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by TrcsCll Weinsteill 
',. 

1 "lIerc's thc United Nations," 
~ ~ays Ute Stebich with a smile, 

:(: swinging open the door to the 
Tribal :md Folk Arts room of her 
gallery in Lenox, Mass. And the 
grand tour of the globe begins. 

On the left, Neolithic Chinese 
pots from 3000 B.C. On the right, 
a carved Mexican desk. Under
foot, carpets from Namibia. On 
the wall, a primitive painting 
from the Bahamas. Shelves of 
jewel-toned Indian textiles. A 
drum and a ceremonial banner 
from Haiti, A papier-mache 
sculpture made by the grandson 
of the artist who made sculp
tures for Diego Rivera. Wooden 
boomerangs from Australia, 
used as scvthes to clear bush A 
piece of a ~edding cart from' 
Sicily. A TIbetan sling for throw
ing rocks. Art from Guatemala 
and Nepal, from the Anasazi 
and the Pennsylvania Dutch. 

"I can't tell you there's any art 
I don't like," Stebich says. "Art is 
a product of people, what they 
think, what they believe. How 
could I not be interested in that?" 

Downstairs, the main part of 
the gallery is also a showcase for 
Stebich's myriad interests. Here 
contrast is celebrated: the organ
ic shapes of tiny baskets and 
vast asymmetrical pots, the stark 
lines of a minimalist metal table, 
touchable balls of wax and milk
weed, the purity and depth of 
glass. Gordon Chandler's recy
cled art IS constructed from 
industrial materials; "May tag 
Stag" is a deer's head made from 
washing machine parts. Amherst 
artist Cynthia Consentino makes 
subtle statements with her 
cerainic figures -- an apron 
painted with strings and scis
sors, a shapely jacket patterned 
like a brain. 

Janusz Walentynowicz's glass 
figures, luminous in light, perch 
animatedly atop pedestals. 
Curving sweeps of red earth and 
white sand fill the frames of Jan 
Henle's "film draWings," whiCh 
capture his evanescent site-spe
cific works. Cynthia Atwood's 
"Herd" of giraffes with pink 
vinyl heads shares space with 
Susan Hendrix's mixed-media 
shadow boxes. Nearly every cor
ner is an encyclopedia of medi
ums -- glass, bronze, encaustic, 
oil, metal. 

"Art has always been a part of 
me," Stebich says. "My parents 
were collectors, so the minute I 
opened my eyes I was surround
ed by wonderful things." 

When.she and her husband -
left her native Germany for New 
York City in 1969, Stebich had 
the opportunity to immerse her
self in that early love. She stud
ied the History of Art at Manhat
tanville College and then went 
on to do her graduate work at 
the Institute of Fine Art at New 
York University. Along the way, 
she became a collector in her 
own right. 

''If I took a course in Egyptian 
art, I would buy a little Egyptian 
art," she recalled. "I didn't just go 
to museums, I went to auction 
houses, and galleries, and cheap 
little stores. You can't just look at 
art, you've got to feel it and 
smell it." 

Her 1971 visit to Haiti during 
an island-hopping trip in the 
Caribbean was a life-changing 
experience, Stebich says. "I 
thought I had discovered Hait
ian art," she recalls with a laugh. 
"I found out that wasn't true, but 
it was still inexpensive enough 
that I could collect it." 

• 

o 
'My idea .. was to mix everything .. 
if you put a piece of folk art next 
to a fine painting, the folk art can 
be just as good. An Indian basket 
can be just as good as a fine piece 
of seul pture.' 
A professor who admired her 

collection brought a friend to see 
it -- a friend who had just been 
appointed director of the Brook
lyn Museum of Art. In this way, 
Stebich became the curator of a 
seminal show of Haitian a.rt at 
the Brooklyn Museum. 

"I was the first scholar who 
did serious research in Haitian 
art, who said, they aren't just 
painting pretty pictures, they 
mean something," Stebich says. 
''Maybe I was able to see that 
because my great love is 
medieval art, which is also con
cerned with religion." 

scale stilllifes with loose, power
ful brushwork Perhaps the only 
art that's not here is video art 
and installation pieces. 

"I made a conscious decision 
to have art that people could live 
with in their homes," Stebich 
says. "I like to have not such a 
high price range, so I don't scare 
people away." That means inge
nious paper jewelry and neck
laces made of bunches of tiny 
hand-blown glass figurines 
strung on stainless steel wire, on 
up to Ann Parkers's vivid flower 
photograms, paintings by loan 
Barber, and pastels and prints bv 
theBrazilian artist Ana Maria 
Dlcheco, whose one-woman show 
will be mounted at the National 
Gallery in London next year. 

I 
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Her pursuit affine art 
changed Stebich's life once again 
in the 1980's. Exploring her inter
est in contemporary studio glass 
(glass sculpture made in a small
scale furnace in the artist's stu
dio), she discovered the cool, 
mesmerizing work of Tom Patti. 
She became a collector, and the 
Pattis, who lived in Plainfield, 
MA, became her good friends; 
eventually, Stebich and her hus
band left Scarsdale to take up 
permanent residence in a 1785 
farinhouse in Plainfield, forty 
minutes from Lenox. 

During the winter months, 
when the gallery is closed, Ste
bich wanders the world in 
search of art. She also finds time 
to lecture, write and occasionally 
guest curate, along with soaking 
up the art scene in New York 
City, where she still has a home, 
and making annual visits to 

A Gallery Staircase 

The move prompted a 
reassessment for both Stebich 
and her husband. He left his cor
porate job and started a business 
storing, shipping, and installing 
fine art for major museums and 
collectors. As for Stebich, "I did
n't want to work in a museum 
full-time because I enjoy people," 
she said. "I decided I wanted my 
own museum, and the only way 
was to have my own gallery." 

The Ute Stebich Gallery, first 
located on Main Street and 
now at 69 Church street in 
Lenox, is now 14 years old, and 
remains true to Stebich's original 
vision of eclecticism. 

"My idea was to mix every
thing," she said. "If you put a 
piece of folk art next to a fine 
painting, the folk art can be just 
as good. An Indian basket can be 
just as good as a fine piece of 
sculpture. " 

For the gallery, she chooses 
what she loves. That means art 
from all around the world as 
well as work by world-famous 
artists, new artists, and local 
artists chosen selectively. Every 
two weeks, a new exhibition 
goes up; in late July, Daniel 
.~ was hanging his large-

Haiti, where she is on the board 
of the island's museum. Her 
hunger to learn about the art 
people make - and why they 
make it - is insatiable, she says. 

"Art should inspire you and 
make you think," she says. "If 
you buy a piece today and look 
at it again in 30 years, it has to 
be valid. Even though art is an 
expression of its time and where 
it comes from, it should still be 

Art Ceramics 

[>:<' ...•...... 
~f ....... . 

valid whether an Eskimo looks 
at it or an Indian." 

The Ute Stebich Gallery is 
open every day in August from 
10 a,m. to 5 p.m. For fall hours, 
call the gallery at (413) 637-3566. 

Lenox, MA is also home to 
many other art galleries and 
antiques shops, and Tangle
wood, and is easily accessible 
from 1-90. 
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Orypoint etchings, in series of 12, editions of 25, by Ana Maria' 
Pacheco 
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

of 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY 

8787 Georgia Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 

301-563-3400 

Case No: 31/6-99H Received June 2, 1999 

Public Appearance: June 23, 1999 

Before the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission 

Application of Ms. Charlotte Wolpoff 

RE: Vinyl siding at 3730 Howard Avenue 
Kensington Historic District 

DECISION AND OPINION OF THE COMMISSION 

Decision of the Commission: DENY the Applicant's proposal to apply vinyl siding on the 
exterior of3730 Howard Avenue. 

Commission Motion: At the June 23, 1999 meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission, 
Commissioner Velasquez presented a motion to deny this application for the installation of 
vinyl siding on the exterior of the commercial structure at 3730 Howard Avenue. 
Commissioner Watkins seconded the motion. Commissioners Eig, Spurlock, Velasquez 
and Watkins voted in favor of the motion. The motion was passed 4 - O. 

DEFINITIONS: 

The-following terms are defined in Section 24A-2 of the Code: 

Appurtenances and environmental setting: The entire parcel, as of the date on which the 
historic resource is designated on the Master Plan, and structures thereon, on which is 
located a historic resource, unless reduced by the District Council or the commission, and 
to which it relates physically and/or visually. Appurtenances and environmental settings 
shall include, but not be limited to, walkways and driveways (whether paved or not), 
vegetation (including trees, gardens, lawns), rocks, pasture, cropland and waterways. 
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Board: The county board of appeals of Montgomery County, Maryland. 

Director: The director of the department of permitting services of Montgomery County, 
Maryland or his designee. 

Exterior features: The architectural style, design and general arrangement of the exterior 
of an historic resource, including the color, nature and texture of building materials and 
the type or style of all windows, doors, light fixtures, signs or other similar items found 
on or related to the exterior of an historic resource. 

Historic resource: A district, site, building, structure or object, including its 
appurtenances and environmental setting, which is significant in national, state or local 
history, architecture, archeology or culture. This includes, but is not limited to, all 
properties on the Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites in Montgomery County . 

• I 

Historic site: Any individual historic resource that is significant and contributes to the 
historical, architectural, archeological or cultural values within the Maryland-Washington 
Regional District and which has been so designated in the Master Plan for Historic 
Preservation. 

Permit; An historic area work permit issued by the director authorizing work on an 
historic site or an historic resource located within an historic district. 

BACKGROUND: 

Historical Context 

The Kensington Historic District was listed in the National Register for Historic Places in 
1980. The local historic district was designated in 1986 on the Montgomery County Master Plan 
for Historic Preservation because, as stated in the Amendment to the Master Plan, 

"The district is architecturally significant as a collection of late 19th and early 
20th century houses exhibiting a variety of architectural styles popular during the 
Victorian period including Queen Anne, Shingle, Eastlake and Colonial Revival. The 
houses share a uniformity of scale, set backs and construction materials that contribute 
to the cohesiveness of the district's streetscapes. This uniformity, coupled with the 
dominant design inherent in Warner's original plan of subdivision, conveys a strong sense 
of both time and place, that of a Victorian garden suburb." 

The town of Kensington began as a small crossroads settlement along the Bladensburg 
Turnpike, an early market road between the County's major north/south route, Old Georgetown 
Road, and the port of Bladensburg on the Anacostia River in Prince George's County. When the 
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B&O Railroad was built in 1873, the crossroads settlement became known ·as Knowles Station, 
named after the major land holding family in the area .. 

By 1890, Knowles Station had developed into a village of several hundred people, most of 
whom were living north of the railroad. In that year, Washington financier and President of the 
D.C. Board of Trade, Brainard H. Warner, purchased and subdivided property to the south and 
southwest of the railroad, naming the area Kensington Park after the famous London suburb. The 
subdivision was designed in the picturesque manner of the day, using a curvilinear street pattern 
composed of interlocking ovals. 

