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THE|MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
)

j 1 8787 Georgia Avenue e Silver Spring, Maryland 20810-3760
L/
4
MEMORANDUM
TO: Robert Seely, Chief

Division of Construction Codes Enforcement
Department of Environmental Protection

FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator

Urban Design Division
M-NCPPC

DATE: /4%5[6‘«@ /é; /94)

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application

The Montgomery Gounty Historic Preservation Commission, at
their meeting of ¢ reviewed the attached application by
+ I S, for a Historic Area Work

Permit. The applicatilon was: S7géeT

Approved Denied
V/ Approved with Conditions:

SE€ RTTACHMENT

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

Attachments:

1. _CONPITIONS QF 45/;@/&(,
2. N PLICATIO

3.

4.

5.

hawpok.dep



HPC Conditions on Approval of HAWP Application #9107260063:

1. Flat roof on addition is permitted.
2. Windows on addition are approved as shown in application.

3. Rear wall of existing structure and all walls of addition
may be clad in vinyl siding, selected to match existing
8" double-grooved horizontal wood siding as closely as
possible (understanding that the match will not be exact.)

4. Application for demolition of existing garage is deleted
from this HAWP and may be considered at another time.

5. Application for fencing on the property is deleted from this
HAWP and may be considered at another time.
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Historic Area Work Permit Applicants
FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Urban Design Division

M-NCPPC
DATE: / / 4/

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

Enclosed, please find a copy of your Historic Area Work
Permit application, which was approved by the Historic Preserva-
tion 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 al-
though your work has been approved by the Historic Preservation
Commission, it must also be approved by the Department of Envi-
ronmental Protection before work can begin.

In addition, if your planned work changes in any way other
than that which was reviewed and approved by the Historic Preser-
vation Commission before you apply for your building permit or
even after the work is begun, please contact the Historic Preser-
vation Commission staff at 495-4570.

If you have any questions regarding the permit process,
pPlease contact the Historic Preservation Commission at 495-4570,
or the Department of Environmental Protection at 738-3110. Thank
you very much for your patience, and good luck on your project!

hawpok.own
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Historic Preservation-Commission

51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001, Rockville, Maryland 20850
, 217-3625
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APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT -v

TAX ACCOUNT # +-Bebrmetfods 10182770
NAME DF PROPERTY OWNER g Cu ,-\-H' 'D vids '*% 4 A‘ﬁ'am, a7 TELEPHONENO. _=ny 7 2% o &2/l &
(Contract/Purchaser) {Include Area Code)
AQORESS di"{lpt f’r-ls“sr)ff"' Stvecd oo !\\&V!n’\'rv“’“ﬁ a INATS 2T Ry
? 1 T CITY i [ STATE ZIP

CONTRACTOR

, TELEPHONE NO.

CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER ,
Bk TELEPHONENO. Az ¢
{Include Area Codel

PLANS PREPAREO BY _uniat Tei

REGISTRATION NUMBER

LOCATIDN OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number b Street '};.«!»a?fft' Sep oot
. ;
Town/City ““‘x GRAL VAW w S5 LAD Election District { -{'z:
{
Nearest Cross Street C,@ yibe J/"h ek ?L{:ﬂu.n _
Lot Block 1 . Subdivision e arin b TD ok
Libers =7 % Folin £ 7~ Parcel faln
1A. TYPE OF PEHMIT ACTIDN: (cm:le one) S Circle One: A/C Slab “ Roam Addition -
- Construct Extend/Add j AIter/Renovate; Repair Porch  Oeck  Fireplace Shed 'Solar - Woodburning Stove
Wreck/Haze‘, “WMove install "~ 'Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) Other

1B. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ L
1C. IF THIS IS A REVISIDN OF A PREVIDUSLY APPROVED ACT|VE PERMIT SEE PERMIT #

1D.  INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY ___ i - - {”

1E.  ISTHIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? ao b ek o

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTENO/ADOITIONS !

2A.  TYPE OF SEWAGE 0ISPOSAL , 2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY
01 ') WSSC 02 () Septic 01 41 WSSC 02 () Well
03 () Dther : 03 ()} Other

PART THREE COMPLETE DNLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

8A.  HEIGHT _:4” feet i inches ~ig fie . orpef &0« b :

4B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be cunstructed on ane of the following Iocatlons
1. Dn party line/Property line
2. Entirely on land of owner .
3. Dn public right of way/easement

(ﬁevocable Letter Héquireﬂ).

| hereby certify that | have the autharity to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with
plans approved by all agencies Iisted;nd I hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

.
S0 e | i
[

" . 7
FEE Ry
A w Y

Signature of owner or authonzeﬂ agent (agent must have slgnature notarized on back) Date

ﬂ‘**’ﬂ***#*'*’Q’Q;Qﬂ#'QQ*QQ*Q’**Q“Q’*‘**'*Q*'II'Q.Q'l.'I"QQ’I’*Q*‘*'*#i’ﬂi’ﬂ”i*ﬂi**’I*‘Q”#*‘Q*

7 7"" v LA

APPRDVED ;/ For Chalrperson Hlstunc Preservation Commission

. ,/ 1 . “p i .f K ” i / . ) - /‘1‘;,‘;/ y f{ o ‘/"
DISAPPROVED _ Signature o (O 0 g -
APPLICATIDNPERMITNG: __+ _~ {2 "> @2 pyying pee:s
DATE FILED: : . PERMIT FEE:$
DATE ISSUED: ~ . BALANCE$
OWNERSHIP CODE: *  RECEIPT NO: FEE WAIVED:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS



HPC Conditions on Approval of HAWP Application #9107260063:

1. Flat roof on addition is permitted.
2. Windows on addition are approved as shown in application.

3. Rear wall of existing structure and all walls of addition
may be clad in vinyl siding, selected to match existing
8" double-grooved horizontal wood siding as closely as
possible (understanding that the match will not be exact.)

4. Application for demolition of existing garage is deleted
from this HAWP and may be considered at another time.

5. Application for fencing on the property is deleted from this
HAWP and may be considered at another time.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

PREPARED BY: Joan E. Simons DATE: August 7, 1991

CASE NUMBER: 31/6-91H TYPE OF REVIEW: HAWP

SITE/DISTRICT NAME: Kensington PROPERTY ADDRESS: 3918 Prospect Street
Kensington

TAX CREDIT ELIGIBLE: No

DISCUSSION:

This property, a frame Victorian, is identified as a primary
resource in the Kensington Historic District. This is a complex
project, and staff was only able to contact the owners by phone
as they are out of town. The owners referred staff to the archi-
tect for clarification of issues; however, staff was unable to
contact the architect at the time the staff report was prepared.
Therefore, some questions must be answered at the HPC meeting.
To the best of the staff's knowledge, the applicants are propos-
ing to make the following alterations and additionms:

1. Demolish the first floor kitchen addition and
second floor sleeping porch at the rear of the
house which owners say is structurally unsound.

2. Retain two second floor windows on the left side
of the south (rear) elevation as well as the
window on the west facade nearest the rear of
the house on the second floor.

3. Construct a l4'x 1l4' two-story plus basement
addition on the rear (south elevation) that
projects eastward consisting of a basement
family room, a first floor kitchen, breakfast
area and powder room and a second floor master
bedroom suite.

