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HISTORICAL
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TRUST
Division of Historical and Cultural Programs
Office of Cultural and Educational Services

Mr. Robert M. Albiol
16710 River Road
Poolesville, Maryland 20837

Dear Mr. Albiol.:

William Donald Schaefer
Governor

Jacqueline H. Rogers
Secretary, DHCD

August 12, 1991

Re: Pumphrey - Mateney House
Germantown, Maryland

Thank you for your letter of June 20, 1991 concerning the
installation of exterior storm windows on the above-referenced
property. It is my understanding that the Montgomery County HPC
placed a condition on the historic area work permit that prohibits
you from installing exterior, triple-track storm windows on this
property. I must say that I agree with your description of the
condition as "perplexing."

You are indeed correct in your understanding that the use of
triple-track storm windows on historic buildings is not only an
acceptable preservation practice but, in fact, recommended by this
office as well as the. National Park Service. Therefore, I am a
little surprised by the HPC's decision.

The obvious reason triple-track storm windows are recommended
is to increase energy efficiency while protecting the historic
window from the detrimental effects of the environment. Although
the use of interior storm windows may produce a more preferred
aesthetic solution to the energy efficiency problem, they
'significantly increase the potential for damage to the historic
window and sill from condensation.

My suggestion to you is that you return to the HPC and, once
again, ask for approval of the installation of the exterior storm
windows. If you haven't already, you may want to include with your
request, a copy of "Preservation Brief #3" which, as you have
indicated, states the National Park Service's stance on this topic.
Although the HPC•will receive a copy of this letter, you may also
want to include a copy with your request.

Department of Housing / and Community Development
45 Calvert Street, Room 423, Annapolis, Maryland 21401 (301) 974-5585



Mr. Robert M. Albiol
August 12, 1991
Page 2

Should you have any questions concerning my comments, please
feel free to call me at (310) 514-7617.

Sincerely,

Michael K. Day
Chief,
Planning and Educational Outreach

MKD/jja

cc: Ms. Gwen Marcus
Maryland-National Capital Park
and Planning Commission

Mr. Leonard Taylor, Jr.
Chairman, Montgomery County Historic

Preservation Commission
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51 Monroe Street
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February 13, 1991

Robert Albiol
16710 River Road
Poolesville, Maryland 20837

RE: 19401 Germantown Road, Germantown

Dear Mr. Albiol:

This is to confirm receipt and approval of your proposed plans to
restore/replace the northeast and southwest porches on the Pumphrey-Mateney
House (Master Plan Site #19/13-5), at 19401 Germantown Road, Germantown. You
may now proceed with these improvements. Thank you for your cooperation in
this matter and please call me at 217-3625 with any questions.

Sincerely,

44c69- 6,1-/,
Laura E. McGrath,
Planning Specialist

2511E

Historic Preservation Commission

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

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

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

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application

DATE:
i

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission, at their meeting
of ~. reviewed the attached application by

for an Historic Area Work Permit. The
application was:

Approved Denied

Approved with Conditions: )Ifn*4kc,~i7 :611

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

Attachments:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

2020E
Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-21419. 301/21; -;625
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Historic Area Work Permit Applicants

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

DATE: 
141 1f>0

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

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

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

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

JBC:av
1144E

z4oZ~ 44f&

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, RockvWe,'Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-3625
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Historic Preservation Commission

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

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT
TAX ACCOUNT

NAME OF PROPERTYAWNER; TELEPHONE NO.-

(Contract/Purchaser) (Include Area Code)

ADDRESS
CITY STATE

CONTRACTOR TELEPHONE NO.
CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER

PLANS PREPARED BY TELEPHONE NO.
(Include Area Code)

REGISTRATION NUMBER

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number Street

Town/City Election District

Nearest Cross Street

Lot Block Subdivision

Liber Folio Parcel

1A. TYPE.OF.PERMIT. ACTION: (circle one) Circle One" A/C - Slab Room Addition

,Construct - f "Extend/Add Alter/Renovate 'Repair -Porch Deck Fireplace Shed Solar Woodburning Stove

Wreck/Raze,: Move Install- - Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) Other

1B. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $

1C. IF THIS IS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMITSEE PERMIT #

1D. INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY

1E. IS THIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE?

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY

0.1 ( 1 WSSC 02 ( ) Septic 01 ( ) WSSC 02 ( ) Well

03 ( ) Other 03 ( ) Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

4A. HEIGHT feet inches

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

1. On party line/Property line

2. Entirely on land of owner

3. On public right of way/easement (Revocable Letter Required).

I hereby certify that I have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with

plans approved by all agencies listed and I hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

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

• F _

APPROVED For Chairperson
!
, Historic Preserotio mission

DISAPPROVED DISAPPROVED Signa Date

APPLICATION/PERMIT N0: r`""`f'` """` FEE:$

DATE FILED: PERMIT FEE:$

DATE ISSUED: BALANCE $

OWNERSHIP CODE: RECEIPT NO: FEE WAIVED:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS



THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS
APPLICATION

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WORK: (including composition, color and texture of mate als to'be used:)

(If more space is neede/attahonal sheets on plain or lined paper to is application)

ATTACH TO THIS APPLIOPIES OF: SUCH SITE PLANS (lot dimen 'ons building location with dimensions,

drives, walks, fences, patiod or existing) and/or ARCHITECTURAL DR INGS (floor plans, elevations, etc.),
PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE AED, as are necessary to fully describe the proposed work.

