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) NEIGHBORHODD DESIGH & ZONING
‘ 148 MARYLAND MATICNAL CAPTAL
PARK AND FLANNING CORMMISTION

WY
JUL 1 5199

- LAP NEETING

JUNE 12, 19%4
* GILVER SPRING, 14D

Present: Schwlman, Basle, Stuart; phoned comments: Gurney, Morris

MEYERS - . .

The iptent of the applicant is to change a deteriorating
apaxtment House into a eingle family dwelling and also to add one
story on the rear. There was general agreement that most of the
contenplatéed changes wauld improve the property. However, some
reviewers thought certain aspeots of design and use of materials
were ina pggpriatc and that dascription of some of the plans vere
inadequate. : '

Bpeciéic aomments were!

Shulman: Wa do not know whether the current twe front doors waere
original. «Information on the original structure may be available
in pictures or frem tha previous owner, Jessis Walsh. The
applioant,fzfter consultation with Nancy witherell has agreed to
delete the!ornate door that appears on his plans, put a transom
over the exigting left side door, and change the right side door to
a window. ;| A fFlooxr plan would be helpful in understanding the
eignifiocanca of these changes. A drawing of these propesals should
be required.

@he tower on the back does not appear to be compatible
with the farm-houss nature of the original structure. The

applicant felt a simple bay may ba acceptable. Proposed changes
should be reviewed.

The plan tu use matching asbestos shingles on the new
addition is inappropriate. The new sestion does not have to look
like the modified origipal. The applicant’s long range plan is to
remova the jasbestos shingles. New siding could match that under
the shingles anticipating future zrestoration.

!
The back porch and entrance 1looks like a front facade
' which apparently was the intention. Although atypical of the era

of the original housa, the poroh would be visible only from the
rear.

Prcposals for the driveway and parking spaces are
appropriate. If the play area is converted to lawn and trees
equivalent open space and greenery will be preserved.

1 ;

Etuart; Rpstoration to a smingle fanily structure is a great
improvement: and positive historic preservation. There are
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p:ccedentuifor the tower structure in a number of historie resource
bouss in Kénsington. _ .

Basle: The proposed changes appear to be excellent improvements
to the heyse, most of which are in the back =0 that historiec
appearancefis preserved.

Gurney: A 6 foot privacy fence appears to run the entire length

of the driﬁevay on the north side and back of the property. This

’;5 would not be in Xeeping with a Town ordinance limiting fence height
to 4 feet.

The roof lina of the second floor addition on the rear
should be lowaered to differentiate the addition from the original
=3 house. Since therae is no third floer, a four-foot lowering of the
raof may be appropriate,

The tower and porch-style on the rear are net consistent
> with the simplicity of the farm-style house.

thc £loor plan and photographs of the original house that
may be available would help evaluate changes to the front.

It is not clear that existing windowe would be matched in

—_— the addition and changes.

Morris: There appears to be excessive detailing in the addition
for the style of the original house. '

Architectural plans are inadequate for interpreting some
of the intended major changes. poors on the rear are not described
in detail; the bay window on the first floor rear does not appear -~
in the N. e*evation: windows on the N, rear second floor described
as watching existing windows do not appear to match in the drawing;
a wooden chimney is shown but stueco promised; and £iding to match
existing aspestos 18 not allowable.

To summarizae: The plan essentially is to upgrade a poorly
maintained japartment house although generally commendable for
improving *he Bite the plan neverthesless is lacking in some
essential detail, Applications of the submitted type are more in
keepin? with those presented at preliminary consultations rather
than final requests for a work permit.

———"

The Strachan proposal appears to fall under ADA criteria.

A guestion was raised as to whether the slope of the ramp was

consistent with revommended 1 per 12 or 8.3 %.
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other discusgions at the meeting concerned the rash of
infractionp of historic preservation regulations that have occurred
in FKRenaington. In addition to those already brought ¢to tha
attention $f the HPC, the Mayers, who submit a new application for
an house on Fawoett Street have, without HPC review or HAW permit,
changed wijdows on the third floor of their house on Armory Ava.
The windowg they substituted are one over one instead of 6 over 1
and have bulky, inappropriate trim, domparad to the delicate
original. |Mr. Meyers said he did this essentially because of cost
considerations and the need te cover adjacent deteriorating areas.

