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From Joseph P. Moore to 13015633412 at 11/24/98 09:27a Pg 001/001 .

Tel. : (937) 981-4163
Fax:

Message :

Dear Ms. Kephart:

I just received a FAX from you. However, it did not receive properly. Could you please
try and send it again? The distortion started at the FROM: line and nothing else is
readable. Or perhaps it is better to send an e-mail. | can handle attachments.

Thanks, Joe Moore
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From : Retired To : Montgomer County Department of
Joseph P. Moore ' Ms. Perry Kephart

Date : 11/24/98 ‘ Page(s) : 1




To: "Joe Moore" <jpmoore@bright.net>
Priority: Normal
Subject:Re:Your 11-24-1998 9:15 AM FAX

November 24, 1998
MEMORANDUM

To: Joseph P. Moore
From: Perry Kephart,Historic Preservation
Subject; edule for Appeals on HPC Decision.

for the appeals for any HPC decision. Chapter 24A
County Code (24A-7h) stipulates that "any applicant
may appeal a decision of the commission within 30 days from the date

on which the‘commission's decision is made public. . ." which is 15 days
after the glose of record or November 12, 1998. You have 30 days from
that da

of Appeals.

The Board of Appeals address is 100 Maryland Avenue,
ockyville, MD 20890.

If you have further questlons please call me at 301-563-3400 I
will be out of the office until November 30.
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, or until December 12, 1998, to file your appeal with the Board
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Tara from legal called, because Mr. Moore had called her..he didnt’ get the FAX and was still
concerned about the dates for his time to appeal the case.

| reviewed the dates , as noted in your file, about the Written Denial being dated 11/24, and she
said that in her opinion, Mr. Moore has 30 days from that date, or until December 24th. | called
Jeff Zyonz, and he said fine...and | rewrote your FAX to Moore with the revised dates.

Tara said that, although it would be nice to have gotten the Written Denial out within 15 days, no
one has been hurt by this, so that it doesn't matter...

And it's fine to give Moore the extra time anyway , if he needs it... Tara also asked me to FAX
the written denial to Moore, which | did today. Also, she got an Ohio address from him, and | am
mailing him a(and copy directly today, with the memo reviewing the dates for his appeal.

Talk to me on Monday, if you have further questions.

Vol J

/



M-NCPPC

MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

MEMORANDUM

TO: . Joseph P. Moore
FROM: ZOZ Robin D. Ziek, Historic Preservation Section
SUBJECT:  Schedule for appeals on HPC decisions

DATE: November 25, 1998

We received your FAX of 11/22/98 regarding the timing for the appeals for any HPC
decision. Chapter 24A of the County Code (24A-7.(h) stipulates that “the applicant may
appeal a decision of the commission within 30 days from the date on which the commission’s
decision is made public...” As discussed with our Legal Department, the date by which the
commission’s decision is made public is the date when the chairman of the HPC issues the written
decision. For your project, that date is November 24, 1998. You therefore have 30 days from
that date, or until December 24, 1998, to file your appeal with the Board of Appeals.

Their address is Board of Appeals, 100 Maryland Avenue, Rockville, MD 20850 (301)
217-6600. '

I hope this answers your question. If you have any further questions, please call Perry
Kephart at (301) 563-3400. She will be out of the office until November 30th. If you need
immediate assistance, please call the same number and ask for me.



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring Meeting Date: 10/28/98

Resource: Capitol View Park Historic District Review: HAWP
Case Number: 31/7-98H Tax Credit: None

Public Notice: 10/14/98 Report Date: 10/21/98
Applicant:  Joseph P. Moore Staff: Perry Kephart
PROPOSAL: Demolition RECOMMEND: Denial
BACKGRQUND

The yellow wood frame, two-bay 1% story, front-gabled Bungalow with lapped siding at
9816 Capitol View Avenue is a contributing resource and a familiar landmark in the Capitol View
Park Historic District. The house is clearly seen on the left at the top of the big curve as one
enters the historic district from the south along Capitol View Avenue.

The house is set at the front of a 52,475 foot lot (lots 20 - partial lot 27 on the attached
map, circle 8) that has no other improvements at this time. The only access to the property from -
Capitol View is a short driveway immediately adjacent to the house. The driveway leads to a
lower level basement garage. The land drops off from the front to the back of the property (east
to west) and from northern wider section to the narrower southern area. The Metropolitan (now
CSX) railroad line runs behind the length of the property. There are several mature shade trees
on the lot including hickory, oak and locust.

The Sears-type house was built in 1928. The house is currently owned by a trust whose
executors live at a distance from the Washington area. The applicant told staff that they now wish
to sell the property. The property has been occupied for several decades by various tenants
including members of the Moore family. '

Two appraisals have been made of the property. In neither report was the property
identified as being in a historic district nor was there any discussion of compliance with Chapter
24A of the Montgomery County Code regarding the preservation of a historic resource.
Valuation was based on the removal of the existing dwelling and the development of the site with
five new single-family dwellings with no recognition of the requirement that any development
would be subject to review by the Historic Preservation Commission.

The historic district in which the resource is located is significant as an example of a
railroad community that began with the construction of the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O
Railroad in the 1870's. The two major building styles that reflect the early years of the community



are large Queen Anne houses from the late 19™ and early 20* century and more modest Sears-
type kit houses from the early 20" century.

The present proposal was the subject of a Preliminary Consultation with the HPC on
September 9, 1998. The recommendation at that time was that the applicant consider options
other than demolition.

PROPOSAL

The applicant, who is one of two executors for the trust that owns the property, proposes
to demolish the house.

STAFF DISCUSSION

As noted in the Capitol View & Vicinity Approved and Adopted Sector Plan, July 1982,
“Most Capitol View Park structures possess little distinction as architectural entities. When

grouped, however, these resources meet the criteria for district designation as a visual example of
suburban development styles.” The bungalow at 9816 Capitol View is an integral and highly
visible part of the historic district streetscape.