4, Clad the north (front) and east sides of the
addition in 8" double-grooved horizontal wood
siding to match the original portions of the
house.

5. Face the entire south (rear) facade in white
vinyl siding to match the new wood siding. This
includes portions of the old second floor which
are currently covered in asphalt shingles. The
drawings of the south elevation do not indicate
what, if any, part of the old first floor facade
will be kept.

6. Trim the new surfaces with painted wood.

7. Add new single-lite windows and doors. No
information is provided about the materials.
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8. Make the base stucco with a significant amount
of treated unpainted wood lattice to match the
existing and new deck and planters.

9. Where there are sloped roofs - the west porch
extension and a small gable over the entrance to
the second floor sundeck, use asphalt shingles.

10. Make the majority of the new roof flat. No
indication is given about the materials.

11. Cover a significant portion of the existing rear
deck with a screened porch on the main level.

12. Add a deck above the screened porch with access
from the master bedroom on the second floor.

13. Extend the existing deck to the east, and add a
trellis.

1l4. On the west elevation, extend the existing porch

to the rear of the house, add planters and
stairs, and convert an existing window to a door
for kitchen access.

15. Demolish the garage and attached lean-to which
the owner says are termite-infested.
le. Construct wood(?) steps from the basement family

room to the vicinity of the pool, replace and
extend existing steps with railroad tie ones
adjacent to the pool, and add railroad tie steps
and grade a slope next to the new chimney on the
eastern portion of the lot.

17. Selectively remove some of the existing fencing
and install a 6' high unpainted wood stockade
and board fencing as well as 3'-6" (4'-0"?)
scalloped picket fencing as indicated on the
attached plan. Add two 6' high inward-swinging
wood gates for cars and another inward swinging
gate for people In the western side yard where
indicated. 1Install a people gate at the front
property line which provides access to the walk
along the eastern part of the lot. The South
Elevation illustrates the proposed 6' high wood
people gate and board fence on the western side.
None of the submittals show the other fences and

gates,

18. Expand the existing concrete driveway on the
west side of the lot in front of the fence.

19. Add a concrete(?) parking pad for two cars

behind the car gates.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Since the sleeping porch is a nonsignificant addition in poor condition,
staff concurs with the decision to raze it and construct a new addition
on the rear of the building. The overall size of the proposed addition
is in scale with the remainder of the house and does not overwhelm it.
However, staff is concerned with the effect the large expanse of flat
roof has on the north and east elevations. Staff recommends that the
applicants investigate adding a cross gable, possibly with dormers.
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The new window and door openings are in proportion with the original
ones on the north (front), west and south (rear) facades. The small,
high, square windows on the east facade are not of similar size or
proportion to the originals; and while they are not prominent, they can
be seen from Prospect Street thus affecting the district's streetscape.
Staff recommends adjusting these windows on the first and preferably the

second floors to more closely correspond to the proportion and size of
the original windows on the house.

The 8" double-grooved horizontal wood siding with wood trim on three
facades of the addition is compatible with the existing materials. The
applicants have selected vinyl siding which matches the wood to install
on the rear (south) facade for maintenance reasons. Although wood is
the preferred material, staff recommends that this is acceptable because
very little or none of the original facing materials will remain and
because the rear facade is not at all visible from the street. It is
essential that the vinyl siding match the existing wood exactly. (The
U.S. Department of Interior's Preservation Briefs No. 8 Aluminum and
Vinyl Siding on Historic Buildings is attached to this report.)

The sundeck, deck with trellis and screened porch are compatible rear
additions which are not highly visible. The porch extension on the west
elevation, while visible, is not intrusive because it is compatible in
size, scale, proportion and materials with the existing facade.

Removal of the lean-to shed and the garage door extension from the
existing garage would be a positive step in eliminating intrusions from
the site. However, staff recommends that the applicants reconsider
total demolition of the garage as it may be a relatively early 1920's
structure which proves to be a useful, outdoor space-defining adjunct
to the site when its condition is improved.

Staff recommends approval of the fencing plan illustrated on the colored
drawing with minor modifications and some clarifications. A drawing
should be submitted of the scalloped picket fence gate and the car gates
with their associated fences. Four different types of fencing for one
lot is not desireable. The 7' long 4' high segment of chain link fenc-
ing should be eliminated. When the time comes to replace the stockade
fence, consideration should be given to replacing it with the 6' high
board fence.

Staff recommends approval of the application with conditions based on
Criterion 24-8(b)(1l) and the following Secretary of the Interior's
Standards for Rehabilitation:

Standard 9 - New additions, exterior alterations, or
related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new
work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be
compatible with the massing, size, scale and architec-
tural features to protect the historic integrity of
the property and its environment.
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Staff recommended conditions are:

1. Investigate adding a cross gable, possibly with
dormers, instead of the flat roof on the addi-
ton.

2. Adjust the new east facade windows on the first

and preferably the second floors to more closely
correspond to the proportion and size of the
house's original .windows and provide
manufacturer's information on both the new doors
and windows.

3. Match the original 8" double-grooved horizontal
wood siding pattern exactly if vinyl siding is
used on the rear of the structure.

4, Demolish only the lean-to and garage door exten-
sion of the existing garage at this time. Apply
for a demolition permit for the entire garage at
another time, only after consideration has been
given to keeping it.

5. Submit a drawing of the scalloped picket fence
- gate and. the car gates with their associated
fences.
6. Eliminate the 7' long 4' high segment of chain
link fencing.
7. Consider replacing the stockade fence with the

6' high board fence when the time comes to
replace it.

SENT TO LAP: July 31, 1991 COMMENTS RECEIVED: AAQ
SENT TO APPLICANT: August 8, 1991

ATTACHMENTS

1. Proposed Fencing Plan

2. U.S. Sectretary of Interior's Preservation Briefs No. 8:
Aluminum and Vinyl Siding on Historic Buildings

3. HAWP Application and Attachments

4. Master Plan Information :
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. . HTTACHMENT #2

PRESERVATION
BRIEFS

Aluminum and Vinyl Siding on
Historic Buildings

The Appropriateness of Substitute Materials
for Resurfacing Historic Wood Frame
Buildings.

John H. Myers, revised by Gary L. Hume

U.S. Department of the Interior National Park Service
Preservation Assistance Division Technical Preservation Services

Standard 6 of the Secretary of the Interior's “Standards for Rehabilitation” states that “deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired
rather than replaced, wherever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material being replaced in
composition, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities.” Therefore, the Secretary’s Standards and their accompanying Guidelines never
recommend resurfacing frame buildings with any new material that does not duplicate the historic material because of the strong potential of
altering the character of the historic building.

A historic building is a product of the cultural heritage of
its region, the technology of its period, the skill of its
builders, and the materials used for its construction. To
assist owners, developers and managers of historic proper-
ty in planning and completing rehabilitation project work
that will meet the Secretary’s “Standards for Rehabilita-
tion”(36 CFR 67), the following planning process has been
developed by the National Park Service and is applicable
to all historic buildings. This planning process is a sequen- , x
tial approach to the preservation of historic wood frame s TR < = Yo i R 3
buildings. It begins with the premise that historic ma- Photo: Lee H. Nelson
terials should be retained wherever possible. When re-
tention, including retention with some repair, is not pos-
sible, then replacement of the irreparable historic material
can be considered. The purpose of this approach is to
determrine the appropriate level of treatment for the pre-
servation of historic wood frame buildings. The planning
process has the following four steps:

1. Identify and preserve those materials and features
that are important in defining the building’s historic
character. This may include features such as wood siding,
brackets, cornices, window architraves, doorway pediments,
and their finishes and colors.