MAIL OR DELIVER THE APPLICATION AND ALL REQUIRED DOCUMENTS TO THE:

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

100 MARYLAND AVENUE

ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20850

2



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

PREPARED BY: Laura McGrath DATE: August 3, 1990

CASE NUMBER: 19/13-5-90A TYPE OF REVIEW: HAWP

SITE/DISTRICT NAME: Pumphrey-Mateney PROPERTY ADDRESS: 19401 Germantown
House/Germantown Road
Historic District

TAX CREDIT ELIGIBLE: Yes

DISCUSSION:

The applicant is proposing to restore the Pumphrey-Mateney House, a two story
frame house with gable roof built in the early 1880s. Restoration will
include repointing of the chimneys, repointing and/or rebuilding of the
foundation where necessary, repair of porches and staircases, replacement of
the roof, and repair and/or replacement of siding, trim, shutters, and
windows. In addition, the applicant is proposing the installation of exterior
lighting in several locations and landscaping, including a fence surrounding
the property. Demolition of a shed on the south end of the property and the
addition of a window on the east wall of the rear addition are also proposed.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

As proposed, all restoration and repair work will be completed with like
materials, in a like manner, and according to the Secretary of the Interior's
Standards for Rehabilitation. The landscaping and lighting plans appear
appropriate to the resource. The addition of the window in the rear east wall
of the structure, if similar in design and proportion to the others, would not
appear to substantially alter the structure; a door and window also presently
exist on the opposite elevation. Staff recommends approval of the application
based on criteria 24A-8(b)(1),(2), and (3).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. HAWP Application and Attachments
2. Site Plan
3. Photographs
4. Floor Plans and Foundation Detail
5. Germantown Master Plan Amendment Language

1995E
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Historic Preservation Com~sion

51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001, Rockville, Maryland 20850

t 217 3625

X 5- o A

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT ~ z s ̀~°

HISTORIC PRESERVATION

TAX ACCOUNT # a~fs 3~oy S COWA1SSION MONTGCTY 
Q

NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER 1~196~fi(Z.l TELEPHONE NO.:3F~_~._ -LSE

(Contract/Purchaser) (Include Area Code)

ADDRESS ~~_\ rp C~90 "~crJi L.~
ury sr n%rc nr

CONTRACTOR -(-'Z& TELEPHONE NO.

CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER

PLANS PREPARED BY L"%LH ts~V8 --LT S ~ k^--c TELEPHONE NO. ek) ZS3 -OF3—t~_

(Include Area Code)

REGISTRATION NUMBER %C ~a

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number 19 Li O \ Street

Town/City _-[? tMtA'~C~ ACV Election

Nearest Cross Street \ -.ci Z F~'T ak IA

yam`

District h )ice

Lot _1 _~pr Block 11"'A s4- Subdivision IA i

Llber—.7 37 F0110 i0 Parcel NTa

1A. TVP E I, W10N:(circle n G ucle One A/C Slab Room Addition

ons ruc EM. it /Renovate

Move Insta a Revision

iPorc Fireplace

SI5 ence/Wall lc Sectiond)

Shed Solar Woodburning Stove

Otherreek/Raze ce

3 VVF C>

plete _C~Rs1j9L557dM3

i- tPsysatc t.t.l Cr-

1B. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ S-C. inn _eD

1C. IF THIS IS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT #

10. INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY

IE. ISTHISPROPERTY A HISTORICALSITE? ETC

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY

01 (4 WSSC 02 ( 1 Septic Ot 04 WSSC 02 1 1 Well

03 ( 1 Other 03 ( ) Other __

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

4A. HEIGHT L4 feet—inches

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

I. On party line/Property line

2. Entirely on land of owner

3. On public right of way/easement (Revocable Letter Required).

I hereby certify that I have the authority $a make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with

plans approved by all agencies listed and I hereby acknowledge a accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

~ a. ~ e12
Signature downer owner or authorized agent (agent must have signature notarized an back) Date 

..............................................:..............................................

APPROVED For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission

DISAPPROVED Signature Date

APPLICATION/PERMIT NO

DATE FILED:

DATE ISSUED:

OWNERSHIP CODE:

FILING FEE:$

PERMIT FEE:I
BALANCE$ _

RECEIPT NO:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

FEE WAIVED:
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Jared Cooper
Historic Preservation Specialist
Department of Housing and Community Development
51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001
Rockville, MD 20850

Dear Jared,

Robert M. Albiol
16710 River Road
Pooleville, MD 20837
July 20, 1990

SUBJECT: THE RESTORATION OF THE PUMPHREY-MATENEY HOUSE

As you know, I plan to restore Pumphrey-Mateney House interior and exterior in
accordance with the U.S. Department of Interior's "Standards for
Rehabilitation". I have done extensive research into the design and style of
the house and have identified it as a late Victorian Homestead. Although I
have not been able to locate old photographs of the house, I have gathered
significant information from Mr. Smithers (Mr. Pumphrey's grandson) and Mrs.
Hobbs (Mr. Pumphrey's niece [and a member of the well known Riggs banking
family]). They both lived in the house as children (c. 1910-1930).

NOTE: the following paragraphs contain reference numbers. These numbers refer
to the numbers on the enclosed photographs.

CHIMNEYS: The chimneys will be repointed with a mortor which has the
appropriate color, texture and hardness (1).

EXTERIOR LIGHTING: The 3 porches, the basement exit and the rear
parking will all have exterior light fixtures which will be of the
"Late Victorian-Turn of the Century" style (2).

FOUNDATION: The stone foundation will be repointed and/or rebuilt (as
needed) with correct mortor and in the appropriate style (3). The
brick foundation, under the bay window, will be reconstructed with
same bricks and in the same pattern (4).

LANDSCAPING: The County DOT and State DOT have decided that the
driveway, to the parking at the rear of the building, must be the east
of the house (5). The driveway, as I have it designed, minimizes the
intrusion upon the house and maximizes the remaining amount of
green-space. It will have gravel surface, not asphalt. To the east
of the driveway, the land will be green-space.with at least 6 trees (3
will be elms). The property will be surrounded with flowering bushes,
at least 10 trees, and if permitted, a white picket fence.



PAINT: The walls will be painted colonial blue (as is the front porch)
(6), the trim will remain white (7) and the shutters will be painted
grey (to harmonize the roof with the walls) (8).

PORCHES AND STAIRCASES: There are 2 porches and 3 exterior staircases
(9). All will be repaired and brought up to code.

ROOF: After considerable research it was determined that the original
roof of the main house was cedar shingle; therefore, the existing
asphalt shingle roof will be replaced with #1 perfect cedar shingles
(10). The existing standing seam tin roof is leaking in several
places and is beyond repair. Therefore, it will be replaced with the
same standing seam tin (11).

SHED: Mrs. Hobbs said that the shed was built sometime after the
1950's (12). It is in very bad shape and of no historic or practical
value; therefore, I request permission to remove it.

SIDING: The clapboard on the exterior walls, is commonly known as
german siding. I intend to repair whatever I can, and replace all
missing boards with like materials (13).

TRIM AND SHUTTERS: The trim (7) and shutters (8) will be rebuilt or
replaced with like materials.