The Capitol View Park Historic District Local Advisory Panel will be submitting written
testimony from the LAP and from other interested parties voicing their opposition to the
proposed demolition. They will be also be presenting their views at the October 28 HPC meeting.

The applicant, in his September 1, 1998 letter to the commission, lists a number of
structural concerns that, in his opinion, justify demolition. These include drainage problems, a
foundation that is settling unevenly on the right rear corner and lack of insulation. These problem
areas were pointed out to staff on a site visit. It is not apparent that the deterioration is sufficiently
advanced to be beyond the scope of normal rehabilitation or to warrant demolition. Mitigating
steps such as, for example, the installation of storm windows, insulation, structural
reinforcements, or grading could all be investigated further. Lead paint abatement is a normal
part of historic property maintenance and literature on the subject is available to the applicant.

James Shimro, a licensed structural engineer from Shimro Engineering, inspected the
property at the request of staff. He concurred with Mr. Moore that the roof rafters were 2x4's
and that the center beam in the basement needs further reinforcing, but he indicated that both
problems could be reasonably remedied and did not justify demolition. He did not concur with
any of the other concerns listed in Mr. Moore’s letter of September 1, 1998. He determined that
the house is structurally sound and should not be demolished.

At this time, no plans for development of the property have been submitted to the HPC.
Although the appraiser made the recommendation to demolish the residence, demolition of the
house in anticipation of development that may or may not take place certainly should not be
considered. However, staff also met with Malcolm Shaneman from the Development Review
Section of M-NCPPC to determine if the existing house would create problems for a potential



developer. ‘He confirmed that the existence of the historic structure would not impede
development of the property.

It is important to note that the size of the house is not a reason to demolish. There is
substantial room behind the house for it to be enlarged to the rear. A Historic Area Work Permit
application for alterations in design and material must be brought to the HPC to be approved, but
changes to the rear of the structure are generally given lenient review.

To summarize, demolition of the historic resource will not enhance the value of the
property nor will it expedite development. There are no structural or space limitation problems or
sufficient deterioration such that demolition should be considered. Staff recommends that
rehabilitation of the historic resource rather than demolition be pursued as means of enhancing the
value of the property. Staff further recommends that the applicant or prospective buyers also
investigate solutions to the drainage situation as part of a comprehensive rehabilitation plan. The
HPC could ask that any proposal for development of the property that is submitted to the HPC
also address the drainage situation and include a rehabilitation and/or modification plan for the
house.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission deny the HAWP application to demolish the historic
residence at 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring. Staff’s recommendation is consistent with
Chapter 24A-8(a):

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

and Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #1, #2, #9, and #10:

A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change
to its distinctive materials, features, spaces and spatial relationships.

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

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

New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a manner
that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment
would be unimpaired.



M-NCPPC

MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

November 24, 1998

MEMORANDUM
TO: - Joseph P. Moore
FROM: Perry Kephart, Historic Preservation Plann

SUBJECT:  Schedule for appeals on HPC decision.

We received your facsimile message on November 22, 1998 regarding the timing for the

~ appeals for any HPC decision. Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code (24A-7h)

stipulates that “the applicant may appeal a decision of the commision within 30 days from the date
on which the commission’s decision is made public. . .” The date the decision was made public
was November 12, 1998. You have 30 days from that date, or until December 12, 1998, to file .
your appeal with the Board of Appeals.

Their address is Board of Appeals, 100 Maryland Avenue, Rockville, MD 20850

I hope this answers your question. 1f you have further questions, please call me at 301-
563-3400.

i



M-NCPPC

MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

- THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL

PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

FAX TRANSMITTAL SHEET

Historic Preservation Section
Department of Park & Planning

Telephone Number: (301) 563-3400 Fax Number: (301) 563-3412
10,_Joe Toore FAXNUMBER: {3 F - 11 - 4162
FROM: Q—\\\ak —%\UK-

DATE.__ [[- 2§-7&§
NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS TRANSMITTAL SHEET: /O

" NOTE: |

Ag Eegu.egw(f-% . ‘/‘LZJ/( Cy 4 #//sw A

The

LY

MM\ -

Lobe 2




RETURNTO:  DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES ..
250 HUNGERFORD DRIVE, 2nd FLOOR, ROCKVILLE, MD 20850
301/217-6370

: \\ ISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
N\ - 301/563-3400

DPS - #8

Contact Person: \jOéEPH P /)WOQ&RE/

Daytime Phone No.: (60' l M:’ _7::{_; f%
Tax Account No.: ?75 Q80 S 0 R -772“5755 oY ‘; _ : R
Name of Property Dwr?er: prﬂam.? C ! ? \J ! 6" Mﬁﬂwmyﬁme‘?hone I;Io.:‘(&),/z ‘{Xs "5 //5/
Address: ?g/é GH P/?"W- l/féd/w? g/llél’,fpf/ﬁjé“ /m;b .7? 57?//) -/ 3¢

Street Number - City @aef } Zip Code

Contractor: Phone No.:

Contractor Registration No.:

Agent for Owner: Daytime Phone No.:

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE
House Number: 98/5 5 Street. [}]P/ T/L l/l EU/ ”L/Cc e

Town/City: Q LVEE g ‘ NearestCross Street: F&?QésT é./{ﬂ/ ﬂ?(’j /Q%
» th:Aﬂfﬁ/T?ﬁ ‘Plglocgj éj/ ’ ’Subdivisian:

Liber: - " Falio: Parcel:

PART GNE: TYPEDF PEAMIY ACTION AND USE

1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
O éonstruct [J Extend [ Alter/Renovate O ac [ slab [} Room Addition (O Porch {1 Deck {J Shed
[} Move . Instz;lll XWreck/Raze (7 Solar 1) Fireplace |1 Woodburning Stove }(Single Family
{1 Revision {71 Repair [} Revocable I"] Fence/Wall (complete Section 4} [} Other: e

1B. Construction cost estimate:  §

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

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: OlyWSSC 02 ] Septic 03 (71 Other:

2B. Type of water supply: OlﬂWSSC 02 (7] Well 03 [ | Other:

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet inches

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

[ On party line/property line ("1 Entirely on land of owner 1”1 On public right of way/easement

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

Sigiatarc of ownor or uthotized agent Dats
Approved: Y For Chq[rperson, Historic Preservation Commission
Disapproved: \/ Signature: ' Date: b el 5:7' ‘fé} -
Application/Permit No.: QU@C? /(0 /L - (//(_p(/q& Date Issued:
Edit 2/4/98 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR !NSTRUCTIONS

I Iy



1.