Warner established his own summer residence on a property comprised of 18 individual 
lots at the heart of his development, in the center of Carroll Place. Just 1-112 blocks to the north, 
at the intersection of Howard Avenue and Montgomery Avenue, the Kensington Railroad Station 
was built. Commercial development occurred near the railroad line, and Howard Avenue 
developed as the main commercial street. 

Character and IntegrifJ! o/Kensington Historic District 

The purpose of the Historic District designation and the role of the Historic Preservation 
Commission (HPC) is described in the Introduction to the 1986 Master Plcln Amendment (p.l): 

"Once designated on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation, any substantial changes 
to the exterior of a resource or its environmental setting must be reviewed by the 
Historic Preservation Commission and a historic area work permit issued. The 
Ordinance also empowers the County's Department of Environmental Protection and the 
Historic Preservation omission to prevent the demolition of historic buildings through . 
neglect. 

It is the intent of the Master Plan and Ordinance to provide a system for evaluating, 
protecting and enhancing Montgomery County's heritage for the benefit of present and 
future residents. " 

As the 1986 Amendment to the Master Plan contained no guidelines, and because 
guidelines are of great assistance in the evaluation of proposals for changes and alterations at 
historic sites for both the HPC and the general community, the HPC commissioned a study in 
1992 to analyze the character and integrity of the Kensington Historic District and, further, 
develop recommendations for preservation of this District. The study, Vision of KenSington: A 
Long-Range Preservation Plan, was prepared for the HPC by Traceries and PMA Associates. 

This study analyzed character-defining features of the district, including architectural 
styles, building materials, features, such as porches, and the relationship of structures within the 
landscape. The study noted that wood is the predominant siding material in Kensington, with 
35% of the structures using wood clapboard, and 11 % using wood shingles. 
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On April 28, 1999, a Notice of Violation was issued by the Department of Permitting 
Services for Montgomery County to the owners of3730 Howard Avenue for the installation of 
vinyl siding without a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP). The procedure is, in such cases, that 
the applicant should apply for a HA WP, but on a Retroactive basis. 

On June 2, 1999, Charlotte Wolpoffsubmitted an application for a Retroactive HAWP at 
the Department of Permitting Services for repairs to the building at 3730 Howard Avenue, and 
this application was reviewed by the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) on June 23, 1999. 

3730 Howard Avenue was designated in 1978 as a Primary Resource in the Kensington 
Historic District. It is a Victorian Vernacular structure, built in late 19th century in the immediate 
vicinity of the Kensington Railroad station. It served as an general store in Kensington, and is 
mentioned twice in the National Register Nomination Form for the district. There are two 
distinct portions to the building: a two-story wood frame residence with intersecting gable roofs; 
and, a large one-story commercial area which wraps around to the east and rear of the residential 
portion. The two-story section has plain beveled siding, while the one-story commercial area has 
German siding. 

Many original interior features still remain inside the store area, including the interior entry 
steps and columns, and parts of the original tin ceiling. Investigation of the structure from the 
interior showed that the wood frame storefront area has beaded board as the interior finish which 
is nailed directly to the framing. There is diagonal sheathing on the exterior of the framing and 
wood clapboard applied over that. 

EVIDENCE IN THE RECORD: 

A written staff recommendation on this application was prepared and sent to the HPC on 
June 16, 1999. At the HPC meeting on June 23, 1999, staff person Robin D. Ziek showed 35mm 
slides of the site and presented an oral report on the staff recommendation. Staff recommended 
denial of the vinyl siding, noting the significance of the structure and the prominence of its site 
within the historic district. Staff noted that this proposal is inconsistent with the criteria for 
approval in Chapter 24A-8(b)2 of the County Code, and inconsistent with the Secretary of the 
Interior's Standards/or Rehabilitation #2, which addresses the historic character ofa property, 
noting that "The removal of distinctive materials ... that characterize a property shall be avoided." 

Staff's specific concerns about the proposed use of vinyl siding that constituted reasons 
for denial were: 

1. Vinyl siding is not a historic building material in the Kensington Historic District, and 
would constitute a loss of integrity for the structure. 
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2. Vinyl siding is discouraged because it alters the appearance of the structure by covering 
original materials, may damage or disguise original building details, and lacks the 
distinctive qualities of wood which are characteristic of the 19th-century structures. This 
includes the sense of integrity, the density of the material, the texture of the wood, details 
of installation in terms of trim, and the painted finish requirements. 

3. The building has a high level of integrity, as evidenced by a historic photograph included 
in the staff report, and provides a sense of the 19th-century Town in conjunction with other 
19th-century buildings in this immediate vicinity. Integrity is the ability of a property to 
convey its significance. Historic properties either retain integrity, or they do not. 

4. Both the east (left side) and south (rear) elevations are prominent in the historic district. 
. The side elevation faces a public park, and the rear elevation is being promoted for public 
parking, providing the public with a clear view of this rear elevation. 

Staff also noted that, while staff did not have the opportunity to examine the condition 
of the original siding, the addition of vinyl siding is not considered routine maintenance. Staff 
noted that rehabilitation of the original siding may also qualify for public assistance through the 
various tax credit programs available at the local, state, and federal levels, and this should be a 
factor in determining the appropriate treatment for the siding. 

Ms. Sharon Wolpoff, representing WolpoffIndustries, Inc., came forward to testify. She 
apologized for not following the required procedure to obtain a HA WP prior to doing the work. 
She stated that their intention was to do some ordinary maintenance, and protect the building with 
the vinyl siding. They have planned that the siding would be temporary and intended to remove it 
after five years time. At that point, they planned to replace all of the wood siding. In terms of 
replying to the Staff recommendations that the siding on the east be removed within two months 
and the siding at the rear within one year, Ms. Wolpoff requested that she be given six months to 
complete all of the new work of removing the vinyl siding and rehabilitating the siding so that the 
project could be done at one time. 

Commissioner Velasquez discussed the plans to replace the wood siding, noting that 
another HA WP applicant had proposed milling new siding to exactly replicate the original siding. 

Ms. Wolpoffnoted that some of the siding is actually in excellent condition, especially on 
the side of the bUilding. But the siding at the rear and in a rear alcove area is badly damaged. 

Staff noted at all "German" siding is not exactly the same, and that staff could work with 
them in terms of determining the profile and finding a good match, although the Secretary of the 
Interior's Standards recommends retention of original fabric to the maximum extent. 

5 



Ms. Wolpoff asked ifthere is any grant money to assist, mentioning that she was now 
aware of the tax credit programs. Staff noted that there are loan funds available, although not 
grant funds, again suggesting that the tax credit programs would be the most helpful in this case. 

Ms. Wolpoffmentioned that her sister would review the potential of the tax credit 
programs. She also reiterated that they would like to do the best job in terms of undertake the 
rehabilitation of the building. 

Mr. O'Donnell spoke as the representative of the LAP. He stated their support for the 
staff report, and the hope that they can come to a constructive solution for all concerned. He also 
stated that the applicant's proposal seemed reasonable. 

CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL AND FINDINGS OF THE COMMISSION: 

The criteria which the Commission must use in determining whether to deny a Historic 
Area Work Permit application are found in Section 24A-8(a) of the Ordinance. 

Section 24A-8(a) provides that: 

The Commission shall instruct the director to deny a permit if it finds, based on the 
evidence and information presented to or before the commission that the alteration for 
which the permit is sought would be inappropriate or inconsistent with, or detrimental to 
the preservation enhancement or ultimate protection of the historic site, or historic 
resource within an historic district, and to the purposes of this chapter. 

In analyzing whether the criteria for issuance of a Historic Area Work Permit have been 
met, the Commission also evaluates the evidence in the record in light of generally accepted 
principles of historic preservation, including the Secretary of the Interior's Standards/or 
Rehabilitation and Guidelines, adopted by the Commission on February 5, 1987. In particular 
Standards #2, and #9 are applicable in this case. 

Standard 2: The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The 
removal of distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships 
that characterize a property will be avoided. 

Standard 9: New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not 
destroy historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the 
property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with 
the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the 
integrity of the property and its environment. 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 
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Based on this, the Commission finds that: 

1. The property at 3730 Howard Avenue is a Primary Resource within the 
Kensington Historic District, as designated on the Montgomery County Master 
Plan for Historic Preservation. As a Primary Resource in the district, all 
proposals for changes and alterations receive the. highest level of scrutiny by the 
Historic Preservation Commission. 

2. The vinyl siding was undertaken without consultation with the HPC and there is no 
staff analysis of the condition of the original siding. 

3. The orig~nal siding is wood German siding, and is consistent with the quality and 
character of the historic district. 

4. The use of vinyl would constitute a loss of integrity of the resource. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW: 

The Commission was guided in its decision by Chapter 24A, the Kensington Guidelines, 
and the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation. Because the proposed project 
would affect the integrity of the Kensington Historic District, the Commission can not be lenient 
in its judgement of this proposal for vinyl siding, pursuant to 24A-8( d). 

Based on the evidence in the record and the Commission's findings, as required by Section 
24A-8(a) of the Montgomery County Code, 1984, as amended, the Historic Preservation 
Commission denies the application of Ms. Charlotte Wolpofffor a Historic Area Work Permit to 
install vinyl siding on the property at 3730 Howard Avenue in the Kensington Historic District. 

If any party is aggrieved by the decision of the Commission, pursuant to Section 24A-7(h) 
of the Montgomery County Code, an appeal may be filed within thirty (30) days with the Board of 
Appeals, which will review the Commission's decision de novo. The Board of Appeals has full 
and exclusive authority to hear and decide all appeals taken from the decision of the Commission. 
The Board of Appeals has the authority to affirm, modify, or reverse the order or decision of the 
Commission. 

7 

r / 
Date 



MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENt OF PARK AND PLANNING 

MEMORANDUM 

THE MARYlAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL 
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 

8787 Georgia Avenue 

Silver Spring. Maryland 20910-3760 

TO: Robert Hubbard, Director 
Department ofPennitting Services 

FROM: I()~en Wright, Coordinator 
1"'/ Historic Preservation 

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit 

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

__ ---'Approved +-Denied 
__ ---'Approved with Conditions: __________________ _ 

and HPC Staffwill review and stamp the construction drawings prior to the applicant's applying 
for a buildin8' permit with DPS; and 

THE BUll.DrNG PERMIT FOR TInS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDmONAL UPON 
ADHERENCE TO THE APPROVED mSTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT (HAWP). 

