. 8-99045 - Tastee Diner

CBD-R2 Zone; 12,640 square feet commercial retail requested; 0.39 acre gross tract area; southwest

quadrant, Cameron Street and Ramsey Avenue; Silver Spring CBD

APPLICANT: Montgomery County Government
ENGINEER: Macris, Hendricks & Glascock

Staff Recommendation: Approval with conditions

SEE STAFF REPORT

Vote:
Yea:

Nay:

Other:
Action:

-14-
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Sent By: Pollock+Dickerson Architects; 2126207690; Sep-25-00 3:41PM; Page 2

P + D
ARCHITECTS

September 14, 2000

Ms. Robin Ziek
Project Reviewer
Historic Preservation
The Maryland — National Capitol Park

and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue

~.~ Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

Re: Tastec Diner, Silver Spring

Dear Ms. Ziek:

As per my client's request and as part of the close-out of his agreement with Montgomery County
and the Redevelopment Office, we have been asked to confirm that all work for the new Tastee
Diner, Silver Spring has been completed in conformance with the historic area work permit
#990323007.

Could you please add your signature below next to my own to veriPy your approval of the
completed work and its conformance to the attached work permit application. if you have 'any
concerns, please feel free to contact me. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Polloc + Dickerson Architects

iio~

Brian Dickerson, R.A.
Principal

216 WEST Ie STREET, NO. 1001 NEW YOR, NY 10011 TEL; (212) 8200044 FAX: (212) 620-76W



Sent By: Pollock+Dickerson Architects; 2126207690; Sep-25-00 3:42PM; Page 3

TAST D oject completed as permitted:

Of Historic a ation Do e

ml • 4 g ' 2,~y

+ Dickerson Architects

BDNsBD/bjsBD/bjs

File: aAziek-tastee dinerFile aproFile: a:pro

Date

216 WEST 18'" STREET, NO. 1001 NEW YOR, NY 10011. TEL: (212) 620-OM FAX: (m) 620-7090



Sent By: Pollock+Dickerson Architects; 2126207690; Sep-25-00 3:41PM; Page 1

Pol lock + Dickerson Architects

To ?-OWN

From~~

Pages
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216 West 18th Street, No.1001 .

New York, New York 10011

Tel. 212.620,0044

Fax 212.620.7690
Cel. 917.714.9080

2462 Main Street
Bridgehampton, New York 11932

Tel. 516.537.9010

pdnewyork @ aol. corn

-~ ctp~
l use 1. ' S h~ v~ .

~s 
~s~u % 

noteo'(.kurn W

be a rdbti re

ud d~

.ate • ~-~ ~ 
1,c~we

t~ lei ~e ~~t ~~ ~

2~
%radxa 

Us G

*,A~ TiA&*



Sent By: Pollock+Dickerson Architects; 2126207690; Sep-25-00 3:42PM; Page 4

MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLA,LND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

MEMORANDUM

TO: Robert Hubbard, Director
Department of Permitting Services

FROM: ,j3D , ., Gwen Wright, Coordinator
Historic Preservation

SUBJECT: Frstoric Area Work Permit

Date: I ~(~ I

3613-19%k

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed the attached
application for an Historic Area Work Permit. This application was:

Approved

,Approved with Conditions:

Denied

,1
1 n

6--5 0 bGaGe.~ , t-d-` aj- ~~

T 

and HPC Staff will review and stamp the construction drawings prior to the applicant's applying
for a buildingpermit with DPS; and

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDITIONAL UPON
ADHERENCE TO THE APPROVED HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT (HAWP).

Applicant: Oelkt 1,44; 

~Ow-"-Address: 0 ~ CC P i Uec~u.e  ~0~'~P H 0,

and subject to the general condition that, after issuance of the Montgomery County Department
of Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant arrange for a field inspection by calling the
DPS Field Services Office at (301)217-6240 prior to commencement of workngnd not more than

two weeks following completion of work.



Sent By: Pollock+Dickerson Architects; 2126207690; Sep-25-00 3:42PM; Page 5/7

~~ CfPS - fl;lt

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Y 3011563-3400 / :70 t - ';&fz, ' ;4V 2

APPLICATION FOR..
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT_

ContactPesarr: ftAkj nCrAw-SA I

Daytime Phone No. 

Tax Account No.: l e,4 3

Name of Property owner W=65 Daytate Phone Ne. L30 .3mIw
Address: &rA& u yecgk Amin a s1we L 

'' 
~Vj&&

Sbeat Akwhar• ..City Snot .4 P  Cod.

Contrac4Ar: Phone No.:

Contractor Regishatiiln No.: 

j
AgentYar Owner:- QJ/t1~J ids!%ri. Otto. Phdna No_• • GaZ7 26,9- &isl

House Number..  ~~••LCr -72— E&J Artt-JM Street il„A41EW ST-

Town/City: Near—CossSbeet 6fe2g iA r(L
Lot _ Block: Subdivision: WAWA r1D(A' StA. ?LM-4t"
Liber: Folio: parcel:

R N: TYPE OF PFRMIT ACTION AND USE

IA. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

V&vtruct G Extend U ARer/Ranovate 0 A/C r Slab IJ Room Addition 0 Porch El Oack 0 Shed

0 Move f_l Install 0 wred0lare O Solar 0 Fireplace J Woodbuming Stove 0 SinoFwv y

Revision ❑ Repair 0 Revocable 0 FenceNVeYlcompletaSection/) 0 OUs&

18. Construction cost estimate: s 000.

IC. If this is a revision of a previously approved active permit. sea Permit A

PARTTWO: COMPLETE  OR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND TENO/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 &<VSSC 02 J Septic 03 1 1 Other:

2B. Type alwater supply: of V<VSSC 02 IJ Well 03 i i Other.

PART RCOMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCURINAINING WALL

3A. Height fret irrctres

38. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

r On party line/property line G Entirely on land of owner On public r4n of.wsy/easement

1 hereby certdy that I have (ha mahorily to make Me huegoing application, (hot the application is correct and dot the cronsMuction wily coml* ttith pfry
approved by all agencies listed and I hereby sefnowh*e and accept this to be a condition far the issuence.. of this permit.

.1netua of ~v, or audroeaed agern owe

Approved:  Fa C ic &Mallon comaxssiwr

Disapproved: Siyuoaa: Date: !&,.I 9 ?
Applit:atioNPerrrrit No.: Oats Fled: Ow Issued:

Edit 21,90 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS



Sent By: Pollock+Dickerson Architects;. 2126207690; Sep-25-00 3:42PM; Page 6/7

IWE FOLLP "NO ITEMS MURE BE COMPLETED AND 1o~"
REQUIRED P-0tamMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS ;APPLICATION.

I. IIWMnEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description of existing structurejs) and emsoomentol selft including Clair historieal isatures and significencr

i~Tata,~ t~luu~ Lal1S'~j? SE ~ ~'~'~v~ Ctalt~ ~P~5~11i •L.A
A~i~LE d+"¢

It. General description of project and its effect on tin historic resourcels), the anvimomental stetting, and, whirs applicable, to hietotie

~/ C~ ~:. ~ rt -• ' i.r ~ .l. 1. .ate _ ~ 1♦ Iii ~~~.~i~','

VLgAgY R04 7"r AVAV—WAJ1A?1 JgNAX AWA" 1 50AS -P-12LV j~tE
2. SITE V t oK/lw&Jr• f6kr ec- er Re-7ilT11 A T AJ TdC SrOMISCAW.

Site and rrvironmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat Yaw site plan must include:

a. the scale, north arrow, and date; .

b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures: and

c site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpstem mechanical equipment and landseapinp.

]. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You must submit Z copies of plans and elevations in a format no lamer than 11' x 17' Plans on B 1/2' x I V osaeuare orefertid

a. ScBanssfic cons"crion plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, sin and general type of wells, window and door openings, and other
fixed features of bate the existing resourcels) and the proposedworlu.

It. Elevations (facades). with marked dimensions. ctearty mdicaf rig proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context
All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted an the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each
facade affected by the proposed work is required.

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General description of materials and manufactured items proposed fa incorporation in the work of tha project. This information maybe krchnded on your
design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource. including details of the efficted portions. All labels should bepleced anther
front of photographs.

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-oPway and of the adjoining properties. AN rebels should be placed on
the front of photographs.

6. TREE SURVEY

It you are proposing construction adjacent to or within the dripllne of arty tree W or larger in diameter (at approximately 4 fed above tin grmndl, you
must fib an accurate see survey identifying the site, location, and species of each tree at at least that dimension.

7. ADORESSES OF AOJACENI MO CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For AU projects• provide an accarate Ost of adjacent end cordrontirg property'awners loot tenants). indudmg names, addresses, and dpi codes. This list
should include the owners of al lots or parcels which adjoin the parcdin Question, as well as the ovmerls) of lads) or parcaNs) which far directly aunpa
the streftbighway from the parcel in Question. You can obtain Cnbinfamation from the Department of Assessments end Taxation, 51 Murree Sheet,
Rockville, 1301/Z79-13%).

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON NE FOLLOWING PACE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS VALL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO AMIM LABELS.



Sent By: Pollock+Dickerson Architects; 2126207690; Sep-25-00 3:43PM; Page 717

FUTI-4ul, tom!

MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND•NATIONAL, CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20920-3760 Date:

TO: Historic Area Work Permit Applicants

FROM:Crwen Wright, Coordinator
~Htstoric Preservation Section

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application - Approval of ApplicationiRelease of
Other Required Permits

Enclosed is a copy of your Historic Area Work Permit application, approved by the Historic
Preservation Commission at its recent meeting, and a transmittal memorandum stating conditions
(if any) of approval_

You may now apply for a county building permit from the Department of Permitting Services
(DPS) at 250 Hungerford Drive, second floor, in Rockville. Please note that although your work
has been approved by the Historic Preservation Commission, it must also be approved by DPS
before work can begin.

When You file for Your _building ermit at DPS._ you must take with you the enclosed forms, as
well as the Historic Area Work Permit that will be mailed to You directly from DPS. These forms
are proof that the Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed your project. For further
information about filing procedures or materials for your county building permit review, please
call DPS at 301-217-6370.

If your project changes in any way from the approved plans, either before you apply for your
building permit or even after the work has begun, please contact the Historic Preservation
Commission staff at 301-563-3400.

Please also note that you must arrange for a field inspection for conformance with your approved

HAWP plans_ Please inform DPS/Field Services at 301-217-6240 of your anticipated work

schedule.

Thank you very much for your patience and good luck with your project!
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VICINITY MAP
SCALE 1" = 2,000'

'". :.,••.:. a, / ~ I II -_ -. -.
- •-.• .-.
'-- •-- k 1 Ex..Zoning'='CBD-3, Commercial Business District

Ld
-

•' # = 0.39 acres or 16,991 s ft.---~ 2. 'Gross Tract Area q.
- Proposed Dedication= 0.055 acres or 2,403 sp. ft.

Net Tract Area = 0.335 acres or 14,388 sq. ft.

I ,I 3 'Existing UseUse =Public Parking
!Proposed Use:= Restaurant -

4..',Aliowable Building Coverage = 75% or 12,743 sq. ft.
Proposed Building Coverage = 45% or 7,653 sq. ft.

© 5_ Allowable F.A.R. = 3.00
,Proposed F.A.R. 0.74

rte® Allowable Gross Floor Area = 50,973 sq. ft.
Proposed Gross Floor Area = 12,640 sq. ft.

6. 'Public Use Space Required = 10% or 1,438 sq. ft.
Public Use Space provided = 11.47 or 1,660 sq_ ft.

7. 'DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
=' a4 \ /..... ...... , I PERMITTED/REQUIRED PROVIDED '

k \ Building Height 72 ft. max. 25 ft. max.

W Building Setbacks:
from street r_o.w.'s

à~ (59—C-6.236(b) (2) 0 ft. min. * 10 ft.'min_(Ramsey)

W: A f5 ft. min.(Comeron)

I IMP ~v ~~ i ,~_. — from abutting- CBD prop.— ___ 
[\ I 

 - -
(59—C-6.236 (d), 0 ft min. sa 3 ft_ min (North)

t44ft. mina (East)

III 

 Parking Setbacks (59—E-2.7): _
from Ramsey

`(150' r.o.w_) 10 ft..min. '10 ft. mina-

II i from abutting CBD property '4 ft. min. 4 ft. min.
line

.Setback -from Street Right of_ypay one-,fog_t f __eyery__6_he_IgIit_of the--..---- _--
I .building that exceeds 30

s ',Setback from adjoining CBD Zone; if proposed building has -win dows—

f+'J~~® 
15'; if proposed building has no windows,0.

/ I 8. Parking Tabulation: -
/ Ia / Parking Required =

(A) 6,000 sq. ft. GFA restaurant (3,104 sq. ft. x 25 spaces -
per 1,000 sq. ft. of patron) = 78 spaces (-15% reduction)

h
V

Total Parking provided = 12 spaces (includes 1 HC)
JeP

— .Parking reduction of 15% is applicable due to proximity to
Metro (39—E-3.32(b))
The site lies within a parking district and is eligible to

® S receive parking reduction (59—E-5.2)

o / Required Provided
Standard Spaces 67 12

/ ® 
\

Handicapped Spaces 1 1
loading Spaces 0 0

„ / \ Motorcycle Spaces 0 0
c - Bicycle Spaces 0 0

aN 1
Motorcycle and bicycle spaces required if total parking provided -

"s c  exceeds 50 spaces.
.No loading required since proposed gross floorarea is below -

g threshold

(D / Internal Landscape Area Required = 5% or 222 sq. ft.
i ® internal Landscape Area Provided = 8.4% or 180 sq_ ft.

5 Parking Compound = 4,440 sq. ft.

lll l'I~
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II III
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TAX MAP JN 123 & JN 343 WSSC 210 NW 02

PRELIMINARY SUBDIVISION PLAN

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE LOTS 8 
&.9,, 

WARD 
m 

& FIDLEERSUB., PLAT :#318

1 hereby certify that the boundary shown hereon is correct 
1 AS l ~j ~j DINERbased on existing deeds and plats recorded among the Land A JJ JJ  

Records of Montgomery County, Maryland, subject to change SILVER   SPRING, RIN G M D. ♦ 1 _ 9 9 8 9upon completion of a final survey. Topography from sources  1- R ,

noted hereon_ 
13TH ELECTION DISTRICT — MONTGOMERY COUNTY — MARYLAND

~` 46AA ~' "~~~ Macris Hendricks & Glascock p A 
oesi9nea Drawn

Date Macris, Hendricks & Glascock, P.A.
By: Douglass H. Riggs III
Professional Land Surveyor
Maryland Reg. No. 10712

BJD CW

Engineers • Planners • Surveyors Date Scale

Suite 120 5/28/99 -1"=20'

92 Wigh Road 
Job No. Sheet(301.) 670-0840 

Gaithersburg,h 
g, Maryland

FAX (301) 948-0693 20879, 97-385 . - 1 of 1
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MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING"COMAISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Development Review Division Transmittal

DATE MAILED: 4,14199 ~.