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE woo
REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPI.ICATION '

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT // f ( j )

a.  Description of BXNmQ structure(s) and environmental setting, |nc|ud|ng their historical features and slgnl tance:
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b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resource(s), the environmental setting, and, where applicalye, Storic district:
Al |
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B
/()/ U’ 1’( ‘/cJ/f (/( =/ f"”‘ 1o t=T, [ <
STEPLAN ~f T r) - /l(
Site and envuofn?exnt/al‘i(t/:;%m to sge Yﬁ%eﬁﬁ Vou%p/lﬁiclu e: S 04)'5 / /L/ 7_6( 7%

a. the scale, north arrow, and date; '\/ ﬁ /”)// / 7’9/ )O/{/V / /U\/‘/m
b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and & /w’?’[) / / /577 Z / ﬂ( M -

c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, lra{hd hpsters, mechanl |

S (‘ ' ’ -_’

PLANS AND ELEVATIONS A ' s L

You must submit 2 copies_of plans and elevations in a format no larger than 11" x 17", Plans on 8 1/2" x 11" N e e

-

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

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

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

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

PHOTOGRAPHS

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

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

TREE SURVEY

1l you are prepesing construction adjacent to or within the dripline of any tree 6" or larger in diameter (at approximately 4 feet above the ground), you
must file an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PRDPERTY DWNERS

For ALL projects, provile an accurate list of adjacent and confronting praperty awners (not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of all lots or parcels which adjein the parcel in question, as well as the owner(s) of lot(s) or parcel{s) which lie directly across
the sireet/highway from the parcel in question. You can ebtain thus information from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,
Rackville, (301/279-1355).

" C L
ey LT

PLEASE PRINT {IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) DR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
of
MONTGOMERY COUNTY

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

301-563-3400
Case No. 3 1/7-98H Received September 16, 1998
Public Appearance Octol;er 28, 1998
Before the Montgomery‘ County Historic Preservation Commission

Application of Jerome C. Moore and J. P. Moore, Trustee
9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring

DECISION AND OPINION OF THE COMMISSION

Decision of the Commission: DENY the Applicant’s proposal to demolish the single family
residence.

Commission Motion: At the October 28, 1998 meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission,
' Commissioner Soderberg presented a motion to deny the application to
demolish the residence. Commissioner Spurlock seconded the motion.
Commissioners, Jordan, Spurlock, Lanigan, Trumble and Soderberg voted
in favor of the motion. Commissioners Kousoulas and Hondowicz were
absent. The motion passed 5-0.

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

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



Commission: The historic preservation commission of Montgomery County, Maryland.

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

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

Historic District: A group of historic resources which are significant as a cohesive unit and
contribute to the historical, architectural, archeological or cultural values within the
Maryland-Washington Regional District and which has been so designated in the master
plan for historic preservation.

Historic resource: A district, site, building, structure or object, including its appurtenances
and environmental setting, which is significant in national, state or local history,
architecture, archeology or culture.

On September 16, 1998, Jerome C. Moore and J. P. Moore Trustee completed an application for
a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) to demolish a single family residence.

9816 Capitol View Avenue is designated a contributing resource in the Capitol View Park
Historic District designated as an amendment on the Master Plan For Historic Preservation In
Montgomery County in 1982. It is also designated in the Approved and Adopted Sector Plan for
Capitol View and Vicinity as an amendment to the Master Plan, Kensington-Wheaton Planning
Area VII; and an amendment to the General Plan for the Physical Development of the Maryland.
The designation lists the residence as:

. 1917 - 1935: Characterized by small lots, regularity of set backs, and predominantly of
the bungalow style, these twenty-three houses are of a lesser architectural
significance, but taken as a whole do contribute to the historic character of
the district. No. 22: 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Block 31, Lots 20-21.

. Spatial Spatial resources are unimproved parcels of land which visually and
aesthetically contribute to the setting of the historic district, and which can
be regarded as extensions of the environmental settings of the significant
historic settings. 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Lots 22-27.

Houses in the Capitol View Park District meet the following criteria:

. la:  Has character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage, or cultural
characteristics of the County, State or Nation;



. 1d:  Exemplifies the cultural, economic, social, political or historic heritage of the
County and its communities;

. 2d:  Represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack
individual distinction;

. 2e:  Represents an established and familiar visual feature of the County due to its
singular physical characteristic or landscape.

The historic resource is part of the district’s contribution to the County’s heritage as an example
of a railroad community which developed gradually over the past 110 years. “The community’s
origin is representative of a number of railroad suburbs which developed following the opening of
the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O. Afier its genesis, Capitol View Park developed so as to
exhibit most building styles ‘typical’ in the development of suburban Montgomery County. Most
Capitol View Park structures possess little distinction as architectural entities. When grouped,
however, these resources meet the criteria for district development as a visual example of
suburban development styles. This emphasis on the contiguous visual architectural contribution
of the district is the basis for the boundary (of the historic district).”

The house is a prominent feature of the viewshed of the main thoroughfare through the historic
district. The topography and the roads of the historic district are such that after entering the
district from the south on Capitol View Avenue, which is a narrow two-lane paved road, one
travels past a small country store. The road then curves sharply downhill to the left past a number
of small cottages and then ascends a long grade with wooded lots on the right and the railroad
tracks on the left before curving uphill to the right, away from the tracks, and past a homestead
Queen Anne residence on the right. At that point the road curves left past the subject property
that is very close to the road on the left.