Applicant:--"'V'--'~~(,-t6..:.t...~"___"'tJo~{f-'#4iJ--+J..;....:7f'---------------

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 ~ not more than 
two weeks following completion of work. c_ .. .". .. Ke-: 3?-~c:>H~ Avt'_ 
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q! II'IJN'() r11 p,\H1r"Cf'ITr)f P 11T.~l1ll1lu'.:il f~v'IC~_'; 

250 ,"U"JGEPFOPf) [,RIVE 211<1 FLOOR ROCr,V'I !.E MD Ic::c,n 
3011217·63711 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
301/563-3400 

DPS -#8 

APPLICATION FOR 
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT 

ContactPersont!..:.ltlf-tl Lo T rc: uJ" PC) ,=E 

Daytime Phone No.: .30 1- !tgg - I g / tJ - C? R 

Tax Account No,: ___ ----'='O'-'-,-=O ..... Ot=o..<.3..><J..""--"'5"'--'b=-_____ _ 
21 0/- :nSI> -01 "f ~ I.f.M. 

.L-il.1+-C'-"""'-'...LJ""--'{""lJ.'-'t:Jo2,.-':{..,"'P"""'''-'--P...!.F ____ Daytime Phone No,: ....... -=--'-~ ......... -"'----'-""--''--''' ___ _ 

Address: ~~~"""~~'-'LloI'------=..LJ..,-,I?~C::...LT_t-=-'=S",--,-,/ L."'=-''''''''--'''-....9!'-'--LL!..!!~~I..4-J~ __ --I=:L,!,Cl~9,...:/~O=--__ 
City Zip Cod. 

ContractolT:~ _____________________ _ Phone No.: ____________ _ 

Contractor RegistratiQn No.: _____________________ _ 

Agent for Owner: ___________________ Daytime Phone No,: ____________ _ 

LOCATION OF BUILDlNGJPREMISE 

House Number: j 7.80 HowARD 4VctlLiJ....£slreet ________________ _ 

Town/City: I< E JVS ILliG- ra N J Mjz Nearest Cross Street: _....!.I_cg.L·--L-"-'(;L~/__'C...:.'. ""{,'--.J.l_T'---________ _ 
i / 

Lot: > J Block: A Subdivision: t.;;( .... /'-'~,"-')-'-(''_'D'''''.'___'_r--'-!-'~:..L1_''")'_'L=__~,~:->_'"'u,-' .L!3.L-.L8.4· -,' E:::---,1:..JL./",5'-'(..LI,,-l/.:::(,-,--r._~=-1-,-.Il,.-=----/_-__ 

Liber: 5~, 0 h / /J..., 
Folio:_----"'b'---J.Y,--"''''-''''-__ Parcel: ________________________ _ 

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMit ACTION AND USE 

1 A, CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: 

o Construct 0 Extend 0 AlterIRenovate o AlC 0 Slab o Room Addition 0 Porch 0 Deck 0 Shed 

o Move o Install o WreckIRaze [J Solar 0 Fireplace 0 Woodburning Stove o Single Family 

o Revision ~epair o Revocable o FencelWall (complete Section 4) o Other: _______ _ 

18. Construction cost estimate: $ _________ ~ _____________________ _ 

1 C. If this is a revision of a previously approved active perm~, see Pemn~ # ______________________ _ 

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS 

2A, Type of sewage disposal: 

28. Type of water supply: 

010 WSSC 

010 WSSC 

02 IJ Septic 

020 Well 

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCEIRETAINING WALL 

3A. Height_-'---__ feet __ ~_inches 

030 Other: _____________ _ 

030 Other: _____________ -,---

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

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

I herebv 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 a/l agencies listed and I hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit. 

Approved: ____________ JI''-------.f--_ 

Disapproved: ~X~----=---- 1-~~~~_~~,---,---- Date: ,,{ ~!J( q '1 
Application/Permit No.: ---'--&-"""'~""'-'''''---'~o'''5i'''-'--''-<'f------ _-=F'+---L-~_Date Issued: _______ _ 

Edit 2/4/98 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS 

~\/~- q~1f 



Jun-23-99 03:20P 

KEN.WNGTON HISTORICAL SOCIETY, INC. 

MCHPC 
MNCPPC 
8787 Georgia Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 

P.O. BOXJU 
KENSINGTON, MD 20895 

June 23,1999 

Dear Chair, Commissioners, and Staff: 

I am writing as chair of the Preservation Committee of the Kcnsin!,rton HilStorica1 Society 
concerning the two applications tor 3730 Howard Avenue. 

1 would like to address case #31/6--99H RETROACTIVE. This property is one of our 
earliest stores in the Town as weU as in the Historic District Any situation where owners 
have done work without obtaining a pennit is always a difficult one. Frequently owners 
are aware of the permitting process and for one reason or another have failed to tollowed 
through. It is disappointing to ask anyone to add extra expense to their work, but the 
inappropriate and unapproved changes cannot be allowed. This building in particular is a 
cornerstone of the block and the side view is very prominenl and will be even more so as 
the neighboring park is being enlarged to become more of a town square and gathering 
place. I would certainly agree with the Staff's suggestion to immediately remove and 
repair the siding along the driveway. I would hope that some agreement could be made 
on a time frame for repairs to the rear. The rear area of this property is actually in front of 
the neighboring building's front door. (the present "Prevention of Blindness" shop). 
Added to the parking area this makes it in a uniquely public "rear" of a building. 

I would like to add that in reviewing previous cases of aluminum siding in Kensington 
these were my findings 

case 31/6-89N (1989) 
10312 Kensington Pkwy. (one block from 3730 Howard) 
An application was approved to remove aluminum siding. 

case 31/6-89P (1989) 
3935 Baltimore 51. 
Siding was allowed on a reconstructed addition to match the aluminum siding on 
the original resource. 

case 31/6-92L (1993) 
3919 Washington St. 
An application approved included removal of aluminum siding to expose wood 
siding underneath. 

case 3116-94B (1994) 
3923 Baltimore St. 
Removal of aluminum sidings was approved. 
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KENSINGTON HISTORI(."'AL ."OCIErr, INC 
P.O. BOX 453 

case 31 16-9SA (1995) 
10543 St. Paul St. 

KENSINGTON, MD 101195 
Ju.llt! 23,199' 

Aluminum siding was allowed on a new addition to match tbe aluminum siding on 
the original resource. 

Tn no cases in Kensington, has aluminum siding been allowed to be installed on an historic 
resource. I believe that the same holds true for vinyl siding 

In every instance there are difficulties in repairing or restoriug an historic property. Each 
individual exception will erode the fabric of the District. Hopefully, tax rebates for 
financial assistance; coupled with the pride, ambiance for those who live and shop here, 
and tpe financial benefits of being in an llistoric District will be realized by those who own 
property here. 

In addressing Case No. 3116-990, r would again agree with the Staff report. The signs 
appear to be appropiate to the building and the period. The use of the hand showing a 
parking area ties in with a 5imilar design down the street. I would have to agree with the 
inappriate design of the minibam at the rear. but do not object to a storage stru<:ture to 
replace the present one_ 

We in Kensington appreciate the enormous time and effort that goes into your review and 
maintainance of the Historic Districts in Montgomery County. 

Sincerely. 

Julie O' Malley 
KHS Preservation Committee Chair 
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING 

MEMORANDUM 

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL 
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 

8787 Georgia Avenue 

Silver Spring. Maryland 20910-3760 

TO: Robert Hubbard, Director 
Department of Permitting Services 

FROM: I()~en Wrigh~ Coordinator 
tV Historic Preservation 

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit 

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

___ ,Approved 

__ ---'Approved with Conditions: __________________ _ 

and HPC Staffwill review and stamp the construction drawings prior to the applicant's applying 
for a bUilding.pennit with OPS; and 

THE BUll..OING PERMIT FOR TInS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDmONAL UPON 
ADHERENCE TO THE APPROVED mSTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT (HA WP). 

Applicant:~V:......ltwr;..:....a.:..I-t6..;.&...z~Wo=__.,~~IJi) .... fJ~7f~-------------

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 
OPS Field Services Office at (301 )217 -6240 prior to commencement of w<?rk Jrul not more than 
two weeks following completion of work. 

e ....... ' ........... ~: 3Ht!)H~ ,4ve_ 
/ 
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

of 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY 

8787 Georgia Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 

301-563-3400 

Case No: 3116-99H Received June 2, 1999 

Public Appearance: June 23, 1999 

Before the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission 

Application of Ms. Charlotte Wolpoff 

RE: Vinyl siding at 3730 Howard Avenue 
Kensington Historic District 

DECISION AND OPINION OF THE COMMISSION 

Decision of the Commission: DENY the Applicant's proposal to apply vinyl siding on the 
exterior of3730 Howard Avenue. 

Commission Motion: At the June 23, 1999 meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission, 
Commissioner Velasquez presented a motion to deny this application for the installation of 
vinyl siding on the exterior of the commercial structure at 3730 Howard Avenue. 
Commissioner Watkins seconded the motion. Commissioners Eig, Spurlock, Velasquez 
and Watkins voted in favor of the motion. The motion was passed 4 - o. 

DEFINITIONS: 

The-following terms are defined in Section 24A-2 of the Code: 

Appurtenances and environmental setting: The entire parcel, as of the date on which the 
historic resource is designated on the Master Plan, and structures thereon, on which is 
located a historic resource, unless reduced by the District Council or the commission, and 
to which it relates physically and/or visually. Appurtenances and environmental settings 
shall include, but not be limited to, walkways and driveways (whether paved or not), ' 
vegetation (including trees, gardens, lawns), rocks, pasture, cropland and waterways. 
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Board: The county board of appeals of Montgomery County, Maryland. 

Director: The director of the department of permitting services of Montgomery County, 
Maryland or his designee. 

Exterior features: The architectural style, design and general arrangement of the exterior 
of an historic resource, including the color, nature and texture of building materials and 
the type or style of all windows, doors, light fixtures, signs or other similar items found 
on or related to the exterior of an historic resource. 

Historic resource: A district, site, building, structure or object, including its 
appurtenances and environmental setting, which is significant in national, state or local 
history, architecture, archeology or culture. This includes, but is not limited to, all 
properties on the Locational Atlas and Index of Historic Sites in Montgomery County. 

Historic site: Any individual historic resource that is significant and contributes to the 
historical, architectural, archeological or cultural values within the Maryland-Washington 
Regional District and which has been so designated in the Master Plan for Historic 
Preservation. 

Permit: An historic area work permit issued by the director authorizing work on an 
historic site or an historic resource located within an historic district. 

BACKGROUND: 

Historical Context 

The Kensington Historic District was listed in the National Register for Historic Places in 
1980. The local historic district was designated in 1986 on the Montgomery County Master Plan 
for Historic Preservation because, as stated in the Amendment to the Master Plan, 

"The district is architecturally significant as a collection of late 19th and early 
20th century houses exhibiting a variety of architectural styles popular during the 
Victorian period including Queen Anne, Shingle, Eastlake and Colonial Revival. The 
houses share a uniformity of scale, set backs and construction materials that contribute 
to the cohesiveness of the district's streetscapes. This uniformity, coupled with the 
dominant design inherent in Warner's original plan of subdivision, conveys a strong sense 
of both time and place, that of a Victorian garden suburb." 