TO:

Site Plan Review #8-,Iq of Preliminary Plan #1-9go89

Zone:

Project:

Location:

SCHEDULE

Development Review Committee: 
99

Tentative Planning Board Agenda:

ACTION

[ ] Information
[X] Review and Comments by
[ ] Other

ENCLOSURES

Copy of: Supporting Material As Appropriate

RESPONSE

[ ] No Comment
[ ] Comments Attached/Separate Cover
[ ] Comments as follows:

For more information, contact: LA4RJ P®QSFDRb at (301)495-4595.



MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

MEMORANDUM

TO: Robert Hubbard, Director
Department of Permitting Services

FROM: Gwen Wright, Coordinator
Historic Preservation

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit

Date:4~ I ( ̀ , I t

3613-&7514,

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed the attached
application for an Historic Area Work Permit. This application was:

Approved

Approved with Conditions:

S-e- I L4_ e- - I b.J G.,-- e G~ ~GctGo.1 

Denied

and HPC Staff will review and stamp the construction drawings prior to the applicant's applying
for a building-permit with DPS; and

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDITIONAL UPON
ADHERENCE TO THE APPROVED HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT (HAWP).

Applicant. &kf

Address: 0 s- ~ & 6  , &e." 1  _ J 1 ~c~2r 0✓)-_p Iq D ' l C

and subject to the general condition that, after issuance of the Montgomery County Department

of Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant arrange for a field inspection by calling the

DPS Field Services Office at (301)217-6240 prior to commencement of work and not more than
two weeks following completion of work.
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r~~....HISTORIC •••

301/563-3400

APPLICATION. FOR:.
HISTORIC AREA, WORK. PERMIT

Contact Person:. nCr&r ,-,A j

Daytime Phone No.: Z2 r70

Tax Account No.:

Name of Property Owner: j6&Z Daytime Phone'No.:' C3O1) 4077
Address: ~J~J~t'e 6COQA mr, , sl l.1/EYL =t41E1PAAbj

street Numbers ­City staot. Zip Code

Comractotr: PRone'No.;

Contractor Registration No.:

Agerlfi~rOwner:' }~,) pL 'tLE~l/YfS'~.1+R > Daytime Phdne No.: Z6

LOCATION OF  UILDIN /PR MI E 

House Number:  FAJI!~: 

te. 

 Street 
/
HN

.

EW Sr

Town/City: Am 

 aEiJ '

~i~-= Nearest Cross Street: CQ& Z~ A, AVe

Lot: _ Block: Subdivision: _W W 4 p1PWV_ SUV,. ?LVi' *&-A

Liber: Folio: Parcel:

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

IA. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

V&struct ❑ Extend ❑ After/Renovate ❑ A/C ❑ Slab ❑ Room Addition ❑ Porch ❑ Deck ❑ Shed

❑ Move ❑ Install ❑ Wreck/Raze ❑ Solar ❑ Fireplace ❑ Woodburning Stove ❑ Single Family

❑ Revision ' ❑ Repair ❑ Revocable ❑ Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) ❑ Other:

I B. Construction cost estimate: $~ ~00.

1C. If this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 "SSC 02 ❑ Septic 03 ❑ Other:

2B. Type of water supply: 01 &' I~ySSC 02 ❑ Well 03 ❑ Other:

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet inches

3B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

❑ On party line/property line ❑ Entirely on land of owner ❑ On public right of way/easement

I hereby certify that I 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 I hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

Signa

'

ture of owner or authorized agent Date

Approved: S For C e ric reservation Commission

Disapproved: Signature: Date:

Application/PermitNo.: O DateFlled: Datelssued:~

Edit 2/4/98 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS



WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

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

.~~i!~ I ~ rlr ~il i / I r ~' ~_ • i i_i,:d(.1L ri► /.ia G-v /,~ ~~,~L~

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

"S.