The subject property is a Bungalow Style house built on Lot 21 in 1928. Representative
bungalows as seen in an excerpt from the Unabridged Reprint from Sears, Roebuck and Co. of
the Sears, Roebuck Catalog of Houses, 1926 indicate that the house style and building materials
are characteristic of the Sears, Roebuck houses of that period. The house is located on one
building lot that is part of a grouping of eight building lots that also have large mature shade trees.
The lots together comprise the environmental setting for the historic resource.

EVIDENCE IN THE RECORD:

A written staff recommendation on this case was prepared and sent to the Commission on
October 21, 1998. At the October 28, 1998 Historic Preservation Commission meeting, staff
person Perry Kephart showed 35MM slides of the site and presented an oral report on the staff
recommendation. Staff recommended denial of the proposed demolition as it was not consistent
with the historic or architectural character of the Capitol View Park Historic District.



Staff's specific concerns about the proposed demolition that constituted reasons for denial were:

1.

The destruction of the house is not justified in order to develop the property. No
plans for development of the property have been submitted, but staff consulted
with Malcolm Shaneman from the Development Review Section of the Maryland-
National Capital Park and Planning Commission to determine if the existence of
the subject property would affect the potential development of the site. Mr.
Shaneman stated that the continued existence of the historic structure would not
delay or otherwise impede further development of the property.

Any new construction within the district, including any new construction in the
environmental setting of the subject property would continue to be subject to
review by the HPC whether or not the historic residence was demolished. Staff
pointed out that the demolition would have no effect on the review process for
further changes or construction at the subject property and cannot be justified for
that reason. '

The removal of the property is not warranted for structural reasons. James
Shemro, P.E., a licensed structural engineer, reported to staff that he had inspected
the visible structural condition of the house and found it to be fair to good. He
found the house to be generally structurally sound and repairable. He saw no
structural reason for demolition. No structural justification, in staff’s opinion,
could be found for its demolition.

The size of the house is not a reason to demolish. Staff pointed out that there is
substantial building space on Lot 21 behind the house such that it could be
enlarged to the rear. A Historic Area Work Permit application for alterations to
the rear of a historic structure are subject to lenient review by the HPC. There are
no space limitations that would justify demolition.

The bungalow built in 1928 is an integral part of the historic district that meets the

- architectural criteria for designation, not for the separate entities in the district, but

for the properties that, as grouped, are a visual example of suburban development
styles. These include large Queen Anne houses from the late 19® and early 20®
century and more modest Sears-type kit houses from the early 20" century.
Demolition of the structure would negatively impact the integrity of the district
and is extremely problematic.

Staff also pointed out that any adverse drainage situations that may exist at the site would not be
alleviated by removal of the historic building. The drainage problem areas as noted by the
applicant are at a separate location from the structure. Demolition of the structure is not required

in order to investigate and implement solutions to the drainage situation.

’



Staff also pointed out that the properties have not been listed for sale at the time that the
application was reviewed.

An arrangement with the Montgomery County Parks Department to purchase the property as a
part of the right-of-way for future modifications to Capitol View Avenue by the State Highway
Administration as described in the Capitol View Sector Plan was not implemented as SHA
indicated that the project was not in their work plan. The Parks Department owns a number of
historic structures and had not included demolition as a contingency of the transaction.

The applicant, Jerome C. Moore, was not present.

The applicant, Joseph P. Moore (J. P. Moore Trustee), came forward to testify. He explained to
the Commission that he was born in 1931 and had lived at the subject property all of his life. He
pointed out that he was unable to find a model home in the excerpt from the Sears catalog that
resembled his house. He explained that he and his brother, Jerry, are trustees for the testamentary
trust of his father and that they wished to sell the property. He indicated that four of the eight
building lots are more or less buildable lots, and that three of the lots are not buildable as they are
partial lots. They did not want to rent the property and do not want to leave it unoccupied. He
does not believe that the property will sell with the house and trees on it.

The Chair of the Capitol View Park Local Advisory Panel, Emily Volz, came forward to testify.
She noted that an individual might care to purchase the property as there are few such properties
in the area that have that much land so close to town. She also noted that it does not have to be
offered just to developers. She also pointed out the importance of the property as part of the
viewshed along Capitol View Avenue. She indicated that the LAP is concerned that the
demolition of the house would set a bad precedent for the historic district, particularly as there are
a number of other historic houses in the district with settings that also include lots that could be
developed.

A memorandum, dated October 25, 1998, from the Local Advisory Panel of Capitol View Park
was included in the hearing. It asks, that with all due respect to Mr. Moore and his long family
association with Capitol View Park, that the historic district deserves his respect in return. They
pointed out that it is not usual in any neighborhood to raze a house in order to sell a property.
They pointed out that this is the first historic district designated in Montgomery County and that
allowing the demolition would be to make a mockery of the ideals that led to the designation of
the district. They went on to note that with properly targeted advertising, they did not feel the Mr.
Moore would have any difficulty selling his property at an attractive price due to the scarcity of
such sizeable and attractive properties in close proximity to town. They urged that greater than
usual consideration be given to the application for demolition as it would constitute an irrevocable
action that would severely damage “the character of the historic district at its remarkably
unspoiled eastern gateway where one truly experiences a sense of stepping back in time.”

A letter, dated October 28, 1998, from Duncan E. Tebow and Elizabeth Tebow who reside at



9811 Capitol View Avenue, and from David Clough and Mary McCleaf who reside at 9809
Capitol View Avenue, was included in the hearing. It stated that the Moore family have been
good neighbors for the twenty years that they have lived on the avenue and “this makes is
embarrassing and, ultimately, out of the question for us to appear at a public hearing to oppose
the current request. Consequently we are providing this letter to you as evidence of our
opposition.” They indicated that they support the Historic District concept and join with the LAP
and many of their neighbors in being saddened that Mr. Moore cannot find some way of selling his
property in a way that would be in keeping with the letter and the spirit of the “status of our
community”. It goes on to urge the HPC “to be consistent with your charge” and deny the
application.