WINDOWS: All the windows will be repaired (14). I wish to add one
window, with the same design and proportions as the others, on the
east wall of the rear addition (15). For energy conservation and
comfort of the building occupants I would like to put triple track
storm windows on all windows.

I hope that my intentions are clear and my project acceptable to the Historic
Preservation Commission.. I apologize for the delay in sending you the
Application for Historic Area Work Permit, but I just recieved the title for
the house yesterday. If you or the Commission have any questions, please do
not hesitate to call. I can be reached at 948-4273.

Sincerely,

ax 

ao

Robert M. Albiol

enc
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APPLICATION FOR HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description of existing structure(s):

b. General Description of Project:



0 0

7

2. SITE PLAN. For all projects, attach an accurate site plan or property
survey, which shall include the-fo~Towing:

A. Scale (for example, 1/4" = 1 foot)

b. North Arrow

c. Location and dimensions of all existing and proposed structures:

d. Location of other features such as walks, drives, fences, ponds,
streams, dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and major landscaping
elements.

3. TREE SURVEY. If any 6" diameter or larger trees are to be removed, or
fall within the construction zone, attach an accurate tree survey. The
survey should include the exact loca ion, size, and species of all trees
located in the project area, indicating which are to oe preserved and
which are to be removed.

4. FLOOR PLANS; CONSTRUCTION PLANS. For new construction and room
additions, attach a complete set of scaled floor plans. For porches and
decks, atta- scl ed drawings showing dimensions, materials, and where and
how they— WM be attached to existing structures. For other types of
work, such as outbuildings and fences, attach scaled drawings showing
dimensions, materials, construction metKo-Ts and design details.

5. ELEVATION DRAWINGS. For new construction, including outbuildings,
attach scaled drawings of all sides of the proposed structure. For
a > tons, decks, porches, and major exterior alterations, attach scaled
drawings of all sides of structure which will be affected by~t e"proposed
work.

6. MATERIAL SPECIFICATIONS. For all projects, provide a written
descri ation of all exterior ma7terials to be use esire , material
specifications may also be included as notes on elevation drawings.. If
available, manufacturer's literature may also be included.
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zoning classificatt or overlay zone to provide the necessary
design guidelines and review may be warranted in the future.

A map of the district boundaries is in the appendix.

#19/13-1 Madeline V. Waters House 19500 Germantown Road

This resources was included on the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation in 198.5. The Madeline V. Waters House burned soon
after designation and was demolished. There are no remnants of
the foundation of the house, although the allee of trees, which
had led to house, remains.

This Plan strongly recommends that this site be retained on
the Master Plan for Historic Preservation for two reasons:

1. The Master Plan for Historic Preservation has never
been "reamended" to remove a resource--even after that
resource has been damaged or destroyed by fire (for
example, the Horace Waters Brick House described
above). To do so at this time would set a very dan-
gerous precedent which could potentially encourage the
neglect and destruction of other Master Plan sites in
the County.

2. The Madeline V. Waters House site is a strategic loca-
tion which, if handled carefully, can be an important
area of visual transition between the Town Center and
the historic district. Historic designation does not
preclude the development of the Waters House site, but
it does provide an opportunity to guide that develop-
ment in a way which will be an asset to the historic
district and to Germantown as a whole.

#19/13-5 Pumphrey/Mateney House 19401 Germantown Road

This is a two-story frame house with Carpenter,Gothic
detailing. It has a gable roof with decorative trim at.the
gables and a front gable arched window. There is a projecting
bay on the west side and a side porch with-decorative trim.

Robert H. Pumphrey purchased the property in 1883-and built
this structure soon after. He:ran a store here during the 18900s
until a separate building was constructednext.door". The
Pumphrey family lived in the house and-were succeeded by the
Mateney family, Mrs. Mateney being-the daughter of Robert
Pumphrey.

#19/13-6 Upton Bowman House 19219 Germantown Road

The Bowman.House is a two-story-, stuccoed;- cross-gabr~e house
with decorative bargeboards in the gable:ends. It Vitas-bui?.t:
around 1901.

96
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Montgomery County Planning Department

From the Desk of-#z,4- Aamzl-



. _ HISTORIC RESOURCES

j1\1nVLY\.riiVi\ ., _

if7;
lihe,'Maste' Pian for~Historic.Preservation!,and-the,Historic

Preservation=Ordinance, Chapter.24A of the Montgomery County
Cede,'_' are` designed to protect•-rand preserve Montgomery County's
histor`ic'arid ;architectural heritage. When an historic resource
is.placed on The Master Plan for Historic Preservation, the adop-
tion'action officially designates the property as an historic
site'or_.histoz-i+c-district,' and subjects it to .the further proce-
dural-requirements•of the Historic Preservation Ordinance.
Amendments to area master .plans that evaluate historic-,resources
for•designation also amend the Master'21an for Historic=Preserva-_

Designation of historic sites and districts serves to high-
light the values that are important in maintaining the .individual
character-o- the County and its communities. It is the intent of
the_County.'s- preservation_program to provide a•rational system
for evaluating,.protecting and enhancing the County's historic
and architectural heritage for the benefit of present and future
generations of Montgomery~County residents. The accompanying
challenge is••to weave protection of this heritage into the
County's.plarining program.so asto maximize community support for
preservation and minimize infringement on private property

The following criteria, as stated in Section 24A-3 of the
Historic Preservation°Ordinance, shall apply when historic re-
sources are evaluated for designation in the Master Plan for
Historic Preservation:

(1) Historical and cultural significance:

The historic resource:

a. has character, interest, or value as part of the devel-
opment, heritage or cultural characteristics of the
County, State, or Nation;

b. is the site of a significant historic event;

C. is identified with a person or a group of persons who
influenced society;

d. exemplifies the cultural, economic, -social, political or
historic heritage of the County and its communities; or '

)239



(2) Architectural and design significance:

The historic resource:

a. embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type,
„. .:perio&-or method of construction;

b.. 
" 
'represents the work -of a master;

C. possesses-- high artistic values;

d. represents ,a significant and distinguishable entity
whose components may lack individual distinction; or

e, represents an established and familiar visual feature
of the neighborhood, community, or County due to its
singular physical characteristic or landscape.