'Ai .r ZP :Till f

VL"ll! .y 7fir 1
~~~r 1,/A~D.SAcu-//~A 

,r IMAY-1i ,AyaG~~,~rYS, 50AS V 1~~V%U j7~E
2. SITE PLAN %ill~~IJ~ F641ve!G .~ Iru. re>Vh s V r J % %h'C

Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat. Your site plan must include:

a. the scale, north arrow, and data;

b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and

c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment and landscaping.

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You must submit 2 conies of plans and elevations in a format no larger than 11" x 17". Plans on 6 1/2" x 11" paper are preferred.

a. Schematic construction plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of walls, window and door openings, and other
fixed features of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.

b. Elevations (facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context.
All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each
facade affected by the proposed work is required.

General description of materials and manufactured items proposed for incorporation in the work of the project. This information may be included on your
design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected portions. All labels should be placed on the
front of photographs.

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-of-way and of the adjoining properties. All labels should be placed on
the front of photographs.

6. TREE SURVEY

If you are proposing construction adjacent to or within the dripline of any tree 6" or larger in diameter (at approximately 4 feet above the ground), you
must file an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting propertylowners (not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the parcelin.question, as well as the owner(s) of Ict(s) or parcel(s) which fie directly across
the street/highway from the parcel in question. You can obtain fhis'informatiori from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street
Rockville, (301/279-1355).

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.

PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.
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MEMORANDUM

MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760 Date: c

TO: Historic Area Work Permit Applicants

FROM: Gwen Wright, Coordinator
Historic Preservation Section

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application - Approval of Application/Release of
Other Required Permits

Enclosed is a copy of your Historic Area Work Permit application, approved by the Historic
Preservation Commission at its recent meeting, and a transmittal memorandum stating conditions
(if any) of approval.

You may now apply for a county building permit from the Department of Permitting Services
(DPS) at 250 Hungerford Drive, second floor, in Rockville. Please note that although your work
has been approved by the Historic Preservation Commission, it must also be approved by DPS
before work can begin.

When you file for vour building yermit at DPS you must take with you the enclosed forms, as
well as the Historic Area Work Permit that will be mailed to you directly from DPS. These forms
are proof that the Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed your project. For further
information about filing procedures or materials for your county building permit review, please
call DPS at 301-217-6370.

If your project changes in any way from the approved plans, either before you apply for your
building permit or even after the work has begun, please contact the Historic Preservation
Commission staff at 301-563-3400.

Please also note that you must arrange for a field inspection for conformance with your approved
HAWP plans. Please inform DPS/Field Services at 301-217-6240 of your anticipated work
schedule.

Thank you very much for your patience and good luck with your project!



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: Lot 72, corner of Cameron Street Meeting Date: 4/14/99
and Ramsey Street, Silver Spring

Resource: Tastee Diner
iVaster Plan Site #36/13

Case Number: 36/13-99A

Public Notice: 3/31/99

Applicant: Gene Wilkes (Brian Dickerson, Agent)

PROPOSAL: Relocation, New construction

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

RESOURCE: Taster Diner, Master Plan Site 936/13
STYLE: Art Deco
DATE: 1946

Review: HAWP

tv
Tax Credit: Partial n~

Report Date: 4/7/99

Staff: Robin D. Ziek

RECOMMENDATIONS: Approval

The Tastee Diner is a pre-fabricated structure which was placed at the corner of Georgia
Avenue and Wayne Avenue in 1946. As Silver Spring has developed, the setting of the Diner
has changed, with the widening of Georgia Avenue and the new development potential of the
property. In the designation of the Tastee Diner in 1994, the County anticipated future
development at this site, and stipulated that the building and not the site was designated. The
Master Plan Amendment stipulates that the Diner should be relocated to another suitable site in
the Silver Spring CBD.

The County has actively been involved in providing another location for the Tastee Diner,
and came before the HPC on 2/14/96 for a Preliminary Consultation on the issues (see
attachments following Circle2O). The applicant and the County have apparently resolved other
issues relating to ownership, parking, etc., and the applicant is now before the HPC with a
request for a HAWP.

PROJECT PROPOSAL

The applicant proposes to move the remaining original portions of the Tastee Diner to the
site north of Colesville Road, at the corner of Cameron Street and Ramsey Street, as proposed at
the 2/14/96 Preliminary Consultation. This site is across the street from a large public parking
garage. There are two other restaurants on Ramsey, and town houses are currently being
constructed on the NW corner of Cameron and Ramsey.

The original sections of the Diner remaining include the front elevation, the left side
elevation, and original interiors. A concrete block addition was built on the rear and right side in
the original location, and these elevations were consequently altered.

The new restaurant would highlight the Tastee Diner as the entree piece of a larger
restaurant. The entrance would face Cameron Street so that it would be more visible to a high
volume of traffic (on Georgia Avenue and Cameron). Only the Tastee Diner would sit parallel to
Cameron, while the new flanking portions of the restaurant would be held back from the street,
and would face Cameron at an angle. The corner of Cameron and Ramsey would be used for

G~



building, adjacent to the Mi Rancho restaurant. The Tastee Diner would serve as the main
entrance and waiting area for the larger restaurant, although people could still sit at the counter
and order food.

A parapet wall for the roof for the new part of the restaurant only will curve around
the Tastee Diner, serving almost as a backdrop for the original building and helping to set it apart
from the new construction (see Circle lQ ). The original building will be refurbished and the
new addition will use a similar vocabulary of design and materials (see Circle 1 3 ). The
different sections will be distinguished by their different orientation to the street, by the use of
glass block bracketing the original Diner, and with the roof setback. The original canopy over
the door will be exposed, and a new sign will be placed at the roof level to highlight the entrance
and mask some mechanical equipment. The applicant notes (see Circle (3) that the sign
shown on the drawings is as a "place-holder" and they could either come back to the HPC with a
more fully developed sign proposal at another time or the HPC could permit staff level review
for this sign.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The proposal appears to be consistent with the designation of the Tastee Diner, which
stipulates that the original structure shall be moved to another location. Staff notes that the
square footage of the proposed new construction greatly exceeds that of the original Diner.
However, only fragments of the actual Diner remain at this point. This proposal takes the
remaining fragments and incorporates them into the new construction as the centerpiece and
icon. After that, the new restaurant has been programmed to take advantage of the new site.

STAFF RECONIMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission find this proposal consistent with the purposes of
Chapter 24A-8(b)2:

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

and with Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation tt2:

The historic character of  property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic materials
or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.

and subject to the general condition that, after issuance of the Montgomery County Department of
Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant arrange for a field inspection by calling the DPS
Field Services Office at (301) 217-6240 prior to commencement of work and not more than two
weeks following completion of work.



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: Lot 72, corner of Cameron Street Meeting Date: 4/14/99
and Ramsey Street, Silver Spring

Resource: Tastee Diner
Master Plan Site #36/13

Case Number: 36/13-99A

Public Notice: 3/31/99

Applicant: Gene Wilkes (Brian Dickerson, Agent)

PROPOSAL: Relocation, New construction

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

RESOURCE: Taster Diner, Master Plan Site #36/13
STYLE: Art Deco
DATE: 1946

Review: HAWP

Tax Credit: Partial

Report Date: 4/7/99

Staff. Robin D. Ziek .

RECOMMENDATIONS: Approval

The Tastee Diner is a pre-fabricated structure which was placed at the corner of Georgia
Avenue and Wayne Avenue in 1946. As Silver Spring has developed, the setting of the Diner
has changed, with the widening of Georgia Avenue and the new development potential of the
property. In the designation of the Tastee Diner in 1994, the County anticipated future
development at this site, and stipulated that the building and not the site was designated. The
Master Plan Amendment stipulates that the Diner should be relocated to another suitable site in
the Silver Spring CBD.

The County has actively been involved in providing another location for the Tastee Diner,
and came before the HPC on 2/14/96 for a Preliminary Consultation on the issues (see
attachments following Circle2q). The applicant and the County have apparently resolved other
issues relating to ownership, parking, etc., and the applicant is now before the HPC with a