A letter, dated October 28, 1998, from James Shemro of Shemro Engineering Associates was
included in the hearing. It documented the specific findings that had been included in an oral
report to staff on Mr. Shemro’s review of the visible structural system of the building. This letter
discussed the existing structural systems, the existing condition of the structural system, the
capacity of the structural system, and, finally, the general engineering opinion of structural
viability. Mr. Shemro concludes by saying, “The house has not been maintained properly for a
number of years, resulting in the need for numerous minor repairs as outlined above.  However,
the fundamental structural system of the house is sound. Minimal foundation wall settlement
suggests proper foundation conditions. Additionally, the primary structural elements (rafters,
joists, etc.) do not indicate an over-stressed condition, except for the roof if analyzed using
current codes. The roof was built consistent with codes of the time of construction. To the best
of my information, knowledge, and belief, this house is generally structurally sound and
repairable. I see no structural reason for its demolition.”

Commissioner Trumble opened the discussion by the Commission by ascertaining how many lots
were being discussed and whether there were historic district development guidelines. On being
told that there were seven lots in addition to the site of the house that would be subject to review,
but that the review is architectural review by the HPC, Commissioner Trumble concluded that
these are reasonably easy lots to develop and that there are a variety of options for development
that are open. He encouraged the applicant that “it could certainly be within your interests as well
as that of your neighbors to come forward with a plan to develop. . ., get your money out for your
family, and I think would be a win win situation.”

Helen Wilkes, from the Kensington Land Trust, came forward to testify that the County’s
easement program should be discussed with the applicant and that there should be investigation of
the possibility of finding some financial means of preserving the land intact without development.

Mr. Moore responded that he had called Park and Planning as he thought the property would
make a “nice little park” and was directed to Bill Gries who was interested in purchasing the
property for the road re-alignment and not as a park and that Mr. Moore “spent seven months
fussing around with that situation.” Mr. Moore indicated that he would “love to see it as a nice
park, but there is no money for that kind of stuff.”



CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL AND FINDINGS OF THE COMMISSION:

The criteria which the Commission must evaluate in determining whether to deny a Historic Area
Work Permit application are found in Section 24A-8(a) of the Montgomery County Code, 1984,

as amended.

Section 24 A-8(a) provides that;

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

In analyzing whether the criteria for issuance of a Historic Area Work Permit have been met, the
Commission also evaluates the evidence in the record in light of generally accepted principles of
historic preservation, including the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and
Guidelines, adopted by the Commission on February 5, 1987. In particular Standards #1, #2, #5,
#6, #9, and #10 are applicable in this case:

Standard 1:

Standard 2:

Standard 5:

Standard 6:

Standard 9:

A property shall be used as it was historically or be given a new use that
requires minimal change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces and
spatial relationships.

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

Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property shall be retained and preserved.

Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where
the severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature,
the new feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other
visual qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing
features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial
evidence.

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



environment.

Standard 10: New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken

in such a manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and
integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

Based on this, the Commission finds that;

L.

9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring is a contributing resource in the Capitol
View Park Historic District. For this reason, it is essential to preserve the historic
character, including the residence, of this resource and maintain its integrity. Asa
contributing resource in a historic district, proposed demolition of the property
requires the highest level of review.

The destruction of the house is not justified in order to develop the property.
Retention of the historic resource on the property would not delay or otherwise
impede further development of the property. Changes can be made within the
guidelines for preservation if related new construction, if removed, leave the
essential form and integrity of the historic property unimpaired.

Inclusion of demolition in any plan for new construction within the district,
including any new construction in the environmental setting of the subject property
would be counter to good preservation practices as it requires a major change in a
resource specifically noted in the designation of the Capitol View Park Historic
District, and a change in the streetscape.

The demolition of the property is not warranted for structural reasons. Historic
features are to be repaired rather than replaced - or demolished.

The demolition of the property because of its size is not justified. New additions,
exterior alterations that shall not destroy historic materials are within the standards
for rehabilitation if they are compatible with the massing, size, scale, and
architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its
environment.

The proposal for demolition constitutes changes that specifically impair the
existing architectural features, environmental settings, streetscape and patterns of
open space that contribute to the historic character of the contributing resource
and the Capitol View Park Historic District as a whole.

CONCLUSION:

The Commission was guided in its decision by Chapter 24A and by the Secretary of the Interior’s



Standards for Rehabilitation.

Based on the evidence in the record and the Commission’s findings, as required by Section 24A-
8(a0 of the Montgomery County Code, 1984, as amended, the Commission must deny the
application of Jerome C. Moore and J. P. Moore, Trustee for a Historic Area Work Permit
(HAWP) to demolish the residence at 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring in the Capitol
View Park Historic District.

If any party is aggrieved by the decision of the Commission, pursuant to Section 24A-70(h) of the
Montgomery County Code, an appeal may be filed within thirty (30) days with the Board of
Appeals, which will review the Commission’s decision de novo. The Board of Appeals has full

and exclusive authority to hear and decide all appeals taken from the decision of the Commission.
The Board of Appeals has the authority to affirm, modify, or reverse the order or decision of the
Commission.

ﬁw\eu 24 . (a8
ge Kgt ) Date
Montgomery County
Historic Preservation Commission



FROM: MOORE

TO: Perry Kephart 8/24/98 AT10:19:09

Joseph P. Moore

9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030
(301) 585-5115

e-mail: jpmoore@bright net

Thursday. August 20, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart
Historic Preservation Planner
Montgomery County
Department of Park & Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring. MD 20910-3760

(301) 563-3400
FAX: 301-563-3412
E-MAIL: kephart@mncppe.state.md.us

Dear Ms. Kephart:

[ did not include the Wilbur J. Cohen house across the street at 9819 Capitol View

Avenue, Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030 vesterday as I do not know who lives there. [
believe that the Cohen's still own the property. I do not know where the Cohen's live,
perhaps in Chicago.

People are living in the house, but I assume that they rent. I do not know their names.
Anyway. perhaps vou can just address your letter to Restdent or something.

Across the road and down the hill a bit is the old Barbee house, 9809 Capitol View Ave.,
David C. Clough.