IMPXE TATIOR

Once designated on the Master Plan for Historic Preserva-
tion, historic resources are subject to the protection of the
Ordinance. Any substantial changes to the exterior of a resource
or its environmental setting must be reviewed by the Historic
Preservation Commission and an historic area work permit issued
under the provisions of the County's Preservation Ordinance,
Section 24A-6. In accordance with the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation and unless otherwise specified in the amendment, the
environmental setting for each site, as defined in Section 24A-2
of the Ordinance, is the entire parcel on which the resource is
located as of the date it is designated on the Master Plan.

Designation of the entire parcel provides the County ade-
quate review authority to preserve historic sites in the event of
development. It also ensures that, from the beginning of the
development process, important features of these sites are recog-
nized and incorporated in the future development of designated
properties. In the case of large acreage parcels, the amendment
will provide general guidance for the refinement of the setting
by indicating when the setting is subject to reduction in the
event of development; by describing an appropriate area to pre-
serve the integrity of the resource; and by identifying buildings
and features associated with the site which should be protected as
part of the setting. It is anticipated that for a majority of the
sites designated, the appropriate point at which to refine the
environmental setting will be when the property is subdivided.

Public improvements can profoundly affect the integrity of
an historic area. Section 24A-6 of the Ordinance states that an
Historic Area Work Permit for work on public or private property
must be issued prior to altering an historic resource or its
environmental setting. The design of public facilities in the
vicinity of historic resources should be sensitive to and main-
tain the character of the area. Specific design considerations

240
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futuret iubl ~C facility ii aplementation; ttie amendment addresses
teniial confl'"ict '=ex sting at~eabWsiteoai d :4uggests alterna-
ives~'an i irecomme dationsTUriiss'i;t inibalaicih9-preservation•"with

`In addition to protect
ti'c~ a~t~eratio"n7an`r3-LTI ~Se'r.

to •prevent_.:the
act 

.g designated resources 'fr6t , unsympa-
tiv6` i!b develobbent, s theltikihty I s
lipowers -the-.+County'.$ _Department of
the"Histor"ic`~`Preservati'cn Commission
onn,of~hhstoric buildings through

7

~_"The'Montgomery C
.
iutay Council passed legislation in Septem-

ar , 1984 to provide & ,,a tax"-credit against County real property
Was in order .to encourage tiie~restdration and preservation of
•ivately owned struc'ores 10 ated ifi4the County. The credit
5plies to all;properes defsignatedfon the Master Plan for
istoric - Preservation' (;Chapee X52 Aa-., VI) . . Furthermore, the
istoric Preservation~Cornmissiori maintains up-to-date information
n the status of preservation incentives including tax credits,
ix benefits possible through the granting of easements on his-
Dric properties,.outright grants and low-interest loan programs.

, (Figure 42 and Table 23)

_ Table 241ists all historic resources within the Germantown
;Planning Area. The ten resources with positive recommendations
,are now included in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation.
This table serves to highlight•each site's name, address, physi-
cal condition, HPC's recommendations, and the Plan's recommenda-
,tions for its inclusion on the Master Plan for Historic Preserva-
tion (positive) or its removal from the vocational Atlas (nega-
,.tive). Some of the sites listed in the table have been acted
=upon in earlier amendments and will not be considered in this
:Master Plan. Their status is noted in Table 23.

More detailed information and analysis regarding each indi-
-vidual historic site is included in Appendix L. In addition,
'resources, that are located in Analysis Areas and are affected
r,by planning issues in those areas, are referenced in the appro-
priate sections of the Land Use Chapter of this Plan.

V .
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On -an itcreasin,ly frequent basis, the Historic Preservation 
4

Commission 'iasbeen .;asked to _consider 20th century sites, not
listed-on the las for Master Plan designation. As a !
result-df"Vhis interest, a survey'of .20th century historic re-
sources.Is`'ybeing conducted4to provide a .context,in which to eva-
luate ,these structures. Tlie survey will i'dentifv the architec-
;turaV styles , -thenii, And historic context of the first half of
the-:20th century-An Montgomery County. 'Upon completion of the
survey, h 'Olkh century resources will-)be documented and eva-
luated fd'r'designation-on the Master PlAh for Historic Preserva-

". ~̀ l
Prxt This Plan acknowledges the potential for designation of 20th-
~6entury resources€;to the.Master Plan for Historic Preservation
:..that may be identified iri;the Germantown Planning Area.
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GERMANTOWN HISTORIC SITES

(See Figure 43 for locations and see Appendix L for more detailed descriptions and analysis of individual Historic Sites)

HPC Plan

Site Name Address Physical Condition Recommendstion Recommendation*

19/1 Waters (Dr. Wm.A.) House 21200 Waters Road Occupied Residence Included on Master Plan for Historic Preservation

(Pleasant Fields) Bank barn-poor condition in 9/79

House-good condition

Exterior work being done.

19/2 haters Log House Waters Road Ruins- only end Negative Negative

(near 1-270) chimneys remaining

19/3 Waters House (brick) Waters Landing Existing Foundation; Included on Master Plan for Historic Preservation

Commemorative Park in 1979

19/4 Londonderry 21100 Frederick Fair Condition/ Negative Negative

Road Altered/Noved

19/5 Neelsville Presbyter- 20701 Frederick Good Positive Positive

fan Church Road

19/66 1 Trundle Farmhouse 11280Neelsville Good Condition/ Negative Negative

Church Road Altered

19/6,2 Brior Farmhouse 11301 Neelsville, Good Condition/ Negative Negative

Church Road Altered '

19/7 Watkins.M[,ll Site Watkins Mill Road Mill building burned down; Negative Negative
•f.$„--fit: T:SS is t+'7. .t: 

:.
.., 

frame house

1.
19/4
INV

Ward (f .G.) Log House.. ND 355• Good Condition Removed from Locational Atlas 1/84

Barn: Good Condition

• The 10 resources with positive r ;mnendations are now included in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation.



HK Plan

Site K Site New Address Physical Condition Recommendation Recommendation*

19/9 Cemetery (Rickett's) End of Rambling Overgrown Negative Negative

Road

19/10 Warring Viaduct Waring Station Road Excellent Condition Positive Positive

3 830 Railroad

i:X• R %

19/11 ,}faring/Crawford.f, ;~~ 19100 Waring Good Condition Positive Positive

Farm Station ~Road

19/12 Log. Cabin/Middle- ' Middlebrook, Road Dhemolished Negative Negative

brook Road

19/13; Germantown His Hate Road, Gocd'Candit,ian Positive Positive

District 
,

west of railroad

tracks

`19/13-1 Madeline V. Waters 19500 MD 118 House burned down Included on Master Plan for Historic Preservation

~. House in 5/85.