request for a HAWP.

PROJECT PROPOSAL

The applicant proposes to move the remaining original portions of the Tastee Diner to the
site north of Colesville Road, at the corner of Cameron Street and Ramsey Street, as proposed at
the 2/14/96 Preliminary Consultation. This site is across the street from a large public parking
garage. There are two other restaurants on Ramsey, and town houses are currently being
constructed on the NW corner of Cameron and Ramsey.

The original sections of the Diner remaining include the front elevation, the left side
elevation, and original interiors. A concrete block addition was built on the rear and right side in
the original location, and these elevations were consequently altered.

The new restaurant would highlight the Tastee Diner as the entree piece of a larger
restaurant. The entrance would face Cameron Street so that it would be more visible to a high
volume of traffic (on Georgia Avenue and Cameron). Only the Tastee Diner would sit parallel to
Cameron, while the new flanking portions of the restaurant would be held back from the street,
and would face Cameron at an angle. The corner of Cameron and Ramsey would be used for



building, adjacent to the Mi Rancho restaurant. The Tastee Diner would serve as the main
entrance and waiting area for the larger restaurant, although people could still sit at the counter
and order food.

A parapet wall for the roof for the new part of the restaurant only will curve around
the Tastee Diner, serving almost as a backdrop for the original building and helping to set it apart
from the new construction (see Circle !O ). The original building will be refurbished and the
new addition will use a similar vocabulary of design and materials (see Circle 1 '3 ). The
different sections will be distinguished by their different orientation to the street, by the use of
glass block bracketing the original Diner, and with the roof setback. The original canopy over
the door will be exposed, and a new sign will be placed at the roof level to highlight the entrance
and mask some mechanical equipment. The applicant notes (see Circle (3 ) that the sign
shown on the drawings is as a "place-holder" and they could either come back to the HPC with a
more fully developed sign proposal at another time or the HPC could permit staff level review
for this sign.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The proposal appears to be consistent with the designation of the Tastee Diner, which
stipulates that the original structure shall be moved to another location. Staff notes that the
square footage of the proposed new construction greatly exceeds that of the original Diner.
However, only fragments of the actual Diner remain at this point. This proposal takes the
remaining fragments and incorporates them into the new construction as the centerpiece and
icon. After that, the new restaurant has been programmed to take advantage of the new site.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission find this proposal consistent with the purposes of
Chapter 24A-8(b)2:

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

and with Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation 42:

The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic materials
or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.

and subject to the general condition that, after issuance of the Montgomery County Department of
Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant arrange for a field inspection by calling the DPS
Field Services Office at (301) 217-6240 prior to commencement of work and not more than two
weeks following completion of work.
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" - Contact Person:._—

H 
Daytmie Phone No.: ~` V"i644 } .

Taz Account No.: 

h
Name of Property Owner: ~~ Y~[u.Y.>E~$ Daytime Phone No.: (3D (~ 

I 
7~+•' 31mge

Address: 1717LGo 649W-099 ft AVE. SI LVE'j2, a~ i
Street Number City Stast —Up Code

Contractotr: Phone No.; o

Contractor RegistratiQn No.:

Agent fo Owner: _ j7la e&i /N ~Ji": Daytime Phone No.: - 02,7 2 •

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE - r:

House Number: cr -?Z PMUL p1-~-J~m Street

Town/City: NearestCrossStreet

Lot: Block: Subdivision:

Liber: Folio: Parcel:

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

IA. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

1- anstruct ❑ Extend ❑ After/Renovate ❑ A/C ❑ Slab ❑ Room Addition ❑ Porch ❑ Deck ❑ Shed

❑ Move ❑ Install ❑ Wreck/Raze ❑ Solar ❑ Fireplace ❑ Woadburning Stove ❑ Single Family

❑ Revision ❑ Repair ❑ Revocable ❑ Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) ❑ Other:

1 B. Construction cost estimate: $ Aen1 0010.

IC. If this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 "SSC 02 ❑ Septic 03 ❑ Other:

2B. Type of water supply: 01 "SSC 02 ❑ Well 03 ❑ Other:

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet inches

3B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

❑ On party line%property line ❑ Entirely on land of owner ❑ On public right of way/easement

1 hereby certify that I 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 l hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

RAI
ignature of owner or authorized agent  t

Approved: For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission



THE tULLUWFRU ITEMS MUST BE UUMPLETED-IND THE

REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description of existing structure(s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and significance:
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b. General description of project and its effect on the. historic resource(s), the environmental setting, and, where apo!icable, the hist6ric district -

Tit CA22 L4pM e i - IWAS6 V6 CaAMMCEMEVt

2. SITE PLAN'~~~~~~(v

Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat. Your site plan must include:

a. the scale, north arrow, and date; ,. .

b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and

c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You must submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format no larger than 11" x 17". Plans on 8 1/2" x 11" paoer are preferred.

a. Schematic construction plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of walls, window and door openings, and other
fixed features of both the existing resources) and the proposed work.

b. Elevations (facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context
All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each
facade affected by the proposed work is required.

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General description of materials and manufactured items proposed for incorporation in the work of the project. This information may be included on your
design drawings.

PHOTOGRAPHS 

Oqa. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected portions. All labels should be placed onthe
front of photographs.

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the.public right-of-way and of the adjoining properties. All labels should be placed on
the front of photographs.
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Account # - 971303
Owner- Montgomery County
E08 101 Montoe Street
Rockville, MD 20850

Account # - 971663
Owner- Montgomery County
EOB 101 Monroe Street
Rockville, MD 20850

Account # - 971597
Owner- Montgomery County
EOB 101 Monroe Street
Rockville, MD 20850

Account # - 971132
Owner- Montgomery C6unty
EOB 101 Monroe Street
Rockville, MD 20850

Account # - 981847
Owner- Ottis G & G Triantis
10660 River Road
Potomac, MD 20854

Account # - 981836
Owner- Georgia Triantis
10660 River Road
Potomac, MD 20854

Account # = 967301
Owner- Louis & Leathea Ling
8906 Woodland Drive
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Account # - 956397
C&P Telephone
Bell Atlantic MO
1 E Pratt Street #8N-20
Baltimore, MD 21202-1038

1
Account # - 954637
Owner- Clifford Hayes TR ETAL ~-
105 Warren Street l
Silver Spring, MD 20904
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March 18, 1999 9:42 AM From: Fax #: Page 1 of 9,v

Schematic Design

Tastee Diner Expansion
Project Design Schedule

March 26, 1999 Final schematic revisions to plans and elevations.

Design Development
March 29, 1999 Design development begins.

April 5, 1999 DD coordination meeting.
Al-`//Wt,, I,,,*? PC t40-~ -j (-'
April 16, 1999 Design Development set completed.

Construction Documents
April 19, 1999 Construction Documents begin.

April 26, 1999 Bid package sent to perspective contractors.

May 3, 1999 CD coordination meeting.

May 6, 1999 Preliminary final budget due.

May 10, 1999 Final permit set with specifications due.

May 17, 1999 100% Construction Document set completed.

May 31, 1999 Final bid prices received and contracts signed.

Construction
June 7, 1999 Permit received.

June 14, 1999 Construction begins. :' _ o , K,
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 8516 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring

Resource: Tastee Diner (#36/13)

Case Number: N/A

Public Notice: 1/31/96

Applicant: Silver Spring Redevelopment Office
(Gary Stith)

PROPOSAL: Relocate Tastee Diner

BACKGROUND

RESOURCE: Tastee Diner
STYLE: Art Deco
DATE: 1946
SIGNIFICANCE: Master Plan Site

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Background

Meeting Date: 2/14/96

Review: PRELIMINARY
CONSULTATION

Tax Credit: N/A

Report Date: 2/7/96

Staff: Robin D. Ziek

RECOMMEND: PROCEED TO
HAWP

The applicant is the County office which is managing the redevelopment efforts for
downtown Silver Spring. The County has long proposed the relocation of the Tastee Diner as
one element of this redevelopment in order to allow the construction of a new office complex
on the this property.

The Tastee Diner was placed at the corner of Georgia Avenue and Wayne Avenue in
1946. It is currently owned by Lloyd Moore, and sits on Mr. Moore's property [the Silver
Triangle]. As part of a development proposal which has been approved by the County, Mr.
Moore has agreed to donate the Tastee Diner to the County when he breaks ground for his
office building development, and pay for the costs of moving the Diner to a new location
which must be within the Central Business District. The Master Plan Amendment, which
was adopted in March 1994, states that "it would be consistent with its historic designation for
the diner building to be relocated to another suitable site in the Silver Spring CBD, which is
central and accessible, with adequate parking and visibility. "