Also across the street and down the hill a bit, in the old, what I call, the "Herbert's" house,
Duncan E._Tebow. at 9811 Capitol View.

So, those are the closest houses across the street. Up the hill, next to the Cohen property is
9829 Capitol View, which I always knew as the "Schooley” house. Margaret H. and
Paul Irvin live there.

Immediately next door to 9816 is the "Keating" house. The Keating's lived there as [ grew
up, then Marge Keating married one of the Herbert boys from across the street and Marge
~lived there for many vears, then the Greenwalds and now Charles E. Fallow, 9822

Capitol View Ave.




FROM: MOORE

TO: Perry Kephart 8/24/98 AT10:20:06

Next to the "Keating” house at 9826 Capitol View is what I always knew as the "Jones
sister's” house. Mrs. Keating next door had four or five sisters who lived next door to her,
and their name was Jones. Roger S. Friedman lives at 9826 Capitol View now.

The only thing that I remember about 9830 Capitol View Avenue was that around 1948 or
so, I visited with Polly Beverage who was baby sitting a child or children. [ don't
remember seeing the children. Polly lived up on Barker. She was from Maine. Her father
was a speech wrter for Roosevelt. Anvway, we had a few kisses and things. But, |
believe that today George S. Carr lives at 9830 Capitol View Avenue now.

Next to that is a now vacant [ot. That was the "Kelley™ house. It bumned down many
vears ago. Mrs. Kelley was a World War I widow. Her husband had bad lungs from
mustard gas used in World War I. He was a house painter by trade. They had three boys
and maybe five girls. Mr. Kelly died early on and Mrs. Kelley raised her family there.

Next to the Kelley house, down my the railroad tracks was the "Morgan" house. Nels
Morgan was about 8 or 9 vears younger than me, but my younger brother knew him. That
is 9834 Capitol View Avenue, Linda W. Case, and John E. Raybum. I am sure that John
E. Rayburn will have plenty to say about things. He asked to buy the property and to
remodel the house and rent it out. I believe that he owns 9830 too. Anyway, he doesn't
want to pay the highest and best value for the property. He is looking at around
$100,000.00 or something. But, with the building lots being so valuable, that is out of the
question.

As far as anyohe down the hill and around the comner, I do not know or have never known
any of those people. Back in the woods, down what is now Beechbank Road, was where
the Brown's lived. Mr. Brown was Mr. Barbee's wife's brother. Mrs. Brown baby sat us
three kids for a while 1n late 1941 and into 1942 or so. None of the house on Beechbank
were there as I grew up.

Well, Ms. Kephart, I don't know how else to help you with the notification of the meeting
on September 9, 1998.

I would still like to receive a letter from you restating what you told me on the telephone
Wednesday afternoon, August 12, 1998. My older sister is more than just a little upset by

your pronouncement.

Best regards,

Joseph Prudhomme Moore



MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760 Date:_\O- 2% C\@

M-NCPPC

MEMORANDUM

TO: Robert Hubbard, Director
' Department of Permitting Services

FROM: Gwen Wright, Coordmat&\
Historic Preservation

SUBJECT:  Historic Area Work Permit

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

Approved M Denied

Approved with Conditions:

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

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

Applicant: JD%”D\’ﬂ/Q %\’75- hjﬁ&&?
Address: G\%\\p C:CL/D B«O\Q\?A—DQ-%CZ\Q Q‘/%

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

C: preserve-hawpdpa. tr



DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES
250 HUNGERFORD DRIVE, 2nd FLOOR, ROCKVILLE, MD 20850
301/217-6370 v DPS - #8

ISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

~APPLICATION FOR

ORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Persan: JOS_EPH P /n/]@!fi

Daytime Phone No.: (50)} %‘%%%"G
Tax Account No.: ?75‘280 ‘47 fff - ey o= 3 > 4
Name of Property Owner: J&ZO’ME C" H -]' 6) M[ﬂMDz;nmz\lione No.: (?{)/) 5‘3’5 ’5 //5/
Y ACTRR . /2-05@,3’2/,1/6 N> APw-pse

Street Number élaet J Zip Code

RETURNTO:

Contractorr: Phone No.:

Contractor Registration No.:

Agent for Owner: . Daytime Phone No.:

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE ]

House Number: 98// 2 % ‘ Street: [}1,"/7‘/}& l/(et(/ 4(1/66 e
Town/City: Q [ S Nearest Cross Street: Fbﬂég’]‘ G/\é ﬁ/ ﬂ?(ﬂ }QE
‘ L9t:gﬂ,¢4/jﬂp Block;:l :‘;(/ ” ’Subdivision:

L4

Liber: Folio: Parcel:

PARTONE: TYPE DF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A. CHECKALL APPUCA\BLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
[J Construct .D Extend (O Atter/Renovate T AC [ Siab It Room Addition () Porch [} Deck (] Shed
[7) Move (i Install XWreck/Raze [_J Solar 1] Fireplace | | Woodburning Stove ),(Single Family

[Z] Revision [ Repair [ Revocable {71 Fence/Wall {complete Section 4) ] Other:

1B. Construction cost estimate:  §

1C. !f this is a revision of a previcusly approved active permit, see Permit #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FORNEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS
2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 yWSSC 02 (] Septic 03 ] Other:

2B. Type of water supply: 01NWSSC 02 [ well 03[ | Other:

PART THREE. COMPLETE ONLYFOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

JA. Height feet inches

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

(ZJ On party line/property line ] Entirely on land of owner {71 On public right of way/easement

! hereby certify that | have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with plans
approved by all agencies listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition lor the issuance of this permit.