The town of Kensington began as a small crossroads settlement along the Bladensburg 
Turnpike, an early market road between the County's major north/south route, Old Georgetown 
Road, and the port of Bladensburg on the Anacostia River in Prince George's County. When the 
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B&O Railroad was built in 1873, the crossroads settlement became known as Knowles Station, 
named after the major land holding family in the area. 

By 1890, Knowles Station had developed into a village of several hundred people, most of 
whom were living north of the railroad. In that year, Washington financier and President of the 
D.C. Board of Trade, Brainard H. Warner, purchased and subdivided property to the south and 
southwest of the railroad, naming the area Kensington Park after the famous London suburb. The 
subdivision was designed in the picturesque manner of the day, using a curvilinear street pattern 
composed of interlocking ovals. 

Warner established his own summer residence on a property comprised of 18 individual 
lots at the heart of his development, in the center of Carroll Place. Just 1-112 blocks to the north, 
at the intersection of Howard Avenue and Montgomery Avenue, the Kensington Railroad Station 
was built. Commercial development occurred near the railroad line, and Howard Avenue 
developed as the main commercial street. 

Character and Integrity of Kensington Historic District 

The purpose of the Historic District designation and the role of the Historic Preservation 
Commission (HPC) is described in the Introduction to the 1986 Master Plan Amendment (p.1): 

"Once designated on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation, any substantial changes 
to the exterior of a resource or its environmental setting must be reviewed by the 
Historic Preservation Commission and a historic area work permit issued. The 
Ordinance also empowers the County's Department of Environmental Protection and the 
Historic Preservation omission to prevent the demolition of historic buildings through 
neglect. 

It is the intent of the Master Plan and Ordinance to provide a system for evaluating, 
protecting and enhancing Montgomery County's heritage for the benefit of present and 
future residents. " 

As the 1986 Amendment to the Master Plan contained no guidelines, and because 
guidelines are of great assistance in the evaluation of proposals for changes and alterations at 
historic sites for both the HPC and the general community, the HPC commissioned a study in 
1992 to analyze the character and integrity of the Kensington Historic District and, further, 
develop recommendations for preservation of this District. The study, Vision of Kensington: A 
Long-Range Preservation Plan, was prepared for the HPC by Traceries and PMA Associates. 

This study analyzed character-defining features of the district, including architectural 
styles, building materials, features, such as porches, and the relationship of structures within the 
landscape. The study noted that wood is the predominant siding material in Kensington, with 
35% of the structures using wood clapboard, and 11 % using wood shingles. 
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On April 28, 1999, a Notice of Violation was issued by the Department of Permitting 
Services for Montgomery County to the owners of3730 Howard Avenue for the installation of 
vinyl siding without a Historic Area Work Permit (HA WP). The procedure is, in such cases, that 
the applicant should apply for a HA WP, but on a Retroactive basis. 

On June 2, 1999, Charlotte Wolpoff submitted an application for a Retroactive HA WP at 
the Department of Permitting Services for repairs to the building at 3730 Howard Avenue, and 
this application was reviewed by the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) on June 23, 1999. 

3730 Howard Avenue was designated in 1978 as a Primary Resource in the Kensington 
Historic District. It is a Victorian Vernacular structure, built in late 19th century in the immediate 
vicinity ofthe Kensington Railroad station. It served as an general store in Kensington, and is 
mentioned twice in the National Register Nomination Form for the district. There are two 
distinct portions to the building: a two-story wood frame residence with intersecting gable roofs; 
and, a large one-story commercial area which wraps around to the east and rear of the residential 
portion. The two-story section has plain beveled siding, while the one-story commercial area has 
German siding. 

Many original interior features still remain inside the store area, including the interior entry 
steps and columns, and parts of the original tin ceiling. Investigation of the structure from the 
interior showed that the wood frame storefront area has beaded board as the interior finish which 
is nailed directly to the framing. There is diagonal sheathing on the exterior of the framing and 
wood clapboard applied over that. 

EVIDENCE IN THE RECORD: 

A written staff recommendation on this application was prepared and sent to the HPC on 
June 16,1999. At the HPC meeting on June 23, 1999, staff person Robin D. Ziek showed 35mm 
slides of the site and presented an oral report on the staff recommendation. Staff recommended 
denial of the vinyl siding, noting the significance of the structure and the prominence of its site 
within the historic district. Staff noted that this proposal is inconsistent with the criteria for 
approval in Chapter 24A-8(b)2 of the County Code, and inconsistent with the Secretary of the 
Interior's Standards/or Rehabilitation #2, which addresses the historic character ofa property, 
noting that "The removal of distinctive materials... that characterize a property shall be avoided." 

Staff's specific concerns about the proposed use of vinyl siding that constituted reasons 
for denial were: 

1. Vinyl siding is not a historic building material in the Kensington Historic District, and 
would constitute a loss of integrity for the structure. 
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2. Vinyl siding is discouraged because it alters the appearance of the structure by covering 

original materials, may damage or disguise original building details, and lacks the 
distinctive qualities of wood which are characteristic of the 19th·century structures. This 
includes the sense of integrity, the density of the material, the texture of the wood, details 
of installation in terms of trim, and the painted finish requirements. 

3. The building has a high level of integrity, as evidenced by a historic photograph included 
in the staff report, and provides a sense of the 19th-century Town in conjunction with other 
19th-century buildings in this immediate vicinity. Integrity is the ability of a property to 
convey its significance. Historic properties either retain integrity, or they do not. 

4. Both the east (left side) and south (rear) elevations are prominent in the historic district. 
The side elevation faces a public park, and the rear elevation is being promoted for public 
parking, providing the public with a clear view of this rear elevation. 

Staff also noted that, while staff did not have the opportunity to examine the condition 
of the original siding, the addition of vinyl siding is not considered routine maintenance. Staff 
noted that rehabilitation of the original siding may also qualify for public assistance through the 
various tax credit programs available at the local, state, and federal levels, and this should be a 
factor in determining the appropriate treatment for the siding. 

Ms. Sharon Wolpoff, representing WolpoffIndustries, Inc., came forward to testify. She 
apologized for not following the required procedure to obtain aHA WP prior to doing the work. 
She stated that their intention was to do some ordinary maintenance, and protect the building with 
the vinyl siding. They have planned that the siding would be temporary and intended to remove it 
after five years time. At that point, they planned to replace all of the wood siding. In terms of 
replying to the Staff recommendations that the siding on the east be removed within two months 
and the siding at the rear within one year, Ms. Wolpoff requested that she be given six months to 
complete all of the new work of removing the vinyl siding and rehabilitating the siding so that the 
project could be done at one time. 

Commissioner Velasquez discussed the plans to replace the wood siding, noting that 
another HA WP applicant had proposed milling new siding to exactly replicate the original siding. 

Ms. Wolpoffnoted that some of the siding is actually in excellent condition, especially on 
the side of the building. But the siding at the rear and in a rear alcove area is badly damaged. 

Staff noted at all "German" sid ing is not exactly the same, and that staff could work with 
them in terms of determining the profile and finding a good match, although the Secretary of the 
Interior's Standards recommends retention of original fabric to the maximum extent. 
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Ms. Wolpoff asked if there is any grant money to assist, mentioning that she was now 

aware of the tax credit programs. Staff noted that there are loan funds available, although not 
grant funds, again suggesting that the tax credit programs would be the most helpful in this case. 

Ms. Wolpoffmentioned that her sister would review the potential of the tax credit 
programs. She also reiterated that they would like to do the best job in terms of undertake the 
rehabilitation of the building. 

Mr. O'Donnell spoke as the representative of the LAP. He stated their support for the 
staff report, and the hope that they can come to a constructive solution for all concerned. He also 
stated that the applicant's proposal seemed reasonable. 

CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL AND FINDINGS OF THE COMMISSION: 

The criteria which the Commission must use in determining whether to deny a Historic 
Area Work Permit application are found in Section 24A-8(a) of the Ordinance. 

Section 24A-8(a) provides that: 

The Commission shall instruct the director to deny a permit if it finds, based on the 
evidence and information presented to or before the commission that the alteration for 
which the permit is sought would be inappropriate or inconsistent with, or detrimental to 
the preservation enhancement or ultimate protection of the historic site, or historic 
resource within an historic district, and to the purposes of this chapter. 

In analyzing whether the criteria for issuance ofa Historic Area Work Permit have been 
met, the Commission also evaluates the evidence in the record in light of generally accepted 
principles of historic preservation, including the Secretary of the Interior's Standards/or 
Rehabilitation and Guidelines, adopted by the Commission on February 5, 1987. In particular 
Standards #2, and #9 are applicable in this case. 

Standard 2: The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The 
removal of distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships 
that characterize a property will be avoided. 

Standard 9: New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not 
destroy historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the 
property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with 
the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the 
integrity of the property and its environment. 

FINDINGS OF ,FACT: 
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Based on this, the Commission finds that: 

1. The property at 3730 Howard Avenue is a Primary Resource within the 
Kensington Historic District, as designated on the Montgomery County Master 
Plan for Historic Preservation. As a Primary Resource in the district, all 
proposals for changes and alterations receive the highest level of scrutiny by the 
Historic Preservation Commission. 

2. The vinyl siding was undertaken without consultation with the HPC and there is no 
staff analysis of the condition of the original siding. 

3. The original siding is wood German siding, and is consistent with the quality and 
character of the historic district. 

4. The use of vinyl would constitute a loss of integrity of the resource. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW: 

The Commission was guided in its decision by Chapter 24A, the Kensington Guidelines, 
and the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation. Because the proposed project 
would affect the integrity of the Kensington Historic District, the Commission can not be lenient 
in its judgement of this proposal for vinyl siding, pursuant to 24A-8(d). 

Based on the evidence in the record and the Commission's findings, as required by Section 
24A-8(a) of the Montgomery County Code, 1984, as amended, the Historic Preservation 
Commission denies the application of Ms. Charlotte Wolpofffor a Historic Area Work Permit to 
install vinyl siding on the property at 3730 Howard Avenue in the Kensington Historic District. 

If any party is aggrieved by the decision of the Commission, pursuant to Section 24A-7(h) 
of the Montgomery County Code, an'appeal may be filed within thirty (30) days with the Board of 
Appeals, which will review the Commission's decision de novo. The Board of Appeals has full 
and exclusive authority to hear and decide all appeals taken from the decision of the Commission. 
The Board of Appeals has the authority to affirm, modify, or reverse the order or decision of the 
Commission. 