2. Undertake routine maintenance on historic materials
and features. Routine maintenance generally involves the
least amount of work needed to preserve the materials
and features of the building. For example, maintenance of
a frame building would include caulking and painting: or,
where paint is extensively cracking and peeling, its remov-
al and the re-application of a protective paint coating.

S Bherar ok H. Myers

3. Repair historic mat'erials and f.eatures. For a histqric Historic wood sidings exhibit rich and varied surface textures.
material such as wood siding, repair would generally in- They range from hand-split clapboards of short lengths with
volve patching and piecing-in with new material according - feather-edged ends. to pit or mill sawn boards which can be
to recognized preservation methods. beveled, rabbeted, milled, or beaded.



When a building is in need of maintenance, such as the house on the right which needs painting, some owners consider installing
aluminum or vinyl siding. The result, like the house on the left, can be a complete loss of architectural character due to the cover-
ing of details (cornice), the removal of features (window trim), and a change of scale due to inappropriate siding dimensions.

4. Replace severely damaged or deteriorated historic
materials and features in kind. Replacing sound or re-

pairable historic material is never recommended; however,

if the historic material cannot be repaired because of the
extent of deterioration or damage, then it will be neces-
sary to replace an entire character-defining feature such as
the building’s siding. The preferred treatment is always
replacement in kind, that is, with the same material. Be-
cause this approach is not always feasible, provision is
made under the recommended treatment options in the
Guidelines that accompany the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards to consider the use of a compatible substitute
material. A substitute material should only be considered,
however, if the form, detailing, and overall appearance of
the substitute material conveys the visual appearance of
the historic material, and the application of the substitute
material does not damage, destroy or obscure historic
features.

Photo: Laurie Robin Han

In many cases, the replacement of wood siding on a k
toric building is proposed because little attention has beé
given to the retention of historic materials. Instead, the
decision to use a substitute material is made because: (1)
is assumed that aluminum or vinyl siding will be a mami
tenance-free material; and (2) there is the desire to give
building a “remodeled” or “renovated” appearance. A
decision to replace historic material must, however, be
carefully considered for its impact on the historic re-
source—even when the model planning process has been
followed and the appropriate treatment is replacement.

|
Therefore, this brief focuses on the visual and phy51cal
consequences of using a substitute material such as alumi
num or vinyl siding for new siding installations on a {
wood frame historic building. These concerns include the;
potential of damaging or destroying historic material and
features; the potential of obscuring historic material and
features; and, most important, the potential of diminish--
ing the historic character of the building.
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Photo: Technical Preservation Services

‘um and vinyl siding are available in a variety of widths
slors, but the optional wood graining is not characteristic
. wood siding.

Historic Character of Buildings and Districts

haracter or “identity” of a historic building is estab-
: by its form, size, scale and decorative features. It is
nfluenced by the choice of materials for the walls—
e dimension, detailing, color, and other surface char-
:stics. This is particularly true for wood frame build-
which are the typical objects of aluminum or vinyl
3 applications. Since wood has always been present
undance in America, it has been a dominant building
rial in most parts of the country. Early craftsmen
wood for almost every aspect of building construc-
for structural members such as posts, beams and
-s, and for cladding materials and decorative details,
as trim, shakes, and siding.
1e variety of tools used, coupled with regional differ-
s in design and craftsmanship, has resulted in a rich-
and diversity of wood sidings in America. For exam-
narrow boards with beveled, lapped joints called
oboards” were used on New England frame dwellings.
size and shape of the “clapboards” were determined
he process of hand splitting or “riving” bolts of wood.

-~

The width, the short lengths, the b‘d lapping, the
“feathered” horizontal joints, and the surface nailing of
the clapboards created a distinctive surface pattern that is
recognizable as an important part of the historic character
of these structures.

The sawn and hand-planed clapboards used throughout ary
the Mid-Atlantic and Southern states in the eighteenth and 4.
early nineteenth centuries, by contrast, have a wide ex-
posure—generally between six and eight inches. The ex-
posure of the siding, frequently coupled with a beaded
edge, created a very different play of light and shadow on
the wall surface, thus resulting in a different character. to
The “German” or “Novelty siding”—a milled siding that is
thin above and thicker below with a concave bevel—was
used throughout many parts of the United States in the
late nineteenth and early twentieth century but with re-
gional variations in material, profile, and dimensions.
One variation of this type of milled siding was called
“California siding” and was milled with a rabbetted or ris
shiplap edge to insure a tight installation of the weather- ‘
boards. Shingles were also commonly used as an exterior
cladding material, and in buildings such as the Bungalow
style houses, were often an important character-defining
feature of the exterior. Shingles were often applied in
decorative patterns by varying the lap, thus creating alter-
nating rows of narrow exposures and wide exposures.

Shingles were also cut in geometric patterns such as dia-
mond shapes and applied in patterns. This treatment was
commonly used in the gable end of shingled houses. Sid-
ing and wood shingles were often used in combination
with materials such as cobblestone and brick in Bungalow
style buildings to create a distinctive interplay of sur-
faces and materials.

The primary concern, therefore, in considering replace-
ment siding on a historic building, is the potential loss of
those features such as the beaded edge, “drop” profile,
and the patterns of application. Replacing historic wood
siding with new wood, or aluminum or vinyl siding could
severely diminish the unique aspects of historic materials

e O

inal

Photo. Nancv | Long

‘0 originally similar houses. When aluminum was installed on the house on the right, the barge boards, scrollwork, columns,
1 railings were removed. The distinctive shingled gable and attic vent were covered. further compromising the building's ar-

‘tectural integrity.
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Photo: John H. Myers
This brick rowhouse was covered with vertical and horizontal
aluminum siding. Such treatment is inappropriate for historic
masonry buildings.

and craftsmanship. The inappropriate use of substitute
siding is especially dramatic where sufficient care is not
taken by the owner or applicator and the width of the
clapboards is altered, shadow reveals are reduced, and
molding or trim is changed or removed at the corners, at
cornices or around windows and doors. Because substitute
siding is usually added on top of existing siding, details
around windows and doors may appear set back from the
siding rather than slightly projecting; and if the relation-
ship of molding or trim to the wall is changed, it can
result in the covering or removal of these historic features.
New substitute siding with embossed wood graining—in-
tended to simulate the texture of wood—is also visually
inappropriate. Exaggerated graining would have been un-
desirable on real wood siding and is generally found only
after sandblasting, a destructive and totally unacceptable
treatment for wood.

While this discussion focuses primarily on the historic
character of individual wood frame buildings, of equal
importance is the context of buildings that comprise a
historic district or neighborhood. Changes to the char-
acter-defining features of a building, such as distinctive
clapboarding and other wall surfaces and decorative trim,
always have an impact on more than just that building;
they also alter the historic visual relationship between the
buildings in the district. If character-defining weather-

4

-

boards, clapboards or shirQ are replaced on a number
of buildings in a historic district, the historic character of
the entire district may be seriously damaged. Because of
the potential impact some substitute materials have on the
character of a neighborhood or district, many communi-
ties regulate their use through zoning ordinances and
design review boards. These ordinances and review
boards usually require review and approval of proposed
alterations to a historic building that could potentially im-
pact the historic character of the building or the district,
including the application of substitute materials, such as
aluminum or vinyl siding.