Signature of owner or authorized ageni Date

Approved: P} For Chaimperson, Historic Preservation Commission

Disapproved: \/ Signature:

Edt 2/4/98 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS




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

1. WRITTEN OESCRIPTION OF PROJECT ' . ? // fd/

a. Description of exmmq structure(s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and S|gmf tance:

7/7 o P | ] (‘ / _'
UL dY € T S —

| YRV, /a7
\1/, TR W S | w aX 17
e e e e Y4 NES

b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resource(s) the environmental setting, and, where applical Storic district:
VUo7 x (87 / /bb <4 /LU Clrelfle x7 7~
) / 0 [ z / )/(C ﬁ/

] a1 3//”‘
ﬁ}_jf‘-vi 1z //]Lij 7M \,,< 7 :
G LTAE 71K N/ ’// H //V/&(\

s T pr 7o AT OE B < Lespous R L/T‘( T

Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat. Your site plan must |nc|u

a. thescale, north arow. and date; //\/ ﬁf)// / 7?/ @ //U\/l/ﬁ(g 3
b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and (W) / /57 Z P - , / l(/{ J

¢. site featires such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, tra#h pst rs, mechanl L
3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS é
You must submit 2 copies of plans and elevat Qis_luziqr_mw_gléggg]]‘an 11" x 17", Plans on 8 1/2" x 11" paper are preferréd. JAS— ———,

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

b. Elevations {facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context.

All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each
facade affected by the proposed work is required.

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

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

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

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

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

6. TREE SURVEY

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

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting 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 tot(s) or parcel(s) which lie directly across
the street/bighway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Department of Assessment and Taxation, 51 M Street,
Rockville, (301/279-1355). " .

A Y
PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE DR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WitL BE PHOTOCOPIEQ OIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.



MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

M-NCPPC

MEMORANDUM

DATE: \O- 28- A8
TO: Local Advisory Panel/Town Government /&‘? RAUAN D ;Pa_& QO

FROM: Historic Preservation Section, M-NCPPC

Robin D. Ziek, Historic Preservation Planner .
Perry Kephart, Historic Preservation Planner@

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application - HPC Decision

The Historic Preservation Commission reviewed this project on éc;o\aarzg g
A copy of the HPC decision is enclosed for your information.

Thank you for providing your comments to the HPC. Community involvement is a key

component of historic preservation in Montgomery County. If you have any questions, pleasé do
not hesitate to call this office at (301) 563-3400.

G\wp\laphawp.Itr



FROM: MOORE TO: Perry Kephart 8/24/98 AT10:19:09

Joseph P. Moore

9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030
(301) 585-5115

e-mail: jpmoore@bright.net

Thursday. August 20, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart

Historic Preservation Planner
Montgomery County
Department of Park & Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

(301) 563-3400
FAX: 301-563-3412
E-MAIL: kephart@mncppce.state.md.us

~ Dear Ms. Kephart:

I did not include the Wilbur J. Cohen house across the street at 9819 Capitol View

Avenue, Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030 vesterday as I do not know who lives there. [
believe that the Cohen's still own the property. Ido not know where the Cohen's live,

perhaps in Chicago.

People are living in the house, but I assume that they rent. I do not know their names.
Anyway, perhaps vou can just address your letter to Resident or something.

Across the road and down the hill a bit is the old Barbee house, 9809 Capitol View Ave.,
David C. Clough.

Also across the street and down the hill a bit, in the old, what [ call, the "Herbert's" house,
Duncan E. Tebow, at 9811 Capitol View.

So, those are the closest houses across the street. Up the hill, next to the Cohen property is
9829 Capitol View, which [ always knew as the "Schooley” house. Margaret H. and
Paul Irvin live there.

Immediately next door to 9816 is the "Keating" house. The Keating's lived there as I grew
up, then Marge Keating married one of the Herbert boys from across the street and Marge
lived there for many years, then the Greenwalds and now Charles E. Fallow, 9822

Capitol View Ave.



FROM: MOORE

TO: Perry Kephart 8/24/98 AT10:20:06

Next to the "Keating” house at 9826 Capitol View is what I always knew as the "Jones
sister's” house. Mrs. Keating next door had four or five sisters who lived next door to her,

and their name was Jones. Roger S. Friedman lives at 9826 Capitol View now.

The only thing that I remember about 9830 Capitol View Avenue was that around 1948 or
so, [ visited with Polly Beverage who was baby sitting a child or children. I don't
remember seeing the children. Polly lived up on Barker. She was from Maine. Her father
was a speech writer for Roosevelt. Anywayv, we had a few kisses and things. But, [
believe that today George S. Carr lives at 9830 Capitol View dvenue now.

Next to that is a now vacant lot. That was the "Kellev” house. It burned down many
vears ago. Mrs. Kelley was a World War I widow. Her husband had bad lungs from
mustard gas used in World War I. He was a house painter by trade. They had three bovs
and maybe five girls. Mr. Kelly died early on and Mrs. Kelley raised her family there.

Next to the Kelley house, down my the railroad tracks was the "Morgan” house. Nels
Morgan was about 8 or 9 vears yvounger than me, but my younger brother knew him. That
is 9834 Capito! View Avenue, Linda W. Case, and John E. Ravbum. I am sure that John
E. Rayburn will have plenty to say about things. He asked to buy the property and to
remodel the house and rent it out. I believe that he owns 9830 too. Anyway, he doesn't
want to pay the highest and best value for the property. He is looking at around
$100,000.00 or something. But, with the building lots being so valuable, that is out of the
question.

As far as anyone down the hill and around the corner, I do not know or have never known
any of those people. Back in the woods, down what is now Beechbank Road, was where
the Brown's lived. Mr. Brown was Mr. Barbee's wife's brother. Mrs. Brown baby sat us
three kids for a while in late 1941 and into 1942 or so. None of the house on Beechbank
were there as [ grew up.

Well, Ms. Kephart, I don't know how else to help you with the notification of the meeting
on September 9, 1998,

I would still like to receive a letter from you restating what you told me on the telephone
Wednesday afternoon, August 12, 1998. My older sister is more than just a little upset by
your pronouncement.

Best regards,

Joseph Prudhomme Moore
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neighborhood's hlstoric designation.

sze it or not,
2T &

S
Residents accept
building restrlct

by Vanessa Ph Illps
Staff Writer

One hundred years ago, the Capitol

View Park neighborhood in Silver Spring -

was a bustling railroad village near Forest
Glen, where trains stopped on their way
from Washington.