8j /911 
I / 
Date 
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT 

Address: 3730 Howard Avenue 

Resource: Kensington Historic District 

Case Number: 3116-99H RETROACTIVE 

Public Notice: 6/9/99 

Applicant: Charlotte Wolpuff, Owner 

PROPOSAL: Vinyl siding 

Meeting Date: 6/23/99 

Review: HA WP 

Tax Credit: No 

Report Date: 6/16/99 

Staff: Robin D. Ziek 

RECOMMEND: Denial 

liResource: Primary Resource in the Kensington Historic District 
Victorian Vernacular Style: 

Date: 1880-1910 

The subject property was an early general store in Kensington (see Circle q ) which is 
mentioned twice in the National Register Nomination Form for the district. It consists of 2 
distinct portions: a 2-story wood frame residence with intersecting gable roofs; and, a large 1-
story commercial area where one might expect a wrap-around porch. Many original interior 
features still remain inside the store area, including the interior entry steps and columns, and parts 
of the original tin ceiling. The residential portion of the building is clad with bevel siding, while 
the siding on the storefront part of the building is "novelty", or German, siding. Investigation of 
the structure from the interior showed that the wood frame storefront area has beaded board for 
the interior finish which is nailed directly to the framing. There is diagonal sheathing on the 
exterior of the framing and wood clapboard applied over that. 

The applicant has installed vinyl siding on the side and rear elevations of the commercial 
portion of the building. Apparently, masonite siding had been installed over the original wood 
siding at some point in the past. This siding had deteriorated and the applicant proceeded to 
remove the masonite boards. After seeing the condition of the wood siding, the applicant decided 
to defer rehabilitation of that siding, and proceeded to install vinyl siding instead. 

DPS issued a stop work order,and the applicant has applied for the HA WP on a 
Retroactive basis (see letter on Circle ~ .... -::l- ). 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The applicant proposes to leave the vinyl siding installation in place for the next 4-5 years. 
At that point, they would re-evaluate the siding at the same time that the entire building is painted. 
The vinyl siding extends along the east (driveway) side of the building, and along the south (rear) 
portion of the building. 

STAFF DISCUSSION 

The use of vinyl siding is discouraged in the Kensington Historic District. This is one of 
the original commercial buildings in Kensington, and it is prominent in the district. Staff notes 
that there has been some loss of integrity to the district along Howard Avenue between Armory 
Avenue and Fawcett Street, with a number of 20th century commercial structures. But in the 
vicinity of the subject property, there are a number of 19th century buildings remaining which 
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provides a sense of the 19th-century town. This includes the B & 0 train station, and the Mizell 
Lumber building across the tracks. 

Staff notes that the applicant is enthusiastic about the building, and has restored an 
original storefront window on the driveway elevation which was discovered when the masonite 
siding was removed. The building will continue to playa role in the community, and staff 
appreciates the long-term plans of the applicant. Had the applicant applied for a HAWP prior to 
doing the work, the HPC and staff would have worked with the applicant in the evaluation of the 
building in order to make recommendations and provide guidance for the rehabilitation of the 
structure, including the proposed use of vinyl siding and any proposed insulation system. New 
building systems and technologies are not necessarily compatible with historic structures and such 
changes should be evaluated with care and caution. 

Although this is not part of the HA WP, staff notes that the building is not currently 
insulated. The interior finish is beaded board nailed to the studs. With the diagonal siding on the 
other side, the building has an airspace in the wall. It would be very difficult to install insulation 
in this cavity with a vapor barrier without removing the interior beaded siding. Blown-in 
insulation would not have a vapour barrier and would not leave any air space to carry off 
moisture, and is not recommended. Staff would recommend that the owner consider insulation in 
the attic space and under the floor, and investigate the long-term effects ofinsulation in the wall 
cavities which can be damaging to the framing members, to the sheathing materials, and to the 
exterior paint finish. 

In consideration of the HAWP, staff notes that the use of vinyl siding is discouraged 
because it alters the appearance of the structure by covering original materials, may damage or 
disguise original building details, and lacks the distinctive qualities of wood which are 
characteristic of the 19th century structures. This includes the sense of integrity, the density of 
the material, the texture of the wood, details of installation in terms of trim, and the painted finish 
requirements. 

Staff notes that the east elevation is prominent in the historic district, and that the back 
area behind the store is being promoted for public parking. Therefore, even the rear elevation in 
this instance will be a highly public facade. Immediately adjacent to the subject property is a 
public park which is directly in front of the Prevention of Blindness shop (also a Primary Resource 
in the historic district). This park is an important element in the revitalization plans for Howard 
Avenue which are being undertaken at this time by the County. This east elevation forms an edge 
of this park and should be considered a prominent feature. Staff notes that the newly re-opened 
shop window faces this park and will provide the tenant of the subject property with a great 
opportunity for product display, either for the people using the park or for the people using the 
parking area behind the store as they walk up to Howard Avenue. 

Rear elevations typically receive moderate to lenient scrutiny by the HPC because they are 
not readily visible from the public right-of-way. In this particular case, however, the rear 
elevation faces the parking lot, and will be a visible element for the public. This building stands in 
marked contrast to the 20th century buildings which flank the parking area to the west. The rear 
store addition, which may not have been built in the same year as the residential portion of the 
building, is clearly an early addition which has significance in its own right as a portion of the 
commercial development at this site. In fact, the German siding on the rear elevation is visible 
under the vinyl siding, indicating the level of integrity which the property retains and which would 
be compromised by being covered up with vinyl. 
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The HPC might consider a schedule for the removal of the vinyl siding to help the 

applicant with their obligations. This could involve two phases ofthe work: to remove the vinyl 
siding from the east elevation immediately, and remove the vinyl siding from the south elevation 
within a year's time. 

This extra time could be used by the applicant to make all necessary inquires and apply for 
consideration under the tax credit programs which are now available to help with the 
rehabilitation of the building. Rehabilitation of the original siding would be considered as a 
qualifying effort under the local, state and federal tax credit programs. If the applicant (and the 
applicant's individual situation) qualifies for these programs, 55% of the costs for the 
rehabilitation would be returned to them as tax credits. 

STAFF RECOMMENDA TJON 

Staff recommends, that the Commission deny this application and find this proposal 
inconsistent 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 inconsistent with Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation #2: 

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

Staff further recommends that the vinyl siding on the east elevation be removed 
immediately, and that the vinyl siding on the rear elevation be removed within 1 year's time. 
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.. "ARPLICATION "IjpR ' . 
HISTORTC" AREA WORl<-~PERMIT 

ContactPerson.:(j HA-f{LoTTI? U h, PC!JcF 
. ......, 

Tax Account No.: ____ . ·-=O,-,-/_O--,Ql~,3,-,,!l~~::........!::b,----____ _ 

Daytime Phone No.: .'30' -Q8G - I g-/ b- c R 
2Jo,-~r8'5-cJ'DJ" if.M. 

Name of PropertY Owner: ~ H/t=R&OTrG Ld 0 t:.,P';PF Daytime Phone No.: ...... ""'q...:O::......:..../_-...... 5:IO.....L..8L...11!.&'_-.... I-'Y"-'-I..=S;,..-__ _ 

Address: le,,·o· ~ PR uJG= Sr R ~ E:T .. :;;, L Veg $PR I 1fi6... : M 'l? I cR (!j9 I 0 
Street Number t City 3feet " Zip Code 

Comnororr:~~ ____ ~ __________ ~ ______________________ ___ Phone No.: _------____________ _ 

Contractor RegistratiQn No.: ________________________________________ _ 

Agent for Owner: _________________________________ " Daytime Phone No.: __________________ __ 

LOCATION OF BUILDINGIPREMISE 

House Number: j 7.8 t:J HtJuJA-Rb 4VE/JUFStreet _-_______________ _ 

Town/City: t{E'JVSI!VG rtJ# J MJZ Nearest Cross Street FA fA.) ~G 7T r ~ --~~~~~~~-----------------

Lot: ,,; Block: A Subdivision: il)CJc) D 'T' l/tUL ;5{) 6 IcfE/f/$....(,I/6- TCJ/I/' 

Liber: S" () b / d_~ 
Folio: __ -=b'--'Lc....:::~~ ___ Parcel: _________________________________________ _ 

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE 

1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: 

o Construct o Extend o Alter/Renovate o NC 0 Slab o Room Addition 0 Porch 0 Deck 0 Shed 

o Move o Install o Wreck/Raze o Solar 0 Fireplace 0 Woodbuming Stove o Single Family 
.. , 

o Revision ~epair o Revocable o FencetWall (complete Section 4) o Other: -----------------
1 B. Construction cost estimate: $ ________________________________________________________ _ 

1 C. 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: 

2B. Type of water supply: 

010 WSSC 

010 WSSC 

02 0 Septic 

020 Well 

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL 

3A. Height _____ feet ____ .inches 

03 0 Other: --------------------------
03 0 Other: _____________________ __ 

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

.. 0 On party line/property line o Entirely on land of oWner .. 0 On public right of way/easement 

I hereby certify that I have the authority to make the foregoing applicetion, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with plans 
approved by al/ agencies listed and I hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit. 

Approved: ______________________________ For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission 
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Wolpoff Industries 

Historic Preservation Commission 
c/o Montgomery County, Maryland 
Department of Permitting Services 
255 Rockville Pike, 2nd floor 
Rockville, MD 20850-4166 

Dear Historic Preservation Commission, 

• 
1300 Spring Street 

Suite 124 

Silver Spring, MD 20910 

301-588-0196 

June 2, 1999 

Wolpoff Industries respectfully requests a retroactive permit in order to complete repairs 
coinciding with normal maintenance necessary for the preservation of our building at 3730 
Howard Avenue,-in Kensington. 

The planned repairs are compatible with the site, and will remedy conditions adverse to the 
safeguarding of the original structure. The work will not substantially alter the exterior of the 
site, in fact, it is our intention that this work enhance the preservation of the building. The colors 
that we've chosen for the exterior and the trim closely resemble, as far as we can tell, the facade of 
the general store originally located on these premises. (In the photos, please note that the color of 
the new siding will also be the base color of the entire building.) 

Preparation for Repairs 
A budget was allocated for painting and repairing the building, with work to begin in spring 

of 1999. Due to leaks and the potential for serious water damage, it was determined that a 
portion of the roof had to be replaced. It was further established that water seeping behind the 
siding on the ground level of the building could rot the original structure, ifnot remedied 
thoroughly and immediately. Much to our dismay, as we began working, we discovered that one 
reason for the water seepage was that the siding was not what it appeared to be. It was 
compressed cardboard (particle board), rather than wood. It held water, thereby enabling it to rot 
the interior wood while causing the exterior paint to peel. Further, there was no·insulation 
present. 

However, on a more positive note, by removing the offending siding, we discovered a 
magestic window, apparently part of the original structure. It had been boarded up and hidden for 
years_ Because our new tenant intends to recreate and preserve as much of the historic ambiance 
as possible, we've been in a position to save the window, and further glorifY the heritage of the 
site. 

Decision Making Process 
Our budget was generous, but not unlimited. Confronted with the unexpected partial roof 

replacement, waterlogged siding, and the need to paint and trim the entire building, we had to 
prioritize the work to be done. 