.P
0%

•

19/13-2 Puaphrey's Store 19401A MD 118 Poor Condition Removed from the Locationat Atlas by action of the

3 the Plaming Board (1/9/86).

g
19/13-3 Liberty Milling Co.~ ND 118 and Demolished Silos removed fram the Locational Atlas by

9 Silos Mateney Raid •. , action of the Planning Board (2.6.86). The land

n .;1811', .!¢! .:•T =.: _ ~'I .. ..
remains within the Germantown Historic District.,

40~3 .
~i'~: >.

(819/13).

19/13-6' Germantown Bungalows 19441, 19445, 19449, en~o,iiehed Removed from the Locational Atlas by action of the

19501 end 19511 Planning Board (2/13/86).

MD 118- .g

- • The 10 resources with posiiivie recame dations are now included in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation.

NPC P\an

Physical iti Recannkndatian Recommendation"
e~.. 0 oft& wane Address

0

4
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site 9 Site Now Address Physical Condition Recommendation Reeaimendstio~`

19/13-5 Punphrey/Mateney House 19401 Germantown Road Poor Condition Positive Positive

19/13-6 Upton Bowman House 19219 Germantown Road Good Condition Positive Positive

19/13-7 Yallich/Reimer House 19120 Mateney Road Good Condition Positive Positive

19/14 Royle Farm/Log Cabin 14615 Hoyles Fair Condition/ Positive Negative

aka Henry Musser Mill Road Altered

Farmhouse

19/15 Richter Farm House 15000 Hoyles Good Condition Negative Negative

Mill Road,

19/16 Richter/King Farm 14210 Schaeffer House: Demolished; Negative Negative

Road Barn: Poor Condition

19/17 Germantown (Old) Intersection of Altered Negative Negative

N District Germantown it

-~' Clopper Roads
v

19/17-1 Leaman Farmhouse 13820 Ctopper Road Good Condition Positive Negative

19/18 Snyder/King Barn 01 MD 118, South of Ruins Removed from Locational Atlas 1/84

Clopper Road

19/19 Grusendorf Log House 13315 Clopper Rood Attached non-historic build- lnctuded on Master Plan for Historic Preservation

ing burned; tog house fair in 2/81

condition; Roof collapsed -

`' needs stabilizing

19/20 Musser Barn i 12811 topper Road _ Removed from Locational Atlas 1/84
Cemetery ;

5

• The 10 resources with positive recommendations are now included in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation.
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HPC Plan

Site 0 Site Name Address Physical Condition Recofmfendation Recommendation!
i

19/21 Clapper's Mill Clopper Road at Ruins Positive Positive

Ruins Great Seneca Creek

19/22 Strider Log Meathouse IClopper Rd. (Seneca Gone Negative

State Park Office)

19/23 Cromwell (Wm.) House "William Range" Poor Condition Negative

off MD 118 in
a ... 16100 block

19/24 Snyder/King Barn 82 MD 118 4 Riffle- ' Demolished Negative

ford Road

19/25 Germantown Baptist 17710 Riffleford New building Negative

Church and Cemetery Road
a~

N 19/26 Leaman (C.T.) House 17600 Riffleford Excellent Condition Negative

Roed•
iii ' 1 °::')  ~ .

19/27 Gassaway (John H.) 17200 Riffleford Good Condition Positive

Farm Road

19/33 Cider Barr' 
my

20410 Frederick Good Condition Positive

Road

~a1,si},Q(tda L

eHg COAX Wr,.VlViL
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i#k~ 2-a "S 41<y~kaf :u,~ y,ci•tieb 0 1'4'} w'as:v
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~i+Y+AxStis3R:,9~M~s

The 10 resources with positive recommendations are now included in the Master Plan for Historic Preservation.
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APPENDIX L

1
GERMANTOWN HISTORIC RESOURCES !

The Comprehensive Amendment to the Germantown Master Plan
includes the resolution of the historic status of a number of
historic resources in the Germantown Planning Area. The analysis
of these sites within the area Master Plan will also serve as an
amendment to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation.

Germantown historic resources are quite a varied collection
of sites: everything from early log houses to mill site ruins to
elaborate Victorian farmhouses to viaducts. The entire history of
this part of the County is represented by the remaining struc-
tures--including its agricultural past, its economic development
through the railroads and mills, and its growth as a residential
c imunity. It is essential that the best examples representing

era be preserved for future generations to interpret and
°eciate.

There are many benefits to doing an analysis of historic
:sources in an area while simultaneously working on the broader
land use, zoning and transportation issues within the same geo-
graphical boundaries. In addition to simply designating historic
resources, the Plan can study, analyze and comment on the various
planning issues which will influence the historic resources in
the future.

The discussion in this appendix on Master Plan status for
each historic resource.in the Germantown Planning Area will,
thus, include comments on (1) architectural/historical signifi-
cance, (2) environmental settings, and (3) related planning issues.

This appendix also addresses planning issues that relate to
~toric resources already designated on the Master Plan for
-itoric Preservation. Additional comments on Germantown historic

..,sources are also-included in appropriate sections of-the-land
use chapters-of the Germantown Master Plan and in the Historic
Resources chapter.

Several of the general concepts that directed the analysis-
of Germantown's historic resources were:

- the acknowledgment that the number of remaining his-
toric resources-in the Germantown area.are not suffi
cient to create an overall historic ambiance•,- but that,
instead, a number of "oases" that recall different s
aspects of the area's architectural and historical past
can be created
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the need to look at-Germantown as a distinct community
with a unique historical development that can be remem-
bered and interpreted through the preservation of a
representative set of..historic resources

the-need to carefully evaluate and designate environ-
mental settings around historic resources that will
help to assure that future development can be coordi-
nated sympathetically with the resources

Through this comprehensive analysis it has become clear that
there is one common denominator among all of Germantown's his-
toric resources--they are all changing and being affected by the
rapid growth of the Germantown area. If progress is to be made in
maintaining--on a long-term basis--some sense of the historic and
architectural character of the Germantown area, this analysis.and
designation of historic resources must be seen as only a first
step in a larger process of preservation..