Preservation of a building or district and its historic
character is based on the assumption that the retention of
historic materials and features and their craftsmanship are
of primary importance. Therefore, the underlying issue in
any discussion of replacement materials is whether or not
the integrity of historic materials and craftsmanship has
been lost. Structures are historic because the materials and
craftsmanship reflected in their construction are tangible
and irreplaceable evidence of our cultural heritage. To the
degree that substitute materials destroy and/or conceal the
historic fabric, they will always subtract from the basic
integrity of historically and architecturally sxgmflcant
buildings.

The Products and Their Installation

The use of aluminum and vinyl siding really involves
two separate industries. The siding materials themselves,
including a variety of inside and outside corner pieces,
trim and molding pieces and panning for window and
door frames, are produced by a comparatively small num-
ber of manufacturers. The product information, advertis-
ing, and any manufacturer’s warranties on the product
itself are handled by this part of the industry. The in-
stallation of aluminum or vinyl siding is generally carried
out by independent contractors or applicators, who are
frequently called “home improvement” contractors, and
they are not affiliated with the manufacturers. The man-
ufacturer’s warranties normally do not cover the installa-
tion, or any damage or defect resulting from the installa-
tion process.

Since the manufacturer has little control over the quali-
ty of the installation, both the quality of the work and the
sensitivity of the application are variable. This variation
in quality has traditionally been a problem in the industry
and one which the industry and its professional associa-
tions have attempted to correct through publishing and dis-
seminating information on the proper application of vinyl
and aluminum siding.

Although it is sometimes argued that an artificial siding
application is reversible since it can be removed, there is
frequently irreversible damage to historic building mate-
rials if decorative features or trim are permitted to be cut
down or destroyed, or removed by applicators and dis-
carded. The installation process requires that the existing
surface be flat and free of “obstructions” so that the new
siding will be smooth and even in appearance. To achieve
the requisite flat surface, furring strips are usually placed
over the wall surface (vertical furring strips for horizontal
aluminum or vinyl siding and vice-versa for vertical sid-
ing). The potential danger in this type of surface prepara-
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tion is that the furring strips may c&e the relationship
between the plane of the wall and the projecting elements
such as windows, door trim, the cornice, or any other proj-
ecting trim or molding. Projecting details may also cause
a problem. To retain them, additional cutting and fitting
will usually be required. Further, additional or special
molding pieces, or “accessories’” as they are called by the
industry, such as channels, inserts and drip caps, will be
needed to fit the siding around the architectural features.
This custom fitting of the siding will be more labor-
intensive, adding to the cost of the siding installation.

The existing wall fabric is further damaged by the nail-
ing necessary to apply siding. Either by nailing directly to
the building fabric or by nailing the furring strips to the
old siding, the installation of aluminum or vinyl siding
will leave numerous holes in wood siding, molding, trim,
window and door frames. When applied to brick or other
masonry units, the nail penetrations attaching the furring
strips and siding can cause irreversible cracking or spalling
of the masonry. Although this reference to damaging ma-
sonry is included as a point of fact, the application of
aluminum or vinyl siding is highly inappropriate to his-
toric masonry buildings.

The Use of Aluminum or Vinyl Siding on
Historic Buildings

The maintenance and periodic painting of wood frame
structures is a time-consuming effort and often a substan-
tial expense for the homeowner. It is therefore under-
standable that a product which promises relief from per-
iodic painting and gives the building a new exterior clad-
ding would have considerable appeal. For these reasons,
aluminum and viny!l siding have been used extensively in
upgrading and rehabilitating the nation’s stock of wood
frame residential buildings. For historic residential
buildings, aluminum or viny! siding may be an acceptable
alternative only if (1) the existing siding is so deteriorated
or damaged that it cannot be repaired; (2) the substitute
material can be installed without irreversibly damaging or
obscuring the architectural features and trim of the build-
ing; and (3) the substitute material can match the historic
material in size, profile and finish so that there is no
change in the character of the historic building. In cases
where a non-historic artificial siding has been applied to a
building, the removal of such a siding, and the application
of aluminum or vinyl siding would, in most cases, be an
acceptable alternative, as long as the above-mentioned
first two conditions are met.

There are, however, also certain disadvantages in the
use of a substitute material such as aluminum or vinyl
siding, and these factors should be carefully considered
before a decision is made to use such a material rather
than the preferred replacement with new wood siding
duplicating the old.

Applying Siding without Dealing with Existing Problems

Since aluminum and vinyl sidings are typically marketed
as home improvement items, they are frequently applied
to buildings in need of maintenance and repair. This can
result in concealing problems which are the early warning

signs of deterioratNgMinor uncorrected problems can
progress to the point where expensive, major repairs to
the structure become necessary.

If there is a hidden source of water entry within the
wall or leakage from the roof, the installation of any new
siding will not solve problems of deterioration and rotting
that are occurring within the wall. If deferred maintenance
has allowed water to enter the wall through deteriorated
gutters and downspouts, for example, the cosmetic surface
application of siding will not arrest these problems. In
fact, if the gutters and downspouts are not repaired, such
problems may become exaggerated because water may be
channeled behind the siding. In addition to drastically
reducing the efficiency of most types of wall insulation,
such excessive moisture levels within the wall can con-
tribute to problems with interior finishes such as paints or
wallpaper, causing peeling, blistering or staining of the
finishes.

It cannot be overemphasized that a cosmetic treatment
to hide difficulties such as peeling paint, stains or other
indications of deterioration is not a sound preservation
practice; it is no substitute for proper care and main-
tenance. Aluminum and vinyl siding are not directly at
fault in these situations since property owners should
determine the nature and source of their problems, then
make appropriate repairs. The difficulty arises when
owners perceive the siding as the total solution to their
required maintenance and forgo other remedial action.

Durability and Cost

The questions of durability and relative costs of aluminum
or viny! siding compared to the maintenance cost of his-
toric materials are complex. It is important to consider
these questions carefully because both types of siding are
marketed as long lasting, lJow maintenance materials. As-
suming that the substitute sidings are not damaged, and
that they will weather and age normally, there will be in-
evitable changes in color and gloss as time passes. A nor-
mal application of aluminum or vinyl siding is likely to
cost from two to three times as much as a good paint job
on wood siding. A sensitive application, retaining existing
trim, will cost more. Therefore, to break even on expense,
the new siding should last as long as two or three paint-
ings before requiring maintenance. On wood two coats of
good quality paint on a properly prepared surface can last
from 8 to 10 years, according to the U.S. Department of
Agriculture. If a conservative life of seven years is as-
sumed for paint on wood, then aluminum and vinyl sid-
ing should last 15 to 21 years before requiring addition-

al maintenance, to break even with the maintenance cost
for painting wood siding. Once painted, the aluminum
and vinyl siding will require repainting with the same fre-
quency as wood.