The County has looked at different options for the Diner, in anticipation of acquiring
it, including continued County ownership as well as future private ownership of the Tastee
Diner. If the County should continue to own the Diner, it would be moved to land which the
County already owns. In consideration of this scenario, the County has evaluated the various
available sites. This includes sites between Georgia and Fenton, south of Colesville; sites in



the vicinity of the proposed American Dream Mall, and the County parking lots [open space]
to the north of Colesville Road.

Another option would be to advertise for a private owner to take over the Diner, and
relocate it to private property within the CBD. This is stated in Mr. Stith's letter of January
31, 1996 to Gwen Marcus, in application for this Preliminary Consultation.

History

While moving a historic structure from it'sl original site is a matter of serious concern,
the Tastee Diner is, by design, a movable structure. This factory-built diner was constructed
by Jerry O'Mahoney, Inc. in Elizabeth, New Jersey in 1946. It was then transported in two
parts and assembled at its present location at the corner of Georgia and Wayne Avenues.
Today, the Tastee Diner is a rare and remarkably intact example of early post-World War II
commercial architecture. There are only a dozen diners known in the state of Maryland that
predate 1960. The origin of the diner industry can be traced to late 19th century "lunch
wagons" which moved around town stopping on demand to sell food. The prototype for the
diner building type, however, is not a wagon but the Pullman train dining-car. The Art Deco
theme of streamlining, so important in train design, is carried through on the interior as well
as the exterior of the Tastee Diner, with a strong emphasis on modern materials such as
stainless steel, bright porcelain enamel and colorful neon.

Proposal

The proposal before the HPC reflects the county's evaluation of the various empty sites
which are county property within the CBD as suitable new locations for the Tastee Diner.
The recommended site lies at the corner of Cameron and Ramsey Avenue, one block west of
Georgia Avenue. This proposed site is several blocks north of the original location, but is
within easy walking distance of the prime intersection of Georgia Avenue and Colesville Road,
where so much development has been proposed [Silver Triangle, American Dream Mall].

Unlike the original location on Georgia Avenue, which is the prominent thoroughfare in
the area, the proposed location faces secondary streets. This corner parking lot is adjacent to
Industrial Photo and Mi Rancho Mexican Restaurant, and across the street from a public
parking garage and the Shanghai Chinese restaurant. At some future date, it is hoped that an
apartment house will be built on the public surface parking lot #71 adjacent to the Shanghai
Restaurant, and across from the proposed Tastee Diner site.

In this proposal, the Tastee Diner would be oriented to Cameron Street, with parking
around the building between Industrial Photo and Mi Rancho and the Diner.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The Secretary of the Interior Standards have been taken into consideration with this
proposal. The Tastee Diner has a loyal clientele, and the moved structure would continue to
be used as originally intended - as a diner. The historic portions of the diner would be moved
while the non-historic block portion would be removed.

From the point of view of historic preservation, the primary discussion is the suitability
of this site. Is it similar to the original site in feel and orientation? Staff feels that any
discussion of this question should take into account the fact that Silver Spring has changed
since 1946, and the original location no longer has the same feel or character as it did at that
time. Georgia Avenue has been widened, new building scales have been introduced at this
intersection, and more development is currently being planned.



The proposed location is off of a main thoroughfare (Georgia Avenue, Colesville Road,
16th Street, Wayne Avenue), but within the heart of the CBD. Cameron is well traveled by
automobile traffic from cars using public parking garages and lots, and as a cut-through
between 16th street, Spring Street and Georgia Avenue. In addition, there is a lot of
pedestrian traffic as people cut through between these same streets walking to Metro, and there
is also considerable movement to this location as people walk over to the restaurants.

Mi Rancho, especially, has developed a patio for summer dining which is full during
the day and nighttimes. The scale on Ramsey is much lower than that proposed for Georgia
Avenue, and this is more consistent with the original scale of Georgia Avenue in 1946. The
two existing restaurants are both one-story structures, and would not overwhelm the Tastee
Diner.

The relocation of the Tastee Diner to this location could work well both for the
business and for the community by reinforcing the identity of this short block [Ramsey
Avenue] as a restaurant "district". Clustering of functional operations appears to be good for
business. For example, most recently we see the development of Food Courts in shopping
malls which provide a single destination for a user but multiple menu choices. Other
examples of this clustering is found in cities with "districts" such as the flower district, the
diamond district, etc. in New York.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission could approve the relocation of the Tastee
Diner to the proposed location, and that this proposal would be consistent with the purposes of
Chapter 24A-8(b)2:

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

and with Standard 10:

New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if removed

in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be
unimpaired.

O
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Redevelopment Office for relocation of the Tastee Diner,

8516 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, number 36/13, Tastee

Diner. Staff Report please?

MS. ZIEK: The Applicant is the County office

which is working with the redevelopment efforts for downtown

Silver Spring. The proposal before you is a -- is a "what

if" kind of proposal. It's not a proposal to the extent as

most of our other applications, "if you approve this, this

is what is going to happen." Let me explain a little bit

about that in a sense that this is part of the large

development of Silver Spring. The Tastee Diner is located

on a parcel that's known as the "Silver Triangle" where

there is an approved development front proposal which will

require the moving of the Tastee Diner.

That has been agreed on by the County and part of

the agreement is that the owner of the property will

literally donate the Tastee Diner which is a designated

Master Plan -- individual Master Plan site -- that the

Tastee Diner will be donated to the County when Lloyd Moore

who is the owner of that parcel breaks ground. Part of the

other -- part of the agreement is that the -- Mr. Moore will

pay for the moving costs to a site that has to be within the

Central Business District.

The approach of the County has been to minimize --

they're spending, of course, a lot of time, effort and money
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in the development of Silver Spring and in looking for a

possible site for the Tastee Diner, they have looked at

County land rather than consider buying other property. The

proposal, therefore, before you and, you know, I should say

this is a Preliminary Consultation not a HAWP obviously, is

that the County has looked at the various County property

within the Central Business District and come up with their

best proposal which is the site at the corner of Cameron and

Ramsey which would be north of Colesville Road and west of

Georgia Avenue.

And the Redevelopment Office would like to have

the HPC comment on whether -- if this scenario is pursued,

whether this is a desirable site, whether you could approve

this site as relocation site for the Tastee Diner. Just as

-- just so the HPC can understand in terms of the various

directions, at the point where the County does acquire the

Tastee Diner, there's a strong possibility that they could

offer the Diner up to a private citizen for example, either

through purchase or whatever so that ultimately the Tastee

Diner would move into private hands, it could go on private

property, but that's all an unknown.

So that the specific scenario would be a scenario

where the Tastee Diner would be moved on to existing County

property. Let me just run through the slides briefly. This

is the Tastee Diner at the corner of Georgia and Wayne.
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Very busy street. One of Staff's -- one of the points that

Staff was making in the report is that this corner has

changed a lot since the Diner was placed here in 1946, but

in any rate, this is the Diner.

The Diner would be moved there as a recent non-

historic block addition that would -- that on the Diner now

that would not be moved, only the historic portion of the

Diner would be moved. This is the proposed site. I am

standing on Ramsey looking towards Georgia Avenue. It's a

very short block west of Georgia Avenue. Industrial Photo

is right here facing Georgia Avenue and this is the parking

lot -- the public parking lot behind Industrial Photo.

This is just another view to show you that the

street Cameron has a bank also at the corner of Georgia and

Cameron, and then a very long parking garage. This is

another view of the parking garage. This is the entrance to

the parking garage right cross from Ramsey and I'm standing

on Ramsey right now. This is Ramsey Avenue. This is the Mi

Rancho, which I'm sure most everybody's eaten out one time

or another. This is the parking lot which the proposed site

for the Tastee Diner.

And this slide shows the other restaurant on

Ramsey which is called the Shanghai, it's a Chinese

restaurant. The interesting thing about this street is that

these two buildings are also one-story buildings as the
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Tastee Diner is. Clearly Silver Spring has grown up behind

and all around, the parking garage, but in the immediate

vicinity we have one single story buildings.

This is a view, let's see, from Georgia Avenue

looking back to the site. Part of what I was considering in

terms of evaluating the site was the visibility of the site