Some of the long-range issues which -should be addressed in
relation to Germantown's historic sites include the creation of
buffers and sympathetic environments surrounding the sites--which
will necessitate careful evaluation of subdivision plans that
involve historic sites--and more efforts to development incen-
tives which encourage the preservation and active use of historic-
structures--such as transfers of development rights,• additional-
tax incentives, and preservation easements. =~

INDIVIDUAL'HISTORIC RESOURCES

#19/1 Pleasant Fields/ 21200 Waters Road
Dr. William Waters House

This site was included on- the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation in 1979. Pleasant Fields is-an extreme-ly_important,
historic site. It is' significant to the county- both,.architec-- 4,,,
turally and historically and great efforts should be made to
encourage the preservation- and sensitive adaptive,..reuse-of,;
Pleasant Fields.

n cn

A preliminary plan has been filed for-., residen44, ysu d3vi-
sion that includes Pleasant Fields:. In-,re uewing this rran, "
special attention should be given to the proposed}-integra ion>of
this historic resource into the overall scheme and'to the poten-
tial uses proposed for the house.

#19/2 Waters Log House Waters Road near I-270

This 19th Centuryr log. house- is not. recommendgd-afar historic
designation. In 

,a recent: field. check,.: remnants: of,rjt# log house -

specifically a. chimnr_, '=. _were able--to rbe , located.; L
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#19/3 Horace Waters Brick House Waters Landing

This resource was included on the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation in 1979. The house subsequently burned and was
demolished with Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) approval.
The foundations of the house have been made into a park/amenity
for the surrounding townhouses and apartments. There are no
major planning issues related to this site.

#19/4 Londonderry 21100 Frederick Road

Londonderry was built circa 1850 by Rev. James Sebastian
Hamilton Henderson (civic leader and second pastor of the Neels-
ville/Darnestown Presbyterian Church). The house has been
substantially altered and was relocated from the east to the west
side of Rt. 355. Therefore, it -is not recommended for placement
on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation.

Although Londonderry may not warrant historic designation,
it is a relatively attractive structure which is located at an
important intersection. This Plan suggests that some adaptive
reuse of the house--as a restaurant or inn, for example--could be
appropriate. The retention of Londonderry as part of the retail
center is encouraged.

#19/5 Neelsville Presbyterian Church 20701 Frederick Road

This Plan concurs in the HPC's recommendation to designate
this fine example of Gothic Revival design on the Master Plan.
The Neelsville Presbyterian Church was built in 1877 with'a
sympathetic addition to the structure in 1929. Not only is this
church significant for its place in.the development of Presby-
terianism in Montgomery County, but it is also unique architec-
turally. Gothic Revival detailing is evident in the steeply-
pitched roof, the arched windows, and the ornamental bargeboard
in the front gable area. Of particular interest are the wooden
buttresses which align both sections of the church building.
Although these buttresses do not in all likelihood provide struc-
tural support to the building, they are a unique interpretation
of'a Gothic--and usually stone--design element in a wooden
medium.In addition to the architectural and historicalr signifi-
cance of the church, it is also important as a well-known land-
mark along Frederick Road.

The HPC recommended an environmental setting for this site
of 2.5 acres, including the cemetery. This,Plan recommends a }
reduced environmental setting of approximately 1.7 acres;-a.map-
of which is included in this appendix.

The widening of Route 355 will have no impact on the his-
toric church or cemetery, since they- are .et well back from the- r,+
right-of-way. There are a number of major developments planned•,
for the portion of Germantown east of I-270. This proposed- ,
development will significantly change the..exicting character--of--
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this area. Thus, this Plan feels that the protection of Neels-
ville Presbyterian Church, through its designation as a landmark
site and as a reminder of Germantown's past, is all the more
important.

#19/6-1 Trundle Farmhouse 11200 Neelsville Church Road

The Trundle Farmhouse is a turn-of-the-century rural verna-
cular dwelling that has undergone considerable alterations,
including the addition of aluminum siding and new bay and sash
windows. These alterations have had a negative impact on the
historical integrity of the house and it is not recommended for
historic designation.

#19/6-2• Briggs Farmhouse 11301 Neelsville Church Road

This structure is an early-20th Century, wooden American
Foursquare house. It is a good example of the style and is
relatively unaltered, except for a large addition to the rear of
the house. It is very well-maintained.

After careful analysis of this resource--taking into account
the detrimental impact of the addition and the proliferation of
wooden American Foursquares in other parts of the county--this
Plan has not recommended the Briggs Farmhouse for historic
designation.

#19/7 Watkins Mill Site - Watkins Mill Road

According to the 1974 research, only a shallow section of
the race is visible, and the mill building burned years ago.
This is not one of the better mill sites in the. County. This
Plan finds this site does not meet any of the criteria and does
not warrant historic designation.

#19/8 Ward (E.G.) Log House Route 355

This resource was removed from the Locational Atlas in=1984.

#19/9 Rickett's Cemetery End of Rambling Road

Rickett's cemetery- is an old family burial-ground, but no
structure is associated with it. No further concise history is

referenced in the research. This resource is not recommended for

placement on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation.
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#19/10 Waring Viaduct B&O Railroad Near Waring Station Rd.

This triple-arched viaduct over Great Seneca Creek is recom-
mended for placement on the Master Plan. It was constructed in
1906 and is an, excellent example of this type of bridge. This
viaduct was built to replace an earlier wood trestle bridge as a
result of the straightening and double tracking of the line be-
tween Germantown and Gaithersburg. It is important for its
association with the-B&O Railroad, the construction of which was
instrumental in the development of Montgomery County.

The environmental setting for this resource should include
only the footprint of the viaduct structure. There are no
significant planning issues related to this historic resource.

#19/11 Waring-Crawford Farm 19100 Waring Station Road

This Plan recommends the Waring-Crawford Farm for placement
on the Master Plan. This is a particularly distinguished farm-
house with a number of unique architectural features: the front
facade bay, the two-story tower with pyramidal roof, and the
turned column posts with decorative brackets. Like many farms in
the area, the Waring-Crawford house started as a log and frame
structure and evolved into a more architecturally sophisticated
residence. The original portion of the property was probably
built in 1881.

The original environmental setting recommended by the HPC
was the 84.88 acre parcel. Since the HPC's evaluation, this
parcel has been subdivided and developed. The Waring-Crawford
house has been included in this development on a larger-than-
normal lot: approximately 1.7 acres. This lot is recommended as
the environmental setting for the property and a map of this
setting is included in this appendix..