Any and all structural repairs would, of course, be done. Painting has to be done, to 
refresh and maintain the dignity of the building. Having removed the artificial siding, we were 



• • 
Industries 

1300 Spring Street 

Suite 124 

Silver Spring, MD 20910 

301-588-0196 

now in a position to expose the window and insulate the structure. Because our budget was 
becoming strained, we decided to put up temporary, but good-looking, acrylic siding on the 
ground level. Specifically, in the back of the building, and on lithe driveway II side only, not the 
front or the upper level. The color of the siding has been matched to the fresh paint, in order to 
present a uniform facade. It is our expectation that, in the future, wooden siding will hug the 
entire building. _. -

We have chosen to pursue this avenue at this time in order to preserve and protect the 
structure, not exceed our budget severely, and ultimately accomodate our new tenant's desire to 
recreate the look of old Kensington. And we're trying to accomplish all of this in a timely fashion. 

Conclusion 
Our replacement of the artificial siding with acrylic siding was intended as a temporary 

measure. For the reasons stated above, it would give us more latitude to replicate the rich 
ambiance available through this historical site. Realistically, the optimum time for us to consider 
the placement of wooden siding upon the building will be in 4-5 years, the next time we paint. 

As you can see, the preservation and safety of the premises has been at the forefront of 
the big picture. Our approach is intelligent and cooperative, and we welcome your input. Please 
grant us the permit, so that we can get back to work. 

Sincerely, 

Enclosures: permit application, check ($82.50), plat, photographs 
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GRADE CROSSING AT ST. PAUL STREET 

Credit: Kensington Historical Society 

The grade crossing at St. Paul Street was one of the most dangerous in Montgomery County. In the 1927 picture above the street barricade is relatively new and is the result 
of long hours spent by Kensington residents badgering state officials. The H. W. Wanner store shown in the background occupies the same building that early Kensington 
entrepreneur Frank Fawcett built around 1880. It is now part of Antique Row. 
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Jun-23-99 03:20P • 
KENSINGTON HISTORICAL SOQETY, INC 

P.O. BOXJ51 

MCHPC 
MNCPPC 
8787 Georgia Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 

KENSINGTON, MD ZOIl9j 

June 2J, 1999 

Dear Chair, Commissioners, and Staff: 

I am writing as chair of the Preservation Committee of the Kcnsin!,1on Hi:storica1 Society 
concerning the two applications for 3730 Howard A venue. 

1 would like to address case #31/6-99H RETROACTIVE. This property is one of our 
earliest storcs in the Town as weU as in the Historic District Any situation where owners 
have done work without obtaining a pennit is always a difficult one. frequently owners 
are aware of the permitting process and for one reason or another have failed to tbUowcd 
through. It is disappointing to ask anyone to add extra expense to their work, but the 
inappropriate and unapproved changes cannot be allowed. This building in particular is a 
comerstone of the block and the side view is very prominenl and will be even more so as 
the neighboring park is being enlarged to become more of a town square and gathering 
place. T would certainly agree with the Staff's suggestion to immediately remove and 
repair the siding along the driveway. I would hope that some agreement could be made 

. on a time frame for repairs to the rear. The rear area of this property is actually in front of 
the neighboring building's front door. (the present "Prevention of Blindness" shop). 
Added to the parking area this makes it in a uniquely public "rear" of a building. 

I would lik.e to add that in reviewing previous cases of aluminum siding in Kensington 
these were my findings 

.case 31/6-89N (1989) 
103 J 2 Kensington Pk. wy. (one block from 3730 Howard) 
An application was approved to remove aluminum siding. 

case 31/6-89P (1989j 
3935 Baltimore St. 
Siding was allowed on a reconstructed addition to match the aluminum siding on 
the original resource. 

case Jl/6-92L (1993) 
3919 Washington St. 
An application approved included removal of aluminum siding to ~posc wood 
siding undemeath. 

case 31/6·94B (1994) 
3923 Baltimore St. 
Removal of aluminum sidings was approved. 

P.02 
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KENSINGTON HISTORICAL .~OC1ETY, INC. 

case 11/6-9SA (l995) 
l0543 St. Paul St. 

P.O. BOX 453 
UNSINGTON, MD 2(11195 

JIUI~2J,lm 

Aluminum siding was allowed on a new addition to match the aluminum siding on 
the original resource. 

Tn no cases in Kensington, has aluminum siding been allowed to be installed on an historic 
resource. 1 believe that the same holds true for vinylliiding. 

In every instance there are difficulties in repairing or restorillg an historic property. Each 
individual exception will erode the tabrie of the District. Hopefully, tax rebates for 
financial assistll1ce~ coupled with the pride, ambiance for those who live and shop here, 
and tpe financial benefits of being in an IUstodc District will be realized by those who own 
property here 

In addressing Case No. 31/6-99G, I would again agree with the Staff report The signs 
appear to be appropiale to the building and the period. Ihe use of the hand showing a 
parking area ties in with a $imilar design down the street. I would have to agree with the 
inappriate design of the minibarn at the rear. but do not object to a storage stru«ture to 
replace the present one. 

We in Kensington appreciate the enormous time and effort that goes into your review and 
maintainance of the Histonc Di~ricts in Montgomery County. 

Sincerely. 

Julie 0' Malley 
KHS Preservation Committee Chair 

P.03 
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mSTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

SPEAKER'S FORM 

If you wish to speak on an agenda ite~ please fill out this form and give it to a 
Historic Preservation staff person sitting at the left end of the table in the front of the 
auditorium prior to consideration of that item. The Historic Preservation Commission 
welcomes public testimony on most agenda items. 

Please print using ink, and provide your full name, complete address, and name of 
person/organization that you officially represent (yourself, an adjacent property owner, 
citizens association, government agency, etc.). This provides a complete record and 
assists with future notification on this case. This meeting is being recorded. For audio 
identification, please state your name and affiliation for the record the first time you 
speak on any item. 

DATE:--,.-_~;-;>.L.)_U_f\J---=--.:..t~d_ ........ _~+-/ _\.lo-1..l£...'1-..,;..' ........:0(:...--_______ _ 

AGENDA ITEM ON WInCH YOU WISH TO SPEAK: __ 1J-=-L'---;D;3;;P'-______ _ 

NAME: uhtt (c1V\ . Llh \Aoff- . 
COMPLETE MAILING ADDRESS: :s 7 jG t:\owa;vd A JZ 

~iMSIv1~)z01 !V\ D 1-.68'15 
REPRESENTING (INDIVIDUAUORGANIZATION): _________ ~_ 

Wotpo Pf \J\j V u~T0\~ S 

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission observes the following time 
guidelines for testimony at regular meetings and hearings: 

HAWP applicant's presentation ........................................................ : ........ 7 minutes 
Comment by affected property owners on Master Plan designation............ 3 minutes 
Comment by adjacent ownersfmterested parties.. ....................................... 3 minutes 
Comment by citizens association!mterested groups.................................... 5 minutes 
Comment by elected officials/government representatives........ .................. 7 minutes 
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mSTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

SPEAKER'S FORM 

If you wish to speak on an agenda item, please fill out this form and give it to a 
Historic Preservation staff person sitting at the left end of the table in the front of the 
auditorium prior to consideration of that item. The Historic Preservation Commission 
welcomes public testimony on most agenda items. 

Please print using ink, and provide your full name, complete address, and name of 
person/organization that you officially represent (yourself, an adjacent property owner, 
citizens association, government agency, etc.). This provides a complete record and 
assists with future notification on this case. This meeting is being recorded. Foraudio 
identification, please state your name and affiliation for the record the first time you 
speak on any item. 

DATE: '/7.3/1'? 
----------~----------------------------------------------

AGENDA ITEM ON WInCH YOU WISH TO SPEAK: _J_~T-/-b-~-9-9--,cjf--------
j' I~~ 'J91/ 

NAME: MAul( () '/JQ4IAJ£t1.-----------------------------------------------------------
/0 t.jtl'7 ~/1W{}E;7/ 'S/ ' COMPLETE MAILING ADDRESS: ________________ _ 

I 

REPRESENTING (INDIVIDUAIJORGANIZATION): )(;,v0r'/-r;V L4z? 

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission observes the following time 
guidelines for testimony at regular meetings and hearings: 

HAWP applicant's presentation, ................................................................ 7 minutes 
Comment by affected property owners on Master Plan designation............ 3 minutes 
Comment by adjacent ownerslinterested parties......................................... 3 minutes 
Comment by citizens associationfmterested groups.................................... 5 minutes 
Comment by elected officials/government representatives.......................... 7 minutes 
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cgg 4 

1 approve the staff recommendations in Case No. 37/3-99N, 

2 Park Historic District, 11 Pine street, Takoma Park. 

3 we accept staff recommendations with the condition 
~ 

~ 
M 

4 ork that the applicant work with the staff for final 

5 
p pproval -- in HPC Case No. 31/6-99G in the Kensington 
E 
N 
G 6 A 
D istoric District at 3730 Howard Avenue. I move we approve 
C 
0 7 B 
A 

staff recommendations for approval of Case No. 31/7-99D, 
Y 
0 
N 8 N 
E 

apitol View Park Historic District at 9925 Capitol View 
N 
J 9 
0 

venue; and Case No. 21/7-99E, Capitol View Park Historic 
1 
0 
0 10 2 

F 
istrict at 10023 Menlo Avenue in Silver Spring; and Case No. 

0 
A 

11 M 
F 

37/C-990, Takoma Park Historic District, 7318 Baltimore 
E 
D 

12 venue, Takoma Park; and HPC Case No. 37/3-99N, Takoma Park 

13 Historic District which is at 7221 Cedar Avenue, Takoma Park. 

14 MS. WATKINS: I second. 

15 MR. SPURLOCK: Close the public record. All those 

16 in favor, please raise your right hand. The motion passes 

17 unanimously. The next case on our agenda is Case D. May we 

18 have a staff report, please. 

19 MS. ZIEK: Okay. The proposed historic area work 
, 

20 permit at\~730 Howard Avenue is a retroactive HAWP. The 

21 applicant and um, uh, actually uh, recommended by um, her 

22 daughter, Sharon Wolpuff is here tonight. Uh, the applicant 

23 has a Victorian Vernacular Building in the Kensington 

24 Historic District in the commercial district. It's a primary 

25 resource in the district. They've applied vinyl siding on 
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1 the side and the rear elevations of the commercial portion of 

2 the building. The structure has uh, wood siding, uh has half 

3 wood siding and um, and I can show you some slides showing 

4 that the uh, German siding which was on the historic front 

5 part of the building is still extant under the vinyl siding. 

6 The um, maybe I should just show my slides and get 

7 us sort of oriented. Okay. This is a view of the um, 

8 looking down Howard Avenue. And the subject property is the 

9 yellow and blue building right at the corner. Let me see, 

10 there's another slide. Here's another picture of the 

11 building. And you can see that along the alley entrance, 

12 well the driveway entrance way, right hand side of the slide, 

13 you can see the vinyl siding uh, right here. The um, the 

14 building is a wonderful structure. The applicant actually 

15 provided, or actually the applicant's tenant provided me with 

16 an historic photograph showing that this historic front 

17 portion is early original and or early to the building. The 

18 residential portion was over here. And this is the 

19 commercial portion of the structure. 