for the public. Because clearly in 1946, Georgia Avenue was

the main thoroughfare, automobiles -- not everybody had an

automobile, not everybody had two automobiles. Placing the

Tastee Diner right on Georgia Avenue, that prominent corner

of Wayne was a coup, you know, it's -- nobody would miss it.

Part of the thing with this site is that it would

be visible from Georgia Avenue especially because there's

neon used with the Tastee Diner, so it's eye catching --

there's eye catching elements, plus it would stand out in

terms of the architecture in comparison. But in any rate,

one thing I wanted to emphasize is that you're basically --

the site would be essentially a half block off of Georgia on

a road which is used as a cut-through from people driving

going to the Metro and people walking as well.

So, the area is -- still has quite a lot of

traffic on it so that there's still some prominence and

visibility. I didn't feel that it was a site that would

bury the Tastee Diner and move it out of public view.

Certainly in consideration -- in the Staff Report I included
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other -- a map showing where all the other County property

was located in the Central Business District which is Circle

5, and this is the most visible site and provides the best

site views.

This would be on Wayne, Wayne crosses over

Colesville over to the west side of Georgia Avenue. And

here I'm standing at Wayne looking east and this would be

the site of the Tastee Diner. So, with the site lines, I

feel that this site has some prominence and that the Tastee

Diner would have some visibility. I also think that

clustering three restaurant functions close together is a

good move in the sense of making this a target for

pedestrian activity, people will move to this area looking

for places to eat. That's the end of my Staff Report, if

there are any questions.

CHAIRMAN BOOTH: Any Commissioners with questions

for Staff? Susan?

MS. SODERBERG: I just wanted to be clear on one

point and that is that the Diner has to be moved? Agreement

has already been made to move it?

MS. ZIEK: That's correct.

MS. SODERBERG: Okay.

CHAIRMAN BOOTH: And is the Diner at this time

owned by the County?

MS. ZIEK: No. It is currently owned by Lloyd
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CHAIRMAN BOOTH: Anyone else with questions for

Staff? All right. Gary Stith? Good evening.

MR. STITH: Good evening. I don't intend to take

a lot of your time, but I just wanted to make one

clarification. My name is Gary Stith, I'm the redevelopment

manager for the Silver Spring Redevelopment Program. The

County I don't think would want to continue to own and

operate a Diner. I know they wouldn't operate it, but I

doubt that the County would want to own the Diner. So, it

would probably be a part of a process that we would offer up

the Diner to the private sector to rebuild and develop in

some ways a restaurant because that's -- I think everyone's

intent is that it continue to operate as a restaurant and

the County doesn't do -- doesn't operate 'restaurants.

what we were wanting to do though is show that

there were County owned sites that could be made available

for such a relocation in the event that there were no

private properties available. So if some operator of a

restaurant wanted to take advantage of the availability of

this building or if the current operator, for example,

wanted to, we could make this site available, but it would

not necessarily be the only appropriate location --

relocation for the Diner.

But we wanted to make.sure that we could
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demonstrate that there was an adequate site and appropriate

site so that it could be relocated if it were necessary to

do it in a fairly short order in order to accommodate Lloyd

Moore's project to move forward. I know he doesn't have

anything specific to go on that site at this point and has

indicated that the Diner can stay where it is until he does

have an actual tenant that would require him to build a new

building as a part of his project.

So, I just want to make it real clear that the

County will be owning -- continuing to own the Diner over a

long term that facilitate it to be relocated and owned and

operated by someone else in the private sector.

MR. TRUMBLE: Why are we proceeding with a HAWP

then if we don't know that we need to move it and we don't

know where we would move it anyway?

MS. ZIEK: This is a Preliminary Consultation.

MR. TRUMBLE: Okay.

MR. STITH: We had to submit as a part -- in order

for Lloyd Moore's final plan approval to go forward, the

County was required to submit a mandatory referral to

demonstrate that there was a potential relocation site that

would be appropriate for the Diner, so that's what we've

done.

MS. MARCUS: That was built into the approval of

the office complex on Lloyd Moore's property because we

V
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wanted to assure that that project couldn't go forward

without the ultimate fate of the Tastee Diner being

discussed and at least some option for where it could be

moved being located even if it isn't a final decision.

Because of our fear was that project would move forward and

then everyone would say "Oh, by the way, we have to find a

place for the Diner," and rush around and not pick a good

location.

MR. TRUMBLE: The one in Bethesda is not protected

is it?

MS. MARCUS: That's correct.

MS. SODERBERG: What are we suppose to do here.

We're only being offered one site.

MS. MARCUS: Right. This is a Preliminary

Consultation and all you're being asked to do is provide

informal feedback to the County Redevelopment Office as to

whether you think this site would be an acceptable location.

MS. SODERBERG: Well, I'm having a difficult time

doing that without any comparisons to any other sites that

might be available.

MR. STITH: We looked at several other County

sites. Some of them didn't have as good a access or

visibility as this location. Some of them were smaller and

there were some site constraints for being able to locate

the Diner on those other properties. And so --
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-- we felt that this site worked the

MS. MARCUS: Conceivably the range of possible

sites where this Diner could be moved within the Central

Business District is unlimited in the sense that if the

County offers it to a private developer, it could end up

potentially anywhere in the Central Business District. It

could take the place of the gas station that's on the corner

of Colesville and Georgia, it could go anywhere. But, we

have to at least make sure that it can go somewhere that's

acceptable and that's what the County is trying to layout.

CHAIRMAN BOOTH: Yeah. I think it's just a -- is

this an acceptable site if and when it ever gets moved, I

think it's a real general question but -- from myself, I

think it would be a fine site. Actually I use that parking

lot all the time. It's half a block from the courthouse.

If I got to be in a long time, I use the parking deck

because it takes longer, but if I only are going to be in

court for one or two hours, I park right there.

It'd be nice to have the Diner there. I'd

actually probably use it if it was there as opposed to its

current location because I park across the street and I

would be walking back and I'd get breakfast there.

MR. STITH: And it's a good place to eat. I mean
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on a regular --

CHAIRMAN BOOTH: And it's -- it's also -- I like

the idea that there's at least a couple of buildings around

it that are the same size. They wouldn't dwarf it -- same

height. And since the parking deck is up -- the parking

isn't really that essential right there. That parking lot

has pretty much become superfluous because I know the

parking deck is never full. So, I mean as someone who's

there at least once a week, I think it would be fine.

MR. CLEMMER: If the -- the County is, of course,

not in the restaurant business, I was glad you addressed

that point because I think we don't need to be in the

restaurant business. But I'm curious about the ownership of

the land that this might be put on. I assume that the land

would be sold, privatized and returned to -- property that

we can collect taxes on. Make the government itsy-bitsy

piece of smaller --

MR. STITH: It would be a very tiny piece of land

compared to what the County owns. It's owned by the parking

lot district and the parking district would have to declare

it a surplus property and demonstrate to the bond holders

for all the parking facilities that the loss of those spaces

would not affect their ability to continue to have adequate

revenues to cover the bonds, but they don't feel that that's

a problem. I mean, the few spaces that we'd lose
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considering the thousands of spaces that are available in

Silver Spring CBD just wouldn't have any impact on them.

MR. CLEMMER: All right.

MR. KOUSOULAS: Yeah. I think this site is a very

good one and, you know, Staff I think said it very well.

The only change that I would make though, I know at this

point this isn't even a real design to talk about, but I

would twist the Diner. Maybe let's just talk about this

scheme, I would twist it to face Ramsey because RamseyIs the

neat, Cameron is, you know, it's just -- industrial photos

of blank building, there's the garage. I would twist it and

turn Ramsey into a neat street.

CHAIRMAN BOOTH: Paula?

MS. BIENENFELD: I have no problem with that site.

MS. SODERBERG: I think -- think it's just fine.

CHAIRMAN BOOTH: Tom?

MR. TRUMBLE: Well, I think the only thing I like

about it is the fact that someone else is going to pay to

move it which may serve as a precedent for the Armory. What

I don't like about moving it is what I don't like about the

Armory and that's moving it. I mean, I'm -- I'm not

convinced that cultures that simply rearrange it's icons to

meet the whims of the current developer, our cultural is

worth talking about. But given that, I suppose it's just as

good a site as any.
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THE AMENDMENT

The purpose of this amendment is to designate two individual
sites - the Silver Theatre and Shopping Center complex being one
and the Tastee Diner being the other - on the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation, thereby extending to them the protection