The relocation of Waring Station Road will mean that access
to the Waring-Crawford house will be from Forest Brook Road.
This will reverse the orientation of the house so that the rear
of the structure only will be visible from the public street.
This orientation is unfortunate as the front of house is partic-
ularly interesting from an architectural standpoint. The concept
of incorporating an historic property into a new development
scheme is positive; however, it should be implemented in the
future with greater sensitivity. .

#19/12 Lcg`Cabin/Middlebrook Road Middlebrook Road

In 1983,~the HPC found that this log house did not meet any
criteria of the Ordinance. In a recent field check, it.was found
that the cabin no longer exists. Thus, this resource,is`not
recommenced for historic designation.
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#19/13 Germantown Historic District

This Plan recommends the Germantown Historic District for
Master Plan designation. It is the one area in Germantown with
an intact ensemble of historic resources that recall an overall
historic ambiance. It is the heart of late 19th Century-early
20th Century Germantown and should be preserved as a important
reminder of the area's history and identity. The collection of
buildings--both commercial and residential--which remain in this
proposed historic district today are the physical evidence of
where, why and how Germantown originated.

The Germantown Historic District is important as it portrays
a 19th Century rural railroad town. The 1873 opening of the
Metropolitan Branch of the B&O Railroad was the primary factor
for the shift of the Germantown settlement from the intersection
of Germantown and Clopper Roads to the present location. Access-
ibility to the railroad enabled area farmers to more easily ship
produce, grain and milk to Washington. The milling and banking
activities near the railroad added to the importance of German-
town as a center for economic activity.

Although several buildings have been lost through arson and
neglect, there are enough intact historic structures remaining in
the Germantown district to justify its designation. In particu-
lar, the 1922 bank, the 19th Century Pumphrey House/Store are
noteworthy. The collection of residential structures is also
particularly outstanding with strong uniformity of design and
repetition of detail among the late 19th Century.vernacular
houses. These houses represent an important component of the
Germantown settlement and typify the lifestyle of the towns-
people. Each house with its associated outbuildings represents a
person who worked in and was a part.of this early town: Carlton
Browning, the local postman; Upton Bowman, the mill owners; Henry
Mateney, the local cattle dealer, etc.

The Germantown Historic District consists-of the .following
properties:

19390 Mateney Road, Harris/Allnutt House (F 261}s
19310 Mateney Road-, Anderson/Johnson House - including scale

(P 277 & 209)
19215 Blunt Avenue,`Rayfield/Browning House. -- - including

board and batten shed (P 222) ;i = - '
East side of Mateney Road, former Mill Site (P 156)
West side of Mateney Road, Ol-d` Germantown- Bank, -building

(P.•168 & 211) _
Eastside of Mateney Road. B&O Railroad Depot (P 208)

It is recommended that any subdivision or site plan in the
areas bordering on and adjacent to the historic-'district be given
careful consideration in terms of their impact on the`historic:f
district. In addition, more detailed consideration
buffering issue is needed.and the development of a "buffer"
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This structure is historically important as the home of
Upton Bowman, builder and owner of the first Germantown mill.
This steam-operated flour mill was located next to the railroad
tracks and Bowman, along with his two brothers, operated this
business from 1888 to 1917.

#19/13-7 Wallich/Heimer House 19120 Mateney Road

This residence was built in 1913 and is a fine example'of a
vernacular house with Queen Anne influences. Particularly not-
able are the turreted projecting bay at the front corner, the
shingle sheathing on the second story, and the classical columns
supporting a pedimented front porch.

John Wallich, the original builder and owner, was a local
carpenter.

#19/_14 Henry Musser Farmhouse 14615 Hoyles Mill Road

This Plan does not designate the Henry Musser Farmhouse on
the Master Plan. This structure is a vernacular farmhouse built
about 1890. Although it does exhibit elements of the Gothic
Revival style, it is not unique or a particularly outstanding
example of this locally common architectural type. -

A preliminary subdivision.plan has been filed on this prop-`
erty for a large residential subdivision. This subdivision plan~-
does not propose the retention of the Henry Musser Farmhouse:

#19/15 Richter Farmhouse

This house is a late example
Revival style of architecture. It
with the addition of siding and a
it is not a unique or outstanding
style. It is not recommended for

#19/16 Richter/King Farm

15000 Hoyles Mill Road

of the rural vernacular Gothic
has been substantially altered
picture window. In addition,
example of the Gothic Revival
historic designation.

14210 Schaeffer Road

This structure is no longer standing: According toithe
research, this house was architecturally significant as a late
Victorian building and--is historically associated.withl the-
Lincoln assassination-plot. One of- the_conspirators fled to this
farm where he-was eventually captured by U%ion soldiers. HPC's, __
research indicates that the house was badly damage&.by- fire,4in_-
1982 and appeared beyond any reasonable expectation of repair-.:~+'7
The house was evaluated by the HPC at the request of.Housing-Code
Enforcement which.wanted the owner to either.repair.it or tear it
down.

`fir`_ '~' _ .;s~..̀•1'~

The Richter/King Farm is not recommended-for placement on:.
the Master Plan. However,-since it- is evident fromitheiresearch,
that this site bore significance for its architecture and still;.r'
bears significance for ita:~historical association with-.the a.-
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Lincoln assassination, this Plan recommends that a plagUd- com-
memorating the site and its history be erected on:.the-site:

#19/17-1 Leaman Farmhouse 13820. :Clopper Road

This Plan finds that the Leaman Farmhouse does not warrant"
designation-on the Master Plan. The original section -of this—A'"
two-story farmhouse was built of logs in the 18601s, probably by
John Frederick Richter., It has been enlarged over the years and
is a good example of a vernacular Victorian structure. Architec-
tural features which are significant include a narrow, two-story
projecting bay on the southeast corner of the house with a semi-
circular window in the gable end and a three-bay, one-story porch
on the front facade which is supported by classical columns.

#19/18 Snyder/King Barn #1 Route 118, South of Clopper Road

This resource was removed from the Locational Atlas in 1984.