While aluminum siding can dent upon impact and the
impact resistance of vinyl siding decreases in low tem-
peratures and, therefore, is susceptible to cracking from
sharp impact, these materials are generally not more
vulnerable than wood siding and shingles. All siding
materials are subject to damage from storm, fire, and van-
dalism; however, there is a major difference in the
repairability of wood siding versus substitute materials
such as aluminum and vinyl. Although they can all be
repaired, it is much easier to repair wood siding and the
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repair, after painting, is generally imperceptib® In addi-
tion, a major problem in the repairability of aluminum

and vinyl siding, as mentioned above, is matching color
since the factory finishes change with time. Matching the
paint for wood siding has a greater likelihood of success.

Energy

Because of high fuel costs, there is a concern for energy
conservation in historic materials as well as in substitute
materials. Because aluminum and vinyl siding can be pro-
duced with an insulating backing, these products are
sometimes marketed as improving the thermal envelope of
a historic building. The aluminum and viny! material
themselves are not good insulators, and the thickness of
any insulating backing would, of necessity, be too small
to add to the energy efficiency of a historic building.
What energy savings did accrue as a result of a siding ap-
plication would probably be as much the result of the
creation of an air space between the old and new siding as
the addition of insulating material. If the historic wood
siding were removed in the course of installing the alu-
minum or vinyl siding (even with an insulating backing),
the net result would likely be a loss in overall thermal ef-
ficiency for the exterior sheathing.

Preservation Briefs Number 3, “Conserving Energy in
Historic Buildings,” notes that the primary sources of
energy loss in small frame buildings are the doors, win-
dows and roof. It is, therefore, more cost-effective to ap-
ply storm windows, weatherstripping and attic insulation
than to treat the sidewalls of these structures. There are
numerous publications on energy retrofitting which ex-
plain techniques of determining cost-effectiveness based on
utility costs, R-factors or materials and initial cost of the
treatment. Persons interested in this approach may wish
to read “Retrofitting Existing Houses for Energy Conserva-
tion: An Economic Analysis” published by the National
Bureau of Standards, or the U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development booklet “In the Bank or Up the
Chimney.” One such study in Providence, Rhode Island,
determined that for a two-story house, twenty-five feet
square, the payback period for twenty-three storm win-
dows, two storm doors and six inches of attic insulation
(R-20) was 4.4 years while the payback period of alu-
minum siding with an R-factor of 2.5 was 29.96 years.
Most of the information which is available supports the
position that aluminum or viny! siding will nét have a
reasonable payback on an energy-saving basis alone.

Summary

The intent of this brief has been to delineate issues that
should be considered when contemplating the use of alu-
minum or vinyl sidings on historic buildings and assessing
under what circumstances substitute materials such as ar-
tificial siding may be used without damaging the integrity
of the historic building or adversely changing its historic
character. Many property owners are faced with decisions
weighing the historic value of their building and its main-
tenance cost against the possible benefit of aluminum and
vinyl siding materials. To assist in making these decisions,
“The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilita-
tion and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings”
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have been published and are‘ilable from National Park
Service Regional Offices and State Historic Preservation
Offices. Further, since rehabilitation projects for income-
producing historic buildings often seek tax beneftis under
the 1981 Economic Recovery Tax Act, as amended, it is
essential that all work, such as the replacement of exterior
siding, be carried out in conformance with the Standards
and be consistent with the building’s historic character to
insure that the tax benefits are not denied.

As stated earlier, the application of aluminum and vinyl
siding is frequently considered as an alternative to the
maintenance of the original historic material. The implica-
tion is that the new material is an economical and long-
lasting alternative and therefore somehow superior to the
historic material. In reality, historic building materials
such as wood, brick and stone, when properly maintained,
are generally durable and serviceable materials. Their
widespread existence on tens of thousands of old buildings
after many decades in serviceable condition is proof that
they are the original economic and long-lasting alterna-
tives. All materials, including aluminum and vinyl siding
can fall into disrepair if abused or neglected; however, the
maintenance, repair and retention of historic materials are
always the most architecturally appropriate and usually
the most economically sound measures when the objective
is to preserve the unique qualities of historic buildings.

The appropriate preservation decision on the use of a
substitute material in the rehabilitation of a historic
building must always center on two principal concerns:
the possible damage or destruction of historic building
materials; and, the possible negative impact on the his-
toric character of the building and the historic district
or setting in which the building is located. Because ap-
plications of substitute materials such as aluminum and
vinyl siding can either destroy or conceal historic build-
ing material and features and, in consequence, result in
the loss of a building’s historic character, they are not
recommended by the National Park Service. Such destruc-
tion or concealment of historic materials and features con-
fuses the public perception of that which is truly historic
and that which is imitative.
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Ward Jandl, Chief, Technical Preservation Services Branch, and the
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This publication has been prepared pursuant to the Economic
Recovery Tax Act of 1981 which directs the Secretary of the Interior to
certify rehabilitations of historic buildings that are consistent with their
historic character: the advice and guidance provided in this Brief will
assist property owners in complying with the requirements of this law.

Preservation Briefs 8 has been developed under the technical editorship
of Lee H. Nelson, AIA, Chief, Preservation Assistance Division, Na-
tional Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, Washington, D.C.
20240. Comments on the usefulness of this information are welcomed
and can be sent to Mr. Nelson at the above address.

The drawing “A Tribute to Vinyl Siding. (Igloo)” on the front cover is
reproduced from David Macaulay’s “Great Moments in Architecture.”
Copyright © 1978 by David Macaulay and reprinted permission of
Houghton Mifflin Company.



’ ATTACHMENZN #-3

» HAWP Appl™htion & AttacHmenMs
41011 Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Streel Suite 1001, Rockville, Maryland 20850
Gov t _ 2173625 #5 4S1p

APPLICATION FUR .
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMlT
TAX ACCOUNT # +0HHP64 1018272

NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER R Scnﬂ‘-DomsGMﬁk'mq\\j TELEPHONEND._Zpl 433 - 3 74S

{Contract/Purchaser) {include Area Code)
aooness 3918 FProspect Street lénsmc,-h n_IAD. 20898
CITY STATE ZiP
CONTRACTOR TELEPHONE NO.
CONTRACTOR REG)STRATION NUMBER
PLANS PREPARED BY _W &L TR Brrelk TELEPHONE NO. _A_.L_‘?_Q_G_@'éij___
{include Ares Coda)

REGISTRATION NUMBER

LOCATICN OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number _ 2918 Street &nﬁ&"' Street

Town/City lj\ ensincien Mb. Election District 13

Nearest Cross Swreet _Cannezticut  Dvenve,

ot 26 Block __12 Subdivision K&nsm aton ’PMLK

Libr 220 Folio 262 Parcel 000

1A, TYPE QF PERMIT ACTION: (circle one) Circle One: A/C stab
Extend/Add EterlRenuvald T Repait) - Porch -[Deck) Fireplace Shed  Solar  Woodburning Stove

Wrecklﬂaze Mave Install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (:orﬁplam»Soc(inn 4) Other

18.  CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ ’100 008 ~ 1r§°°°

1C.  IFTHISIS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPRDVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT #
1D.  INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY

1€. IS THIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? 1D Kensmqh:n Dishrict

PART TWOQ: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A.  TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 28. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY
01 O WSSC 02 ()} Septic 01 DS wssc 02 () Wa
03 () Dther 03 () Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE DNLY FQH FENCEIH ETAINING WALL

1A, HEIGHT 7 feet Q" inchier %‘ 6 Fence °l°”\¢] LAST 9 (D&

48. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to ba constructad on one of the folfowing focations:
1. Dn party line/Praperty line
2. Entirely on land of owner