The fact that an arohitect who practices in Kensington and has
appeared kefore the HPC ecan misinterpret HPC regulations so
glaringly indicates the need for a concerted effort by the HPC and
LAP to infprm and educate owners of historic properties.

Guidelines detailing pernissible changes to historic structure
should be jent to all owners. This may help dispel a feeling that
HPC decisidn are arbitrary and capricious and subject to change on
the basis Of emotional arguments. '

ad
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10407 Fawcett Street
Kensington, MD 20895
July 12, 1994

Historic Preservation Commission
51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001
Rockville, MD 20850

To the Commissioners:

My wife, Mary, and I live at 10407 Fawcett Street in the Kensington Historic District.

We are proponents of historic preservation. Indeed, the special nature of the Historic
District was a big attraction when we purchased our home last year.

That is why I am writing to express our strong support for the Historic Area Work
Permit filed by George and Janine Myers for alterations at 10409 Fawcett Street (HPC Case No.
31/6-94H).

As you may be aware, a prior owner allowed the property in question to degenerate over
many years. It has not been maintained properly. The prior owner made unsightly physical
alterations that did not appear in keeping with the historic nature of the property. Its exterior
appearance has become so shabby that it is the eyesore of the entire Historic District.

As the closest neighbors to this property, we are delighted at the prospect of the
alterations proposed by Mr. and Mrs. Myers. We have reviewed their proposed plans.
Although we are not architectural historians, we believe that the proposed changes will not only
dramatically improve the property, but will restore it to a state more in keeping with other
properties in the Historic District.

In addition, I have spoken to many of our neighbors in the Historic District. I believe
it is fair to say that we all agree that the proposed changes would enhance the historic values of
the neighborhood.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. Please feel free to call me at (301) 942-3513
if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

y

Frank O’Donnell



THE MARYI.AND-NA‘I'I?NAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
, 8787 GEORGIA AVENUE
3 SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND 20907
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Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001, Rockville, Maryland 20850
- 217-3625

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

TAX ACCOUNT #
NAME OF PROPERTY owNER TECRGE & JAWE WG ES TELEPHONEND._ 2\ 442 AL 2

(Contract/Purchaser) (Include Area Code)
ADDRESS loteqy P‘}uu((ﬁ" =>4, CWew S A wig BLEYT
cIry * E i 7 STATE 2P
CONTRACTOR __ 1% ‘.‘«?Az. CELEL D TELEPHONE NO.
CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER .
PLANS PREPARED BY ___(lee-n¢ T Yasier * TELEPHONENO. __gr } Adz 16 ¢ Tur
{Include Area Code)

REGISTRATION NUMBER D3%5E%

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

, ney . -
House Nurmber _ 1 & q{‘ { Street Fﬂ “U(—&ﬁ +
Cewsn s
Town/City :,,(\n RN NI ) Election District
R N N ] ’
Nearest Cross Street H puic A Ae
Lot Block . Subdivision
Liber Folio Parcel
1A, TYPE OF PERMIT ACTIOMmrELgme) Circlg One: A/C Slab Room Addmon
Construct C_E"EE."___(W\_"_‘! Y AlterT}{e\n@ Repair PAEEE\"‘ Deck  Fireplace  Shed Solar Woodburmng Stove
Wreck/Raze Move Install Revocabe Revision Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) Other
) -t S
1B. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ {70 CL(* - - ' _
1C. IFTHIS IS A REVISION OF APREVIIQUSLY-APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT # I
1D. INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY i \V‘:" e ; T -
1E.  ISTHISPROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? 7. Ceng oy b = YT PN BT WY
PART TWQ: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS
2A. TYPEOF SEWAGE DISPOSAL - - A .. 2B, TYEEHO,F W‘Aﬁﬂ SUPPLY
01 (A"WSSC 02 () Septic e 01 (W WssC 02 () Wel
03 { ) Other 03 ( } Other
PART THREE: COMPLETE GNLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL
J4A. 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).