of the County's Historic Preservation Ordinance, Chapter 24A of
the Montgomery County Code.

Introduction and Historical Context

Silver Spring -came into its own as a community in the first
half of the 20th century. Before World War I, Silver Spring was a
small, rural community which centered on the B&O Railroad
station. With the end of the war and influx of returning
veterans, there was an increased demand for housing and a
significant expansion from the District of Columbia into
Montgomery County. Many new residential communities were created
in the 1920s and early 1930s by Montgomery County developers,
such as Charles W. Hopkins of the Woodside Development
Corporation and E. Brooke Lee.

One of the major forces contributing to this expansion of
the suburbs was the increasing importance of the car. Automobile
commuting provided for greater mobility and, during the 1920s and
1930s, became a dominant feature in people's day-to-day lives.

As the residential development of Silver Spring increased,
the demand for new commercial enterprises grew accordingly.
Throughout the 1920s, a number of substantial new commercial
buildings were constructed - primarily along Georgia Avenue. By
the 1930s, over 60 stores had opened in Silver Spring and formed
an almost continuous ribbon of development from the railroad
tracks north to Wayne Avenue.

In the years just before World War II, the Washington area
experienced another tremendous surge of expansion. The New Deal
programs of the Roosevelt administration brought thousands of
news workers to the area. The surrounding suburbs continued to
absorb these new residents - Montgomery County's population grew
from 49,206 in 1930 to 83,912 in 1940.

With so many new residents, the demand for more commercial
development also increased. Silver Spring was a natural location
to capitalize on this commercial potential and-the southeast
corner of Georgia and Colesville became the site of one of the
most comprehensive and innovative retail developments in the
region - the Silver Theatre and Shopping Center.

The Silver Theatre and Shopping Center complex is
significant to the history of Montgomery County for several
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reasons. Architecturally, it reflects a fine example of
streamlined Moderne styling with Art Deco detailing, designed by
noted theater architect, John Eberson. Perhaps even more
importantly, its design provides a rare example of an early
planned neighborhood shopping center with parking integrated into
the complex. Finally, the Silver Theatre and Shopping Center,
which opened in 1938, was built at a time when Montgomery County
was experiencing unprecedented growth. The complex was built in
response to this development trend and vividly symbolizes the
forces which changed and shaped 20th century Montgomery County.

The complex was planned to include all the retail uses
required by residents of the surrounding neighborhoods, and to
accommodate 50,000 patrons. The Silver Theatre had a seating
capacity of 1,100. Significantly, the complex was one of the
first in the region to recognize the importance of and to design
for the automobile: parking areas were provided at both the front
of the complex and at the rear with a connecting underpass for
both cars and pedestrians. Many of the stores had double
entrances and could be entered from the front or the rear parking
areas. The gas station which originally stood at the corner of
Georgia and Colesville was a practical necessity and a symbolic
tribute to the importance of the automobile.

Additionally, the complex rejected earlier and more
traditional commercial designs in favor of a thoroughly modern
style - streamlined Moderne with Art Deco detailing. Early 20th
century streamlining was symbolic of the dynamic industrial and
technological advances of the period, and was characterized by
sleek mechanical curves and allusions to machines, such as trains
and ships. The Silver Theatre, in particular, makes reference to
nautical design themes.

The Silver Spring Tastee Diner is also an important example
of this Moderne machine-expressive style. Transported to and
assembled on its current site in 1946, the structure is a classic
example of vernacular commercial architecture based on the form
and styling of sleek, modern railroad cars.

The opening of the Silver Theatre and Shopping Center began
a building boom that revolutionized the character of Silver
Spring. After World war II, a flurry of commercial construction -
much of which was also in the streamlined Moderne style - took
place on Georgia Avenue and Colesville Road. These new buildings
formed Montgomery County's first real "downtown" area.

In 1949, a reporter for the Washington Times-Herald summed
up the tremendous changes in community - of which the Silver
Theatre and Shopping Center was the commercial start: "...ten
years ago, there was only 6,000 people to shop in Silver Spring,
and District merchants called it a 'country town'. This year
there are 60,000 and ... nearly seven times that number to drive to
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Silver Spring to buy ... Within this wonderful decade, Silver
Spring has become the largest business community in Maryland,
excepting only Baltimore."

In April, 1992, the Montgomery County Council adopted
Resolution No. 12-634. It found that the subject area is blighted
as defined in the Urban Renewal Law in Section 56-9 with the
impacts described in Section 56-8. The County Council:,

o found that the rehabilitation and redevelopment of the area
is necessary, in the interest of the public health, safety,
morals, and welfare of the residents of the County; and,

o authorized the County Executive to undertake preparation of
all necessary plans, drawings, designs, and to employ
necessary engineers, architects, consultants, and other
personnel in order to properly prepare detailed plans and
data for the Silver Spring Redevelopment Project.'

In August, 1992, the County Council adopted the Silver
Spring Retail Redevelopment Urban Renewal Project Plan, whose
goal statement follows:

The goal of the Silver Spring Retail Redevelopment Project
is to reverse the decline in productivity of properties
located in the Silver Spring Urban Renewal Area through a
process of redevelopment that results in a major, new retail
mall east of Georgia Avenue and new office development west
of Georgia Avenue, bolstering the economic vitality of
surrounding properties.2

The Urban Renewal Plan adopted a specific objective relating
to historic preservation as follows:

To balance the public interest in protecting individual
historic resources that exist in the area with the
redevelopment purposes of the Urban Renewal Plan and to
recognize preservation of historic resources as an integral
and positive part of the redevelopment goals.3

1 Silver Spring Retail Redevelopment Urban Renewal Project
Plan, Montgomery County, Maryland; Montgomery County Council
Resolution #12-801, August 4, 1992; page 1.

2 Silver Spring Retail Redevelopment Urban Renewal Project
Plan, Montgomery County, Maryland; Montgomery County Council,
Resolution #12-801, August 4, 1992, page 10.

3 Silver Spring Retail Redevelopment Urban Renewal Project
Plan, Montgomery County, Maryland; Montgomery County Council
Resolution #12-801, August 4, 1992, page 10.
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would obscure the Silver Theatre. However, a limited amount
of development may be allowed over the south wing.

o Although the parking areas at the front and rear of the
shopping center section are significant elements in the
history of the complex, it would be appropriate to allow
changes to them. Specifically, redevelopment/new
construction will be allowed on the rear lot and in the rear
portion of the existing shopping center, and the front
area - which should be retained as open space - could be
reused as a public plaza with landscaping, outdoor cafes, a
bus shelter, and perhaps, handicapped and/or valet access. A
public open space at this important location, the
intersection of Georgia Avenue and Colesville Road, would
greatly enhance the visual image of Silver Spring. This
proposed public plaza would also provide an attractive and
prominent entrance for the retail stores.

o The complex was designed by noted theater architect, John
Eberson. Eberson rose to international prominence in the
1920s for his atmospheric theaters. In the 1930s, reflecting
national changes in business, taste, and economics, Eberson
began to design in modern Art Deco and Moderne styles.

o This resource has been formally determined to be eligible,
for the National Register of Historic Places and is on the
Maryland Register of Historic Properties.

o The environmental setting for the Silver Theatre and
Shopping Center is the parcel on which it is located (Plat
9140, A Portion). In any case, the Historic Preservation
Commission may recommend a reduction in the environmental
setting as long as the goal of preserving the historic
context of the Silver Theatre and Shopping Center is
maintained.

Atlas # site Location

36/13 Tastes Diner SS16 Georgia Avenue

o The Tastee Diner was transported to and assembled on its
current site in 1946, and is a very good example of an early
20th century diner.

o The diner building (excluding the concrete block appendage,
which was added later) features an exterior surface of
porcelain enamel with wraparound bands of trim on the front
section, and stainless steel detailing.

o Diners are a classic vernacular commercial building form,
and are representative of the types of "roadside"
architecture which sprang up in the United States in the



a

1930s and 1940s, as a direct result of the increasingly
mobile, car-oriented society of the period.

o The diner building itself is an established visual feature
,which merits preservation even though the concrete block
appendage attached to it is of no visual or historic
significance. The concrete block appendage is not included
in the designation.

o The diner is located on a portion of the property intended
for redevelopment as part of the Silver Spring Urban Renewal
project. Since the diner building is a transportable,
roadside structure by design and intent, it would be
consistent with its historic designation for the diner
building to be relocated to another suitable site in the
Silver Spring CBD, which is central and accessible, with
adequate parking and visibility.
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