20 There's just a lap siding on the main part of the 

21 house. And German siding is uh, was apparently installed on 

22 the commercial side. This is metal panels right here in the 

23 front that are covering, I don't know exactly what. And 

24 other than that, urn, the building is uh, has a high level of 

25 integrity. There's a lot of interior finishes that still 
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1 remain, and some interior columns. Everybody seems quite 

2 excited about that. That was the shed which was to be 

3 removed. Let's see. Just to show you how the building sits 

4 in the district. It's adjacent to another primary resource, 

5 which is the Site for Blindness. It's a brick structure. I 

6 believe 19th century structure adjacent. When, they've done 

7 some work. There was originally masonite. When the 

8 applicants started this project it was masonite siding on 

9 this part of the building. And this window is actually 

10 covered up. And everybody's quite excited about uncovering 

11 that historic window and using it as part of the store front, 

12 the shop. That's quite exciting. 

13 I walked down the driveway here. We're at the back 

14 of the building, and you can see the rear with the vinyl 

15 siding, the additions. And the return here for the vinyl. 

16 And this is wood. There's been a door that was closed off 

17 some time in the past. The biggest problem with the rear 

18 elevation is that it um, they are going to put one of the 

19 signs which you just approved, is a parking sign. They would 

20 like to utilize this parking area for the shops, which makes 

21 a lot of sense. And so the public will be coming to the 

22 back. So, even this back elevation 'which typically would be 

23 considered a non public face will be seen by the public. And 

24 in a sense will be the first thing they'll see as they get 

25 out of their cars and walk up along side of the building and 
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1 then come in the front door right on Howard Avenue. 

2 Howard Avenue is now undergoing a commercial 

3 revitalization. There's a lot of work that the County is 

4 undertaking to help all of the shop owners here. And 

5 everybody's very excited about that work as well. That's in 

6 process right now. So uh, you can see here the German 

7 siding. This is a shot right outside the back door on the 

8 rear elevation. So you can see the German siding, at least 

9 in this particular area is still in place. I understand from 

10 the person who did the vinyl siding installation that the 

11 siding is in bad condition, poor condition. I've not been 

12 able to evaluate it. It simply is not available, which is 

13 one of the problems, of course with a retroactive HAWP that 

14 we should be involved with the process. We would like to be 

15 able to have a fuller understanding of the condition of the 

16 building which we don't have. 

17 This is a better, this is a good view of the side 

18 windows. And I'm standing in the park which is a public 

19 park. And this is another reason why the side elevation is a 

20 significant elevation. And very often the Commission looks 

21 at rear elevations or side elevations as secondary elevations 

22 that may not be significant or as significant in the 

23 district. But in this particular case, the side elevation is 

24 a significant eleva~ion. The public park will be uh, 

25 redesigned, reinvigorated with the streetscape work which is 
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1 going on now. And it also is the entry way for the 

2 Prevention of Blindness Building which is a wonderful primary 

3 historic building in the district. 

4 So, people will definitely see the side elevation. 

5 I'm sure that the tenant will take advantage of that, 

6 hopefully with this, considering the side window perhaps as 

7 another display opportunity. Urn, but it's uh, you know, it's 

8 a very nice window. It has a lot of light inside. This is 

9 just another view of the street. And uh, just to show you a 

10 little bit of the context, there's another 19th century 

11 structure. Well Howard Avenue has a lot of 20th century 

12 intrusions. Right in this area you can still get a sense of 

13 why some of the historic district in Kensington is actually 

14 on the north side of the railroad tracks. It used to be able 

15 to very easily walk across the tracks. Myzell Lumber right 

16 now, it's in a 19th century structure. And of course the 

17 train station would be to the left in this picture. Urn, 

18 another 19th century structured town. 

19 This is a view standing on the train side looking 

20 back at the, existing the park for the Prevention of 

21 Blindness •. And urn, just a closer look at that park and that 

22 building. So you get a sense of that. And at this point, 

23 I'm standing at the rear of the building. And so you can see 

24 that actually the Preventiori of Blindness Building is set 

25 well back from the street, so that the people coming here 
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1 have another opportunity to look at the back of the subject 

2 property. It's a pale dash finish of the gay of London, that 

3 was interesting. And here again is our view, at this point 

4 I'm standing at the side of the Prevention of Blindness 

5 Building. 

6 These are some of the other neighbors at the 

7 parking lot area. And I think again, urn, that's another 

8 reason why the subject property's so important. It stands in 

9 contrast as a 19th century structure urn, in uh, with there 

10 are 20th century intrusions. But I think to hide one of the 

11 importance of the 19th century structure. 

12 I've had some conversations with the applicant. 

13 They clearly have uh, uh, uh, good feeling for the building, 

14 a fondness. And they care about the building. Urn, 

15 nevertheless, I have to say that I think the Commission, the 

16 law requires that the Commission participate in these 

17 decisions. And uh, I would just note that the use of vinyl 

18 siding is discouraged in our historic districts, specifically 

19 the Kensington Historic District. As one of the early 

20 commercial buildings in Kensington, the structure has added 

21 significance as it is along Howard Avenue to show what the 

22 19th Century was. The um,'vinyl siding, of course does, the 

23 installation of vinyl siding actually does more damage to the 

24 original siding, which of course has happened. And, uh, I 

25 just want to note that the applicant has expressed some 



P 
E 
N 
G 
A 
o 
C 
o 
B 
A 
y 
o 
N 
N 
E 

N 
J 

o 
7 
o 
o 
2 

F 
o 
R 
M 

F 
e 
o 

cgg 10 

1 dismay that there's no installation in the building. I hope 

2 that we'll be able to work with the owner about that because 

3 there are many problems involved with adding installation 

4 into the technologies of older structures. And we would like 

5 to try to work with applicants before they create new 

6 problems for themselves with these structures. 

7 But, I'm recommending that the vinyl siding not be 

8 approved by the Commission. That it be denied. That vinyl 

9 siding is inconsistent with the purposes of Chapter 24A that 

10 this material and on this building in this location is 

11 incompatible with the historic district. I note that there 

12 are programs that are available to people in historic 

13 districts, such as the County tax credit and the state tax 

14 credit. And in this particular case, because this is a 

15 commercial structure, the federal income tax, federal tax 

16 credit program may also be pertinent. So that there are 

17 programs to assist with the costs that anybody incurs in 

18 terms of maintenance of their historic structure. 

19 Uh, I am recommending that the vinyl siding on the 

20 east elevation, that's the driveway side be removed 

21 immediately, and that the vinyl siding on the rear elevation 

22 be removed within a year's time. The applicant is here 

23 tonight. And I'll be happy to answer any of your questions. 

24 I'll note that the um LAP has submitted a letter. I'm sorry, 

25 the LAP's here tonight. But the Historical Society has 
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1 submitted a letter which you received a copy of, of which 

2 you've received a copy, and also the applicant has received a 

3 copy that expresses support for the staff suggestion. And 

4 also notes um, the various times. I think it's a very 

5 interesting letter in terms of noting, having done research 

6 on the number of times that the vinyl siding issue or 

7 aluminum siding issue has come up before the Commission, and 

8 the response. And um, they've stated no cases in Kensington 

9 as -- no siding be allowed to be installed on a historic 

10 resource on aluminum siding. And I believe the same holds 

11 true for vinyl siding. 

12 So, um, I'll be happy to answer any questions you 

13 may have. 

14 MR. SPURLOCK: Any questions of staff? 

15 MS. VELASQUEZ: I don't have any questions. But 

16 I'd like to congratulate Perry for her hard work. That's--

17 MS. KEPHART: Actually Robin did ft. 

18 MS. VELASQUEZ: Robin. Both of you. It was a very 

19 well researched report. Thank you. 

20 MR. SPURLOCK: Would the applicant like to step 

21 forward, please. 

22 MS. WOLPUFF: Yes, where would you like me? 

23 MR. SPURLOCK: Would you like please state your 

24 name for the record, and would you like 

25 MS. WOLPUFF: Oh, my name is Sharon Wolpuff and I'm 
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1 here in behalf of Wolpuff Industries. And where shall I 

2 start? 

3 MR. SPURLOCK: Why don't you, would you like to 

4 respond to the staff report? 

5 MS. WOLPUFF: Uh, well first of all, I would like 

6 to "apologize for not obeying the rules. Our intention was to 

7 do some ordinary maintenance. It was our intention to paint 

8 the building this Spring. And the siding needed to be 

9 replaced. And so what, our intention was, if you read the 

10 letter that I included with our retroactive permit 

11 application. Uh, our intention was to protect the building 

12 with this acrylic vinyl siding. It was to be temporary so 

13 that we could paint the entire building and perhaps in the 

14 next four to five years replace the wooden siding. 

15 . And then we found out that we had done something 

16 that we weren't supposed to do. And when, with my contact 

17 with Robin Ziek, I agreed with her. And it is our intention 

18 to replace the siding as soon as possible. And that's why 

19· I'm here tonight. I agree with the finding, and what I'm 

20 here to discuss is the timing of it. We've already got our 

21 staff on this. And rather than paint the entire building, 

22 because it was a matter of finances. Rather than paint the 

23 entire building, what we're going to do is replace all of the 

24 siding at the same time. We're not going to do it in two 

25 phases. We want to do it all at once. And we will be happy 
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1 to involve the Commission. If you want to come and evaluate 

2 the damage or the good condition, you would be welcome to do 

3 so. And you'll just have to tell me who to be in touch' with 

4 with regard to this. And uh, but, we'll be happy to involve 

5 you and include you. 

6 Um, what I would ask is, it seems to me, what 

7 you've asked us that we remove the side elevation immediately 

8 and the rear elevation within one year. And what we'd like 

9 to do is split the difference and tell you we can have 

10 everything done by the end of December of 1999. And what 

11 we're aiming for is to do this in the early Fall. We would 

12 like to do it while the weather is still good, before winter 

13 hits. Even though winters have been mild around here. And 

14 that's the timing that works really well for us. 

15 MS. VELASQUEZ: That doesn't sound unreasonable to 

16 me. I have a question. 

17 MS. WOLPUFF: Yes. 

18 MS. VELASQUEZ: You um, you say you have replaced 

19 the siding, you mean the wood siding? 

20 MS. WOLPUFF: We'll do what needs to be done. What 

21 needs to be replaced, we'll replace. What needs to be 

22 refreshed, we'll refresh. Uh, it's uh, some of it's in 

23 extremely good condition, especially on the side of the 

24 building. But it's the rear of the building and that, how 

25 did you describe it? That goes in that little back area in 
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1 the, that, like around that corner where you really can't see 

2 it. 

3 MS. KEPHART: We called it a return. 

4 MS. WOLPUFF: The turn, the return, that's right. 

5 It's uh, there's some badly damaged siding back there. 

6 MS. VELASQUEZ: What do you expect to replace it 

7 with? I mean, would you have the siding milled to match the 

8 existing novelty siding or would you just use modern siding? 