I 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 | herehy acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

(/ .L < VM ' | r;;cfw’;’-?--"’i\{-

Signature of owner or authonzed agent (a';m must have signature notarized on back)

Date
‘**“’*.*****Q*****“l’l"*‘**/’*‘*"**“***»'**’*"*I’*’**'*'*.'*l"."‘"'*.."’**“**‘****ﬁ*'*’***
~f
APPROVED LW For Chairperspn, H;% j
DISAPPROVED Slgnatuﬂ Ls i ey
C 7 -
APPLICATION/PERMIT NO: /C/’Ué &“ﬂ(&ay FILING FEE:$
DATE FILED: _ PERMIT FEE: $
DATE ISSUED: ;" BALANCE $
OWNERSHIP CODE: , RECEIPT NO: FEE WAIVED:

. SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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THE| MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
- 8787 Georgia Avenue ¢ Silver Spring. Maryland 20910-3780

.
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MEMORANDUM
TO: . Robert Hubbard, Chief
Division of Development Services and Regulation
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP)
FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Design, Zoning, and Preservation Division
M-NCPPC.

SUBJECT: Hiétoric Area Work Permit

The Montgomery Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed the
attached application for a Historic Area Work Permit. The appli-
cation was:

Approved ) Denied

Approved with Conditions:

N W oo i \&M &m&z

2\ Ohoy O ielms ol dadin dn &w@b bjgm\m&

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

Applicant: _(, ?SDYQ\L@ \_\SZW\\\& \J\M'&NZ(
Address: \BA\QC\ ?QML@& SM \WMKU,—\

***THE APPLICANT MUST ARRANGE FOR A FIELD INSQ&TION BY CALLING
DEP/FIELD SERVICES (217-6240) FIVE DAYS PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF
WORK AND WITHIN TWO WEEKS FOLLOWING COMPLETION OF WORK.




HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 10409 Fawcett Street Meeting Date: 7/13/94

Resource: Takoma Park Historic District Review:HAWP/Alteration

Case Number: 31/6-94H o Tax éredit: No

Public Notice: 6/29/94 Report Date: 7/6/94

Applicant: George & Janine Myers staff: Nancy Witherell

PROPOSAL: Alterations/addition RECOMMEND: Approve with
conditions

The applicant proposes alterations to a primary resource in the
historic district. The building has three apartment units and
two front doors. It is surrounded largely by compatible but non-
historic houses and by brick apartment buildings.

The proposal is to add both a second story addition and a first
story porch to the existing one-story section at the rear of the
house. The second story continues the line and height of the
rear gable. A turret and a second story side bay are also pro-
posed. In addition, a new location for the front door is pro-
posed, and both existing front door openings would be closed.

The new addition would be clad with asbestos shingles to match
those on the house. Asphalt roof shingles would be used. A new
chimney at the rear would have a stuccoed finish to match the
existing chimney (it's shown as framed on the plans).

The yard would be landscaped, low picket fencing would be in-—
stalled at the front (in place of the brick wall, which would be
removed) and a privacy fence would be installed at the side and
rear. The asphalt driveway would be continued toward the rear of
the lot, with a paved basketball court and two parking spaces
created in the back yard.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The staff finds the overall proposal compatible with the area and
with the streetscape character. The rear addition would be built
above the existing one-story addition and the only additional
coverage created would be for the rear porch. The rear elevation
projects less into the rear yard than adjacent and neighboring
single family homes on the street. The massing of the addition
is compatible, although the staff suggests that the turret is an
incongruous element for a house of this time period and style.



Further, the proposed porch is very formal for a rear porch and

is seen in houses of the Colonial Revival style only at the
front.