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

| hereby certify that | have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, end that the construction will comply with
plans approved by all agencies listed agd | hereby acknowiedgs and eccept this to be e condition for the issuenca of this permit.

o
Signature of owner or aulhoz?ed gent (agent must have signature notarized on back) Date

APPRDVED For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission
\ DISAPPRDVED Signature Date
weucamoneeamrno: T/ Q7 Q6006 fume ree:s

DATE FILED: PERMIT FEE:$

DATE ISSUEQD: BALANCE $

DWNERSHIP CODE: RECEIPT NO: FEE WAIVED:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS



SUPPLEMENTAL APPLICATION FOR HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT
REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

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

(L\‘P\.c.Al 1300 farmhovse |n Kensrzv\ci)rbr\ ‘!"'IS}‘DV{CFBIS"""‘IE‘-

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

Zrst Side - Deme ghvc"wf\\\\-{ uhsoancﬂ%w\ hented ?W(J\ % congtvoct
A 14214 addition, 3stories (FVcM%rouM; |
Sovth Side - Gover e,sus‘[’w\c\ Deck uwith Sreen ’Dwdnm—-. i level
£ constyoct agun CL&L k above [+ o(—v‘-’H\e master bedeoowm |
wefz{’ QJe - Zx*&vxc{ ‘(’«KLS'{'MQ Dbrc}\ ")‘D Y‘&AV‘O‘(‘ heuse Ano‘ c_avxuev‘f“
Ar ﬁxts’hv\o} -ch’wmc{ew ‘)‘O 8 Dodr +a nLcAeV\

Demo Grrnee

Constrvct weop (o’ fence irm Dle Dw+u J_;Le. '{'6 C«xl%'l'mq c(ack

Zﬂei'swe (rc’noe) vemove b’ bence from 19"0 pevt u \me ’&b \’;ms’rw:, L\ouga (ed'm-uc ek(s*"w\

/a‘foofrfancc G‘onq om»er‘)’u \me 75 '@v-on‘)’ l’)unlc)ul\c IMQ ? ‘H\Qwv\\Lmue a \* +oﬁf'
’femce to fvowhAs*em CVM ‘H\u\ continune q;-,.,-f fence to perenial 3M60eh
B house al M\C} sinewnlk -

-1-



2. Statement of Projec&m: .

Short, written statement that describes:

a. the proposed design of the new work, in terms of scale, massing,
materia]s, details, and landscaping:

See Aro.uun s .
Zast facape - replrce c‘:mo’:shecl enclosen povch with small eﬁ'ehsmn breakdast aoum

with bweolace /mpr /Réc Room - Sxtend cleck - Ml SipEp in woed 8" ’Dawb(g%mg £1P Ing
Souvth Facanc -~ Screen'in Pact oF ve,ms'ﬁﬂq deele . Son ‘Pemch above
Weot Facape - txtend wxicting weap pPeych to arear ok hoyse & ADD en*w +o
Kitchen fmmertsHMg dt/‘(ueum-y
Dewe GAranGE.
b. the relationship of this design to the existing resource(s):

LomD A‘f:bl{_

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

Propasa | s conpatible with it & vesosrce ; vl en hapnee The preseryation of

-—Hm resqurce o renevTAG Subﬁf‘ﬁh Fally deteriovadn pae Of-lfhe bolldimg orn
3 A, WVl lnot sobotantially altev view 4dom publie
,/\q]\-,-t—o,l(lw»; ' - '

~

3. Project Plan: '

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

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

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

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

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

4. Tree Survey: If applicable, tree survey indicating location, caliper
and species of all trees within project area which are 6" in caliper or
larger (including those to be removed).
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Design_Features: “Schematic construction plans swn to scale at 1/8"
=1'-0", or 1/4" = 1’-0", indicating location, size and general type of
walls, window and door openings, roof profiles, and other fixed features
of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.

Facades: Elevation drawings, drawn to scale at 1/8" = 1‘0", or 1/4" =
1’0", clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing
construction and, when appropriate, context. A1l materials and fixtures
proposed for exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An
existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each facade affected by the

proposed work is required.

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

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

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

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

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

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

10.

Addresses of Adjacent Property Owners. For all projects, provide an
accurate 1ist of adjacent and confronting property owners (not tenants),
including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list should include the
owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as
well as the owner(s) of lot(s) or parcel(s) which lie directly across
the street/highway from the parcel in question. If you need assistance
obtaining this information, call the Department of Assessments and
Taxation, at 279-1355.

Name TEp £ Marie  Kosche
Address 3922—fa17?¢c*'fap
City/Zip ;&nsmf#n Md Dogas”

Name Yeter.  Dery Holz
Address 3?17//9«05/7)\»_ ct gf
City/Zip f)/ﬂnG/njz'/’Oh MJ 20895~
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Name A4 Knecht=
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Name MM Peide(
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. ‘ .‘TAC}MENT B4

" Master Plan Information

THE AMENDMENT
KENSINGTON HISTORIC DISTRICT
' Atlas #31/6

The purpose of the following amendment is to designate the
Kensington Historic District as delineated in Figure 3 on the
Master Plan for Historic Preservation thereby extending to the
area the protection of the Historic Preservation Ordinance,
Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code.

Finding of Historical & Architectural Significance

The town of Kensington began as a small crossroads settle-
ment along the Bladensburg Turnpike, an early market rocad between
the County's major north/south route, 0ld Georgetown Road, and
the port of Bladensburg on the Anacostia River in Prince George's
County. When the B&0 Railrcad was built in 1873, the crossroads
settlement became known as Knowles Station, named after the major
land holding family in the area. : .

- By 1890, Xnowles Station had developed intec a village of
several hundred people most cf whom were living north of. the
railroad. In that year, Washington financier, Brainard H. Warner
purchased and subdivided property to the south and southwest of-
the railroad, naming the area Kensington Park after the famous
Londeon suburb. The subdivision was designed in the Victorian
manner with ample sized lots and a curvilinear street pattern.

Warner established his own summer residence and invited his
friends to join him in this park-like setting away from the heat
and congestion of Washington. It is this concentration of Victo-
rian period, residential structures located in the center of the
town which constitutes the core of the historic district.

The district is architecturally significant as a collection
of late 19th and early 20th Century houses exhibiting a variety
of architectural styles popular during the Victorian periecd in-
cluding Queen Anne, Shingle, Eastlake and Colonial Revival. The
houses share a uniformity of scale, set backs and construction
materials that contribute to the cohesiveness cf 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 AMENDMENT
KENSINGTON HISTORIC DISTRICT
Atlas #31/6

The purpose of the following amendment is to designate the
Kensington Historic District as delineated in Figure 3 on the
Master Plan for Historic Preservation thereby extending to the
area the protection of the Historic Preservation Ordinance,
Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code.

Finding of Historical & Architectural Significance

The town of Kensington began as a small crossroads. settle-
ment along the Bladensburg Turnpike, an early market road between
the County's major north/south route, 0ld Georgetown Road, and
the port of Bladensburg on the Anacostia River in Prince George's
County. When the B&0 Railroad was built in 1873, the crossroads
settlement became known as Knowles Station, named after the major
land holding family in the area. .