9 What would you put on there? 

10 MS. WOLPUFF: I think it would be wisest for me to 

11 ask you what you suggest. We'd like to do it just once. 

12 MS. VELASQUEZ: We have recently heard of a place 

13 that will mill siding to make it look like that German 

14 siding. I think the staff can tell you where that is when 

15 it's time for you to do that. 

16 MS. WOLPUFF: Oh, really. Are they local? 

17 MS. ZIEK: I think the point is that uh, what we 

18 would call just standard German siding sometimes in the past, 

19 they would have had a different profile. It might still have 

20 been called German siding, but you know each house has its 

21 own, or each building has its own specific history. so, we 

22 would like to certainly work with you to do that analysis. 

23 See what's readily available, then work with you to see if 

24 perhaps what was readily available didn't match what you had, 

25 maybe it would match. We don't know that at that point. But 
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1 we would like to work with you in terms of that analysis and 

2 work out what would be a match. 

3 MS. WOLPUFF: Okay. Cause we'd like to keep the 

4 cost in mind as well. We want, there were a number of things 

5 that we're gonna have to juggle here. And we'll be happy to 

6 do that. Is there grant money available for this? I know 

7 that there are tax credits available. 

8 MS. VELASQUEZ: Tax credits, I don't know. I think 

9 you have to be national register or something to do. 

10 Wouldn't you. 

11 MS. ZIEK: There's loan funding available. And I 

12 can talk to you about that. There's no grants for 

13 individuals that I know of. Usually the grants are so 

14 competitive, the funds are so limited for grants, they go to 

15 non profits. But there is loan money at low interest or 

16 below market rate, you know, that you can, that is available 

17 if you qualify. So I can certainly work with you about that. 

18 And uh, you know perhaps that in combination with the tax 

19 credits. Have you looked at the tax credit programs? 

20 MS. WOLPUFF: I've looked over them. That part of 

21 the business is handled by my sister. 

22 MS. ZIEK: Okay. We'll have to get all this 

23 coordination going. 

24 MS. WOLPUFF: Yeah. And she's very good at it. 

25 So, and so I believe in the future you'll be speaking to her, 
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1 she'll be speaking to you at some point. 

2 MS. ZIEK: Okay. 

3 MS. WOLPUFF: And we'll get that set in motion. 

4 MS. VELASQUEZ: I have one more concern. Robin 

5 raised in her report and we recently had uh, this type of 

6 thing come up before. I understand that your building is not 

7 insulated. Which is --

8 MS. WOLPUFF: Uh, it's not well insulated on the 

9 bottom part, on the --

10 MS. VELASQUEZ: Is that going to make it cold? 

11 MS. WOLPUFF: It has, but um, you know, I'm 

12 thinking. Because I don't remember experiencing the cold 

13 when I've been in that building. And I've been over, my 

14 studio's over there. And actually our operations manager, 

15 who would be in charge of the project has his office over 

16 there too. And um, I don't remember experiencing that part 

17 of the building as being cold. I think we're more concerned 

18 about protecting the structure rather than urn, the 

19 temperature inside. But any little bit will help preserve 

20 the heat and the air conditioning in the summertime. 

21 MS. VELASQUEZ: I was just going to make a 

22 suggestion. 

23 MS. WOLPUFF: Yes. 

24 MS. VELASQUEZ: I suggest you work with Robin urn, 

25 when you do decide or as you're doing, in doing this whole 

.' 
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1 process, she's, the whole staff is very knowledgeable about 

2 this kind of thing. The wrong kind of insulation can 

3 actually damage the wood on the inside and the outside of the 

4 building. So, urn, I think staff can probably help guide you. 

5 When, that's the insulation's your business. But if it 

6 deteriorates the inside and outside siding, it's defeating 

7 everybody's work. 

8 MS. WOLPUFF: That's right. That's right. 

9 MS. VELASQUEZ: So. 

10 MS. WOLPUFF: And we want to do this right. And 

11 just to know that we have this kind of, we have the 

12 opportunity to do it. And that there are people to help us. 

13 I'm delighted. 

14 MR. SPURLOCK: Uh, we have one other speaker. Why 

15 don't we have from the LAP and then we'll have you step back 

16 up, please. Mr. O'Donnell. 

17 MR. O'DONNELL: Chairman Spurlock and members of 

18 the Commission, thank you. I will just take a moment of your 

19 time. Sorry I couldn't get you a letter earlier today on the 

20 topic. The LAP is definitely in support of the staff report 

21 on this thing. Obviously, we don't have an attitude that's 

22 punitive on this. It's more a question of coming to a 

23 constructive solution. And it seems like the applicant has 

24 got a very constructive attitude toward it. So, it may be 

25 the strategy is to uh, deny this HAWP, but then proceed to an 
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1 interactive discussion on how to best make this happen. And 

2 I think that's probably about as much as I need to say. 

3 Unless you've got any questions. 

4 MR. SPURLOCK: Did you have an opinion on the 

5 applicant's proposal to 

6 MR. O'DONNELL: It seems reasonable to me. As you 

7 said, I can't think of anything that would be unreasonable 

8 about it. It sounds like the attitude is what's important. 

9 I mean people basically on the LAP said we ought to figure 

10 out a way to expedite to expedite removal of the vinyl siding 

11 in a constructive manner, so. 

12 MR. SPURLOCK: Okay. Thank you. 

13 MR. O'DONNELL: Thank you. 

14 MR. SPURLOCK: Could staff give us a little 

15 guidance on what sort of motion. 

16 MS. KEPHART: That's what we're discussing. 

17 MS. ZIEK: We were just discussing that uh, 

18 probably think that you, since the application was for vinyl 

19 siding, that you have to deny it. But I think that you can 

20 then go ahead and say that you can stipulate the schedule 

21 that you would agree on with the applicant --

22 MS. VELASQUEZ: SO that it will be --

23 MS. ZIEK: -- as part of your motion. 

24 MS. VELASQUEZ: But we don't want it to be punitive 

25 to the applicant. 
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1 MS. KEPHART: What we were suggesting is that the 

2 applicant could ask that the HAWP be modified to be actually 

3 a change from vinyl to wood and that you approve that with 

4 the condition that it be coordinated with the staff. 

5 MS. ZIEK: But I don't know if they can do that 

6 right here. I mean, you know you make your application --

7 MS. KEPHART: Then modify the application, tell 

8 them--

9 MS. WATKINS: Which is repair in kind. 

10 MS. VELASQUEZ: Yeah, if it's removing vinyl, 

11 because we don't want the vinyl on the building. And she's 

12 just repairing the siding, that's replacement in kind. She 

13 doesn't need a HAWP for that. 

14 MS. ZIEK: Right. 

15 MS. KEPHART: But she does have to go from vinyl to 

16 wood which would be she's actually changing the material at 

17 this point. 

18 MS. ZIEK: Right. I mean we do require people to 

19 come in even when they're removing non original siding to 

20 restore original siding. That's a change. Even though we 

21 elcome that kind of change, you still have to --

22 MS. EIG: If we're telling her --

23 MS. VELASQUEZ: Even though the vinyl was put up 

24 ithout a permit in the first place --

25 MS. EIG: We're telling her she has to take it down 
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1 

2 MS. VELASQUEZ: She has to come back --

3 MS. ZIEK: The thing is that as far as I can' see, 

4 she's on record now with an application. The permit has been 

5 submitted that requests approval of the vinyl. So you have 

6 to vote on that. 

7 MR. SPURLOCK: I think perhaps we need to deny this 

8 HAWP in front of us and give the applicant an understanding 

9 from the Commission that we are receptive to her proposal and 

10 have her just file another HAWP. Which we can expedite. 

11 MS. KEPHART: Then it becomes just a repair. 

12 You're not going to consider it a change from vinyl to wood, 

13 it just becomes wood. 

14 MS. ZIEK: Right. 

15 MS. VELASQUEZ: If we deny the use of vinyl --

16 MS. ZIEK: Right. 

17 MS. VELASQUEZ: then vinyl is a non issue. Once 

18 it's off, it's the building that we started with. 

19 MS. ZIEK: Right. But what the issue now is the 

20 schedule. And as staff, in my report, I have recommended one 

21 schedule, the applicant is recommending a different schedule. 

22 d I think in your motion, you can address that. 

23 MS. VELASQUEZ: Okay. I can do that. Mr. 

24 Chairman, urn, I move that we deny the application in front of 

25 us, Case No. 31/6-99H at 3730 Howard Avenue in the Kensington 
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1 Historic District. And further require that the vinyl siding 

2 on the entire building be removed within one year. In six 

3 months, so revise my motion, six months. 

4 MS. WATKINS: I second. 

5 MR. SPURLOCK: Close the public record. All those 

6 in favor raise your right hand. Motion passes unanimously. 

7 Do you need a clarification? 

8 MS. ZIEK: Um, I just wonder if you would just want 

9 to go on record in terms of why you, you khow say for the 

10 reasons cited in the staff report, or urn 

11 MS. VELASQUEZ: I'll amend my motion to include the 

12 reasons, to include the staff report as part of my motion. 

13 Uh, for the reasons in the staff report, I move we deny and 

14 etc. 

15 MR. SPURLOCK: Thank you. 

16 MS. WOLPUFF: Oh, can I ask you one question? 

17 MR. SPURLOCK: Absolutely. 

18 MS. WOLPUFF: What's my next step? Do I --

19 MS. VELASQUEZ: Take the siding off and repair your 

20 building. 

21 MS. WOLPUFF: Do we need a permit to do that? 

22 MS. EIG: I don't think so. We might suggest that, 

23 you have to repair it in kind. Which means that it should 

24 look the same way. And I think that the staff can provide 

25 you some assistance in being able to match that wood 
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1 properly. So that you don't have a permit. Because if you 

2 do not repair it in kind, then you have to come back and ask 

3 permission to repair it differently. 

4 MS. WOLPUFF: Okay. I think what got us confused, 

5 what got us in trouble in the first place was that there was 

6 this masonite siding on top of everything. And so um, urn, it 

7 is our intention to repair it in kind. And do I understand 

8 that I can stay in touch with Robin as I have questions and 

9 I'll get guidance from you? 

10 MS. ZIEK: Right. And I think that we should 

11 probably actually, maybe we should arrange a meeting with you 

12 know, the whole family or whatever, whoever is making these 

13 decisions, so that we could be very clear all together what 

14 the steps are going to take. So that, you know, I can be 

15 there for inspecting the siding when the vinyl does come off, 

16 and work with you in terms of repairs to the existing siding. 

17 MS. WOLPUFF: Good. We would appreciate your help. 

18 MS. ZIEK: Okay. Thank you. 

19 MS. WOLPUFF: Thank you very much. 

20 MR. SPURLOCK: The next case on our agenda is Case 

21 F. Can we have a staff report, please. 

22 MS. KEPHART: Case F is for urn, a side or front 

23 addition at 31 West Kirke street in the Chevy Chase Village 

24 istoric District. The applicant is here to discuss this 

25 ith you. I would call your attention to circle, in your 
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