#19/19 Grusendorf Log House 13315 Clopper Road

The Grusendbrf Log House was placed on the Master Plan in
1981. This resource.has subsequently burned-and•is in very.
deteriorated condition. This Plan recommends that the log struc-
ture be renovated and integrated into any new development planned-,
for the property. Moving the structure to a new location, for
example the Seneca Creek State'Park, has been suggested:- -Al- -
though this is a possible option, it-is less preferable --than,-..)
retaining the structure at its present location.. The Grusendorf
Log House is one of the last -vestiges of-=Oid Germantown and;.if'
at all possible, should remain in its original location- as'"a,
visual reminder of the small crossroads community that.was the
antecedent of Germantown- today..- a.

#19/20" Musser Barn and:; Cemetery,:. -.~~ _ 1281:1=tClopper Road

This resource-was removed from the Locational Atlas in 1984.

#19/21 - Clopper's Mill Ruins Clopper Road at
Great Seneca Creek

This Plan recommends this site for designation`on_ the.Master
Plan for Historic' Preservation'-. The Clopper 's. Kill:- ruins 'are,
located within`: Seneca State Park< and -are the-'only, remnants-̀ of -the
extensive holdings.of Francis C. Clopper--an.outstanding busi-er
nessman_in.Montgomery. County-_in,the mid-18001s: Clopper was a;ni
prosperous-owner - of•- landi .a woolen factory;. and.: miils:.c~~ HeLwas .i:
also one of the-principlecbackers-- of the Metropolitan Railroadrin
the 1850's and was instrumental in persuading the'-B&O'to take_-::;;
over construction of the Metropolitan Branch after the original
railroad failed.- These ruins are significant as:one.of.'the few`-
remaining-w distinguishable-- mills- in . the- county; r, as: ~a ,,J ep`resenta-_4 .
ti= of the importance, of mills in thezagriculturdlz)development
of the County, andu for: their- association with Clopper.,,. _ ,, ' t
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The environmental setting is a rectangle of approximately 1
acre, extending going from Clopper Road to the creek and includ-
ing the mill and millrace.

The widening of Clopper Road could have a detrimental impact
on the historic site. This Plan recommends that an effort be
made to adjust the proposed alignment of Clopper Road to avoid
the mill ruins.

#19/22 Strider Log Meathouse Clopper Road

The 1974 research indicates that this was a hewn-log meat-
house and the only remains of the old Taney farm. There is no
remnant of the structure at the location designated on the Loca-
tional Atlas. However, a representative of the MD State Depart-
ment of Natural Resources asserted that the structure was disas-
sembled and moved to a location within the Montgomery County park
system. Efforts to track down this structure have so far been
unsuccessful is not located at the Brookside Nature Center--the
log meathouse there was moved in from a different location. The
Park Historian does not know the location of the Strider Log
Meathouse and feels that it probably disintegrated.

This resource is not recommended for designation.

#19/23 Samuel Williams House Williams Range off Rt. 119

The HPC found that the Williams House was too greatly
altered by deterioration to warrant placement on.the Master Plan.
According to the research, this circa 1860 house is a rural ver-
nacular farmhouse associated with the Williams family, early
settlers of the Germantown region. This Plan concurs with the
HPC recommendation to not designate this resource.

#19/24 Snyder/King Barn #2 Rt. 118 at Riffleford Road

The Park Historian reports that this barn "disappeared" 4-5
years ago. It is not recommended for historic designation.

#19/25 Germantown Baptist Church 17640 Riffleford Road

This church is a 1958 replacement of the original 19th
century church and meets none of the Ordinance criteria.- It is
not recommended for Master Plan designation.

#19/26 C.T. Leaman House 17600-Riffleford Road

The Leaman House was built in 1867 with an addition built
around 1895 by Christian Leaman, one of the early settlers of Old
Germantown. The house is a good example of a rural vernacular
farmhouse, but has been substantially altered by several major
new additions. These additions have changed the basic form of
the house and, for this reason, this Plan is not recommending the
C.T. Leaman House for Master Plan designation.
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#19/27 John H. Issaway Farm 17• Riffleford Road

This Plan recommends the Gassaway Farm for historic designa-
tion. This structure, built in 1872, is an unusual Victorian
farmhouse with many fine decorative elements. Two two-story
gabled sections are joined by a two-story galleried center sec-
tion in an "H" plan. Some of the interesting architectural fea-
tures include bracketed porch posts, scalloped bargeboards, and
elaborate window,treatments on the north facade. In addition to
its architectural interest, the house is important for its asso-
ciation with John Hanson Gassaway. Mr. Gassaway was a leading
citizen in the western part of the county in the 19th Century.
He was president of Montgomery County Agricultural Society and
operated a successful grain and fertilizer store in Germantown.

The environmental setting is the entire parcel of 6.95 acres,
including the house, the bankbarn, the corncrib, the fireplace, the
windmill, and the slave quarters.

There are no potential land use or transportation conflicts
associated with this property.

#19/33 Cider Barrel 20410 Frederick Road

This Plan recommends the Cider Barrel for placement on the
Master Plan. This distinctive roadside landmark was built in
1926 as a retail outlet for Andrew Baker's agricultural products:
primarily cider and fresh apples. The Cider Barrel has been a
well-known county feature for many years--the 1920's was a boom
period when touring the countryside in private automobiles became
a popular pastime and the Cider Barrel was always a.favorite
place to visit. It remains a successful business today. The
structure is significant for its association-with Andrew Baker
who was a prominent Germantown entrepreneur and who spearheaded
the move to build the Germantown Bank in 1922, serving as one of
its first trustees. The Cider Barrel was noted as a unique re-
source in the HPC's recent survey of 20th Century historic sites:
"No examples of auto-related 'signature architecture' have been
found in the County except for the Cider Barrel on Frederick Road
north of Gaithersburg...".

The environmental setting is the footprint of the<"Cider Barrel
and adjacent fruit stand, including the sign-for the Cider Barrel.

The widening of Route 355 may have a detrimental impact on
this historic resource.



Miscellaneous Cemetties

Citizens in Germantown have pointed out several old ceme-
teries: the Old Methodist Church cemetery on Clopper Road, the
Musser cemetery near Weis Market, and the Arnold cemetery. None
of these sites have structures associated with them.

It has been a general policy to not designate cemeteries
which are not associated with a building of some sort and which
are not noteworthy or unusual. This Plan reaffirms this policy,
but notes that each cemetery should continue to be evaluated on a
case-by-case basis.

Although this Plan does not recommend the designation of the
Germantown cemeteries mentioned above, they should be taken into
consideration and State laws governing cemeteries should be fol-
lowed if new development will impact the plots.
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