- By 1890, Knowles Station had developed into a village of
several hundred people most of whom were living north of. the
railroad. 1In that year, Washington financier, Brainard H. Warner
purchased and subdivided property to the south and southwest of
the railroad, naming the area Kensington Park after the famous
London suburb. The subdivision was designed in the Victorian
manner with ample sized lots and a curvilinear street pattern.

Warner established his. own summer residence and invited his
friends to join him in this park-like setting away from the heat
and congestion of Washington. It is this concentration of Victo-
rian period, residential structures located in the center of the
town which constitutes the core of the historic district.

The district is architecturally significant as a collection
of late 19th and early 20th Century houses exhibiting a variety
of architectural styles popular during the Victorian period in-
cluding 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 Kensington Historic District specifically meets
criterias 1la and 2a of the Ordinance which states:

“

"l. Historical and Cultural Significance:

Ordinance Criteria & District Guideline Values

The historic resource:

a. has character, interest or value as part
of the development, heritage or cultural
characteristics of the County, State or
nation.

2. Architectural and Design Significance:
The historic resource:

a. embodies the distinctive characteristics
of a type, period or method of construc-
tion."

District Boundaries

The Kensington Historic District is wholly located within
the Town of Kensington. The district includes residential sec-
tions along both sides of Connecticut Avenue, the commercial area
along Howard Avenue, and also incorporates a northern annex of
period structures along the east side of Sst. Paul Street. The
general outline of the district is shown in Figure 3. However,
the district also specifically excludes properties within a sub-
area as shown in Figure 4, leaving only the right-of-ways in that
subarea as part of the Kensington Historic District.

IMPLEMENTATION

Historic Area Work Permit Process

As noted earlier, once designated on the Master Plan, signi-
ficant changes to resources within a historic district must be
reviewed by the Historic Preservation Commission and a historic
area work permit issued under Sections 24A-6, 7, and 8 of the
Historic Preservation Ordinance. :

The Historic Preservation Commission has developed Guidelines
to assist individuals wishing to nominate potential Districts
and individual property owners within designated Districts. The
general philosophy of these Guidelines is that Historic Districts
are living and working areas where special attention is paid to
protecting those qualities which make them significant resources
for the County. They must not become areas where protective
concerns override all other activities. For example, in rural
districts, not only can vernacular architecture and important
settings be protected, but working farms can be sustained to



provide close to market produce,and rural villages retained to
provide local small-scale goods and services.

According to the Guidelines, a Historic District as identi-
fied, and if approved for inclusion in the County's Master Plan
for Historic Preservation, shall consist of the entire area
represented by all of the historic resources with their appurte-
nances and environmental setting. Non-historic properties within
the boundaries of the Historic District are also subject to
regulation, as they are considered appurtenances and part of the
environmental setting of the historic resources of the District.

In regard to the properties identified as secondary
resources-~that is visually contributing but non-historic struc-
tures or vacant land within the Kensington District--the Ordi-
nance requires the Preservation Commission to be lenient in its
judgment of plans for contemporary structures or for plans in-
volving new construction unless such plans would seriously impair
the historic or architectural value of surrounding resources or
impair the character of the District.

Local Advisory Committees

The Guidelines encourage the establishment of local advisory
committees for District supervision where appropriate, e.g.,
local municipalities may wish to appoint such committees for
Historic Districts lying within their jurisdiction. The commit-
tees' work can include development of local design review guide-
lines which set a standard for physical changes which can be made
in the District. They also monitor design activities in their
Districts for the County Commission. Local guidelines may be
based on the Design Guidelines Handbook, and are subject to the
approval of the Commission. : : '

Preservation Incentives

Appendix A of the Master Plan for Historic Preservation
outlines a. number of federal and state incentives for designated
historic properties including tax credits, tax benefits possible
through the granting of easements on historic properties and
outright grant or low interest loan programs.

In addition to these federal and state incentives, the
Montgomery County Council passed legislation in September 1984 to
provide for a tax credit against County real property taxes in
order to encourage the restoration and preservation of privately
owned structures located in the County. The credit applies to
properties designated on the Master Plan for Historic Preserva-
tion either individually or as recognized resources within a
designated Historic District. (Chapter 52, Art. VI.)




The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission,
together with the County's Department of Finance, administers the
tax credit. Information concerning the eligibility requirements
and application procedures for the credit is available through
the Preservation Commission at 251-2799. ¢
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 GEORGIA AVENUE
SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND 20907
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THEuMAFlYLAND NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANN!NG COMMISSION
____————_——_: 8787 Georgiz Avenue ¢ Silver Spring. Maryland 20810-3760

MEMORANDUM
TO: Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) Applicants
£ STOTl My Dokls &. MATI
FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Urban Design Division
M-NCPPC
DATE: ‘&aé: :&2 ‘Z£QZ
SUBJECT: Historic Preservation Commission Review of HAWP
Application

T8 VS/IEC] SIEEET

The Historic Preservation Commission has received the His-
toric Area Work Permit (HAWP) application which you filed on your
property.

The Historic Preservation Commission will consider your HAWP
application at their regular meeting on /ﬂz5457'ﬁ¢- .
This meeting will be held in the Maryland-Natlonal ‘Capital Park
and Planning Commission Auditorium at 8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver
Spring, Maryland. The meeting will begin at _&,00 fM .

You are encouraged to attend this meeting so that the His-
toric Preservation Commission can discuss your application with
you. If you have any questions about the meeting, the HAWP appli-
cation process, or other historic preservation issues, please
feel free to call the Historic Preservation Commission staff at
495-4570.

hawpdate
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THE;MARYLAND—NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
‘—-”— 8787 Georgia Avenue e Silver Spring. Maryland 20910-3760

MEMORANDUM

To: 28 £AY _SPUHA chairman
Wﬁl Local Advisory Panel

FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Urban Design Division
M-NCPPC

DATE: tm &2, liil

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application

The attached application by 2 $ AUl 2RI 4. AT A
for a Historic Area Work Permit at 9/& F2FECT STXr>T
is being forwarded for review and comment by the Local Advisory
Panel. If the Panel would like written comments to be included in
the Historic Preservation Commission's pre-meeting packet, they
should be received at our office by no later than _
before 5:00 p.m. Otherwise, verbal and/or written comments may be
presented at the Commission meeting scheduled for Mi{f .

lapxmitl
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THE MARYLAND NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
MMM 8787 Georgia Avenue o Silver Spring. Maryland 20910-3760

| !
|
MEMORANDUM
TO: Interested Property Owners
FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Urban Design Division
M-NCPPC
DATE: iy z3, 199/
L4
SUBJECT: Historic Preservation Commission Review of HAWP
Application

The Historic Preservation Commission has received a Historic
Area Work Permit (HAWP) application on a property in your neigh-
borhood. The application affects the property at 39/

and briefly involves
PRI R i Wé oF

) AN,
AETON OF S/U)6 m YITH SUNZECL. ABINE .

The complete HAWP application is available for inspection at the
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission offices at
8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland, 20910.

The Historic Preservation Commission will consider this HAWP
application at their regular meeting on /@L .
This meeting will be held in the Maryland-National Capital Park
and Planning Commission Auditorium at 8787 Georgia Avenue in

Silver Spring. The meeting will begin at ZHPH .