The front doors should be retained if possible and at least one

of them should be used as the entrance to the house. 1In a dis-

cussion with the applicant, it seems possible that the left door
could be used as the house's entrance. This would be preferable
to creating an entirely new entrance. The panelled door should

be either maintained or replicated. The applicant would like to
build a transom above the door opening.

The other door, on the right of the front facade, is the main
entrance and has a transom. The applicant does not want to use
this door as the front door and would like to eliminate it en-
tirely. The staff suggests that the door either be maintained as
a non-functioning door or that the sill be raised to create a
window opening. :

The removal of the (non-historic) brick wall is of definite
benefit, as it will increase the visibility of the front facade.
The 3' picket fence is compatible, as adjacent houses have fences
of varying styles.

The extension of the driveway and the creation of a basketball
hoop and two parking spaces dramatically increases the paved area
of the yard. At present, there is a gravelled area behind the
house for tenant parking and the yard is open and poorly main-
tained. The proposed parking pads would be surrounded by land-
scaped beds that would mitigate to some extent the view from the
adjacent property to the south. This is the staff's greatest
concern, for otherwise the rear yard is surrounded on the north
(left) side and rear by the high masonry walls of apartments and
commercial buildings. The applicant has two dilemmas with the
existing conditions: he cannot use the existing driveway for
parking because of its narrow (10 foot) width, and his house is
on the edge of the commercial area of Kensington and street
parking is difficult at times.

STAFF RECOMMENDATTION

The staff believes the project is compatible with the historic
character of the Kensington Historic District, provided the two
existing door openings on the front are retained either as doors
or as a door and a window. As noted, the applicant has stated
that he could use the left front door as the entrance. The staff
would also suggest (but not make it a condition of approval) that
the turret element be reconfigured as a bay or some other ele-
ment. As noted, the chimney will be stucco. The two original
2/2 windows at the north elevation will be reused on the south
elevation. The windows are in very good condition and should be
reused/repaired throughout.

The staff recommends that the Commission find the proposal con-
sistent with the purposes of Chapter 24a, particularly 24A-8(b)1:



The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior
features of an historic site, or historic resource within an
historic district;

and with Standard #2:

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 provided the applicant arrange for a field inspection by
calling DEP/Field Services five days prior to commencement of
work and within two weeks following completion of work.
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“Mon Historic Preservation Commission

Coun ] 51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001, Rockville, Maryland 20850
t |- 217-3625

APPI.ICATIDN FOR-. e
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT -

TAX ACCOUNT # oz o= oo = e e e
NAME OF. PROPERTY OWNER. é‘ﬂwt AA”‘U‘ W\‘\“S TewepHoneNo.__ 20\ Q47 AL

{C Purchaser) (tnclude Area Code}
ADDRESS ___1o%e9 Ee_twcd" 3‘!" \cusmq&.\.’ wy . 2085 _
B STATE
CONTRACTOR "2 BE_SELETPD TELEPHONE NO..
o 77 7 CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER . . —
PLANS PHEPARED sv Grua\c'r 'M«.,r.r TELEPHONE NO. _fml ‘l 42 °l°¢t’1/
ToTmemrT - - ]Includekmcnde) T
REGISTRATION NUMBER 8
LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE _ e
House Numb ‘DL\'OJ‘ Streel ' Faxuuﬂ' ,S‘d” '
. R RPN A A '!:"‘.'.’":A RO L
Town/City _ Ke“h‘\“\'\w Ehmmn District . '
Nearest Cross Street - w\"’DwNA J'\"' i : . L _ .
Liber. Folio Parcel
1A, TYPE OF PERMIT A ON: (clrda Cirde One: A/C” “Slab » (Room de_ition D
Construct Ex nd/Add Alter/ﬁunovm “Repair - - (Eorch ) ‘Deck ' Fireplace Shed  Solar w?odhuming Stove
" Wreck/Raze Move Instali Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (complete _Sd‘ctinn 4)'; ojha'r . ST
8. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ 9o,00.7 = e