You are welcome to attend this meeting so that the Historic
Preservation Commission can obtain your input on this issue. In
addition, you can submit written comments to the Historic Preser-
vation Commission at the address listed above. If you have any
questions about the meeting, the HAWP application process, or
other historic preservation issues, please feel free to call the
Historic Preservation Commission staff at 495-4570.

hawpdate.2
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THE; MARYLAND- NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
‘ 8787 Gecrgia Avence o Silver Spring. Maryland 20810-3780
"ﬁ |

MEMORANDUM
TO: Interested Property Owners
7Zp AlND MHARIE ROSCHE
FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Urban Design Division
M-NCPPC
DATE: Juty 29, 199/
SUBJECT: Historic Preservation Commission Review of HAWP
Application

The Historic Preservation Commission has received a Historic
Area Work Permit (HAWP) application on a property in your neigh-
borhood. The application affects the property at 3 9/&

] and briefly involves 7/
revcts bR B om0 S L B AN FEB o

ARTION OF Sl 6 PECE. bITH mg&_éq;. ABLUE .
The complete HAWP application is available for inspection at the
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission offices at

8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland, 20910.

The Historic Preservation Commission will consider this HAWP
application at their regular meeting on /- .
This meeting will be held in the Maryland-National Capital Park
and Planning Commission Auditorium at 8787 Georgia Avenue in

- Silver Spring. The meeting will begin at SF.HLHM .

You are welcome to attend this meeting so that the Historic
Preservation Commission can obtain your input on this issue. In
addition, you can submit written comments to the Historic Preser-
vation Commission at the address listed above. If you have any
qguestions about the meeting, the HAWP application process, or
other historic preservation issues, please feel free to call the
Historic Preservation Commission staff at 495-4570.

hawpdate.2
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THE;MARYLAND-NAT!ONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

_— 8737 Gecrgia Avenue ® Silver Spring. Maryland 20910-3760

MEMORANDUM
TO: Interested Property Owners
ME. AND HMES. Ke/ilgs~
FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Urban Design Division
M-NCPPC
DATE: Yty 29, 799/
SUBJECT: Historic Preservation Commission Review of HAWP
Application

The Historic Preservation Commission has received a Historic
Area Work Permit (HAWP) application on a property in your neigh-
borhood. The application affects the property at

2. and briefly invo \%ﬁg@lﬂﬁ
rrzcn RN e roner Ja/xX M 3 STBE ON, A5 e oF
AETION OF SSTNl6 PECE_4/TH SUNOEAL. ABI - .

The complete HAWP application is available for 1nspect10n at the
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission offices at
8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland, 20910.

The Historic Preservation Commission will consider this HAWP

application at their regular meeting on ¢&£5437‘/@t .
This meeting will be held in the Maryland-National Capital Park
and Planning Commission Auditorium at 8787 Georgia Avenue in

" Silver Spring. The meeting will begin at SZ0PM .

You are welcome to attend this meeting so that the Historic
Preservation Commission can obtain your input on this issue. In
addition, you can submit written comments to the Historic Preser-
vation Commission at the address listed above. If you have any
guestions about the meetlng, the HAWP application process, or
other historic preservatlon issues, please feel free to call the
Historic Preservation Commission staff at 495-4570.

hawpdate.2
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THE MARYLAND NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

-——-——-—-’_ 3787 Gecrgia Avenue o Silver Spring. Maryland 20910-3760

MEMORANDUM
TO: Interested Property Owners
M. Y MES. FNECHT
FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator
: Urban Design Division
M-NCPPC
DATE: L Yy 29, /99/
SUBJECT: Historic Preservation Commission Review of HAWP
Application

The Historic Preservation Commission has received a Historic
Area Work Permit (HAWP) application on a property in your neigh-
borhood. The application affects the property at 39/&4
o and briefly involves 7/
ek AN, /8 IH %sz '} oN /,ugo;
Aol ar.sosm/e zzc MITH SUNOES. ABI -
The complete HAWP application is available for inspection at the
Maryland=-National Capital Park and Planning Commission offices at
8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland, 20910.

The Historic Preservation Commission will consider this HAWP

application at their regular meeting on Mqﬂ‘ & .
This meeting will be held in the Maryland-National Capital Park

~and Planning Commission Auditorium at 8787 Georgia Avenue in
_ Silver Spring. The meeting will begin at ZFLM .

You are welcome to attend this meeting so that the Historic
Preservation Commission can obtain your input on this issue. In
addition, you can submit written comments to the Historic Preser-
vation Commission at the address listed above. If you have any
questions about the meeting, the HAWP application process, or
other historic preservation issues, please feel free to call the
Historic Preservation Commission staff at 495-4570.

hawpdate.2
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THE MARYLAND NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
S— 3787 Georgia Avenue ¢ Siver Spring. Maryland 20910-3760

MEMORANDUM
TO: Interested Property owners
VOHM AL VIVIAN 01/5/(,(/
FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Urban Design Division
M-NCPPC
DATE: Yty 29, 199/
SUBJECT: Historic Preservation Commission Review of HAWP
Application

The Historic Preservation Commission has received a Historic
Area Work Permit (HAWP) application on a property in your neigh-
borhood. The application affects the property at 39/8
and briefly involves }7
SR

2
Al m/%%ﬁﬂ? /X 2 /l/6 oF

AIRTION OF ESTU]6 PECL_ WITH SUNOEC. ASIUE . d

The complete HAWP application is available for inspection at the
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission offices at
8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland, 20910.

The Historic Preservation Commission will consider this HAWP

application at their regular meeting on /L .
This meeting will be held in the Maryland-National Capital Park

~ and Planning Comnmission Auditorium at 8787 Georgia Avenue in
~ Silver Spring. The meeting will begin at LM .

You are welcome to attend this meeting so that the Historic
Preservation Commission can obtain your input on this issue. In
addition, you can submit written comments to the Historic Preser-
vation Commission at the address listed above. If you have any
questions about the meeting, the HAWP application process, or
other historic preservatlon issues, please feel free to call the
Historic Preservation Commission staff at 495-4570.

hawpdate.z2
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THE; MARYLANDIVANONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
SR 3787 Gecrgia Avenue e Siver Spring. Marylang 20810-3760

—_———

Y

MEMORANDUM
TO: Interested Property Owners
el BEKLHO _ . _
FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Urban Design Division
M-NCPPC
DATE: Yuty 29, 199/
SUBJECT: Historic Preservation Commission Review of HAWP
Application

The Historic Preservation Commission has received a Historic
Area Work Permit (HAWP) application on a property in your neigh-
borhood. The application affects the property at 39/84
o and briefly involves }7
RH AN, /elx I ﬁzsﬂb ﬁ} 0, Aug‘gr

ForeTIoN araosm/e Asac YITH _SUNgECt. ABIVE . 4

The complete HAWP application is available for 1nspectlon at the
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission offices at
8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland, 20910.

The Historic Preservation Commission will consider this HAWP
application at their regular meeting on gususT /- .
This meeting will be held in the Maryland-National Capital Park

., and Planning Commission Auditorium at 8787 Georgia Avenue in
~ Silver Spring. The meeting will begin at ZHPH .

You are welcome to attend this meeting so that the Historic
Preservation Commission can obtain your input on this issue. In
addition, you can submit written comments to the Historic Preser-
vation Commission at the address listed above. If you have any
questions about the meeting, the HAWP application process, or
other historic preservation issues, please feel free to call the
Historic Preservation Commission staff at 495-4570.

hawpdate.2