1C.IFTHISIS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT # IS ©
1D.  INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC-UTILITY COMPAYY e
1E.  ISTHIS PROPEATY A HISTORICAL SITE? __L\‘_'LF&\M Bk D dnd

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTENDIADDITIONS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 28. TYPESPW(T'ER SUPPLY
01 (~ WSSC 02 () Septic 01 | WSSC 02 ( ) wetl
03 ()} Othef .. . 03 () Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

4A, HEIGHT teet _ inches

4B, Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locstions:
1. On party line/Property line
2. Entirely on land of owner

3. On public right of way/ 1 {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.

f)ALZTQL, _ o2ead

Signature of owner of autho ue@t must have signature notarized on back) Date

PRBRRNEBIRBB BN E RO NRN

AL AARAA RS A AL AR Al R R R R X R R R N O N R R PN e

APPROVED For Chairpersan, Historic Preservation Commission

DISAPPROVED Date
APPLICATION/PERMIT NO: jaé WOW FILING FEE:$

DATE FILED: PERMIT FEE: §

DATE ISSUED: BALANCES

OWNERSHIP CODE: RECEIPT NO: FEE WAIVED:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS @




SUPPLEMENTAL APPLICATION FOR HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT
REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

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

E;(\s-hnq Stroctre s (,ur‘f‘(-c\’e“\ dwdd o B "'PO”M
'\L \om\pd’ 15 Conpert e q su»qh OGWLQr] Ju-ue“tk-l
w\ma@ Wi wll be P 6dd a wrm o1y of e
M‘.\-};u.q \:};q add hat Ay e fCaf‘, ba‘h«'ﬂr JQ% a“c‘
o \wglpovt aypeacaue ot et Ladde of e Lau.\.e

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

“ee Aqu .




2. Statement of Proj; Intent: '

Short, written statement that describes:

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

A wite, e, é)_ﬁi‘\{ Ao e amudi

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

Zden)s oy gable  gud wieckehe s Lo g\“'d\ of

lowt 207 o7 W'\S;Wq et Por;n\,

c. the way in which the proposed work conforms to the specific
requirements of the Ordinance (Chapter 24A):

Acdhtade s CMQQ'\' Ll —+ aun \wvaucw.aj 1
Tve SYrvoeore o

3. Project Plan:

Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale (staff will adv1se on
area required). Plan to include: :

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

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

d. 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

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

4. Tree Survex If applicable, tree sui-vey indicating ]ocatwn, cahpef
and species of all trees within project area which are 6" in caliper or
Iarger (including those to be removed).

s

)



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" = 1’0", or 1/4" =
1’0", clearly indicating proposed work. in relation to existing
construction and, when appropriate, context. A1l materials and fixtures
proposed for exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An
existing and a proposed elevatio awing 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 labeled color photographic prints of
each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected

portions. A11 1abels should be placed on the front of photographs.

Photos of Context: Clearly labeled co]or. 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 Frark 4 MAg o' pDoromELL

Address \o01 FAwcew ST

City/Zip _ \CeN wltor, WD, 2eLS

Name rDaMlo( T. D&b\qvc (\om\g_ﬁwc_d\ §+.>
Address 5100 £ Svmner Deuve
City/Zip Betnesda W




3@; S Dol (leste Faug'

3. Name
AddresS 2'60\ EQ)+ NNA [*L\ S‘!’
City/Zip \)\e\ma (VA jm:q 222\%¢
4. Name ‘(Lvmc\\« S\\MPS‘N (\0“\\0 Faw cett 9&) A
Address 5120 Fosgwore Deive C\b%(g F«wwﬁ)

City/Zip Petuesda WMI . 20819
s mme  _Sheden 6. Gawger  (1otod-lotio

Address RR 3 BoY 247 \Mmbauw'vl)ﬂf(>
N City/zip __Pelles fa. 1812
6. Name FARST HATorAL BAnE of WD,

Address __ VoS M«MMMM
City/Zip CQV\S‘M;"M VM 2681(

7. Name
Address _
City/Zip
8. Name
Address
- City/Zip
1757E
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