As-the area developed, various forms

Montgomery

/87 5/ in Microcosm Partlli

of architecture began to comprise Capitol
View, making the neighborhood a hodge-
podge of history through its homes,

A walk through Capitol View Park. to-
day proves it is not a cookie-cutter neigh-
borhood, a typical suburban subdivision.
There are grandiose Victorian homes,

Tim' Sloan/GAZETTE
Resldents of Capitol View, which features many old and unusual homes, must abide by bullding restrictions because of the

Czathol View is historic

charming bungalows and even mail-order
homes from the Scars catalogs of yester-
year.
Capitol View's dmmcnon led it to be-
coming the county’s first historic district
in 1982. Residents in Capitol  View,
known for their political activism, say
their fight to garner the designation for
the area was an act to preserve the special
nature of the neighborhood.

“Developers wanted to come in and

See Capltol View, page A-11

build twin towers, We wanted to
have somc sort of say,” said Carol
lreland, member of the Capitol
View Park Historical Society.

“Our community was liké a
backwater. Nobody really knew
about us. With the Beltway and
the Metro nearby, land is getting
scarce. People are beginning to
find us,” said Roberta FHahn, who
is also part of the historical society
and a former member of the coun-
ty’s Historic Prescrvation Com-
mission.

[ lomeowners  who  wish o
make renovations and  builders
wha want to develop muse obtain
a historic area work permit, which
is granted by the counry’s Historic
Preservation Commission (11PC).
The commission must review
plans o assure the new recon-
struction will fit into the historic
— but eclectic — character of the

i neighborhood.

A local advisory panel also re-
views plans, often visiting the
homes or an arca slated for work.

Residents who follow the regu-

F lations can receive tax credits from

the state for helping to maintain
the historic area.

The restrictions placed on
neighborhood work range from
limiting a deck on the buack of a
Victorian house to preserving old
trees.

“The HPC is not always going
to let you do what you want to
do,” said Linda Case, a resident
who lives in the oldest area home
and had renovations done. Never-
theless, Case and her husband
worked closely with the neighbor-
hood panel to make sure their
plans fit historic criteria.

Lo snessd sw_\\m(i» e
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CAPITOL VIEW

< "When most people step back,
they see it’s for the best,” said
Hahn, a member of the neighbor-
hood advisory panel. “Usually, if
you tell people (ahead of time),
it's not a problem. It's when peo-
ple get caughe after final plans are
made, it gets sticky.”

Problems can come in the form
of neighbors unwilling to listen to
HPC, or builders who aim to con-
struct as much as possible on the
smallest parcel of space.

“Somertimes with developers,
you have more of a control, be-
cause you can issue a stop-work
order. With private property, you
have enforcement powers, but it
gers harder,” said Gwen Marcus,
historic  preservation  coordinator
for the Maryland-National Capital
Park and Planning Commission.

Punishment for violators of his-
toric regulations can come in the
form of warnings, stop-work or-
ders and fines. But Marcus said
the county wants to try and mend -
the relationship with the violator
before punishment.

“Sometimes, it’s just a misun-
derstanding, Historic designation
is something that is hard for a lot
of developers and owners to un-
derstand. We try not to come in as
the heavy-handed government,”:

she said. Often, negotiations lead
10 a compromise between the
county and developers.

While neighbors said they re-
spect HPC's twough task, some
wonder about its effectiveness.

1

|

“The boards are less willing to
challenge now” than they were 10

years ago, said Roger Friedman,

president of the local civic associa-
tion.

“The HPC works hard, but its
(regulations) are impossible o en-
force,” said resident Steve
Kramer.

While residents and staff work-
ing agree enforcement can” be
tough, they still see the historic
designation as imporant. -

“We don’t want to keep things
exactly the same,” said Diane
Smith, past president of the civic
associanon. “We want to use the
homes as a reminder to what we
came from.”

“Some people think the HPC
i not strict enough,” said Hahn,
“But HPC takes into considera-
tion the many things” to keep a
house livable.

“We'’re not going w0 stop the
development, bue at least we're
going to make it more compati-
ble,” she said.

“There is a contingent not as
happy to have the government
stepping in to regulate,” said [re-
land. .
But Ireland said the historic
designation prevents large-scale
development, such as previous
plans for townhouses on- Pratt
Place, which were reduced.

Some residents can see literal-
ly in their backyard what happens
w development outside the his-
toric district. Just outside the his-
toric district is a tract of land adja-
cent to Leafy House, a home for

. ‘ % :

single-family homes.

seniors; wnere e trees have
been cleared to make way for 10
Although
residents said they know develop-
ers are within legal bounds, they
still are upset to see the work.

“Because it's outside the his-
toric district, the developers have
a good deal more leverage,” said
County  Councilman  Denck
Berlage (D-5, Silver Spring), who
has lived in Capitol View Park for
a year. “But I still am concerned
to see the amount of tree loss.”

Berlage said under a bill that
has been passed by the County
Council since that ‘particular de-
velopment began its plans, con-
struction projects are prevented
from cutting down so many trees.

“One constant in our neighbor-
hood is the trees. Somie people
don’t think about them ' uniil
they're gone,” said Hahn.

The HPC and Capitol View
neighbors are beginning to think
about future trends which affect
the historic designation, including
the prevalence of infill develop-
ment, where homes are ‘added to
remaining parcels of land. |

Sometimes infill creates diffi-
cult situations for FIPC, such as
on Meadowneck Court, where
new homes are being added to an
area surrounded by dwellings
constructed in 1982,

Sometimes, the local panel re-
views the characters of just four or
five nearby homes, or one block,
to determine what can and cannot
be added, said Hahn.

“Because of the HPC, infill
development within the historic
district has been much more sen-
sitive,” said Berlage. “Historic
preservation is a balance. You
want to preserve the character
and give reasonable discretion to
the homeowners.”

Capitol View likely will face an
ongoing battle between its historic
designation and new construdtion.

“What's unique about Capitol
View is how much construction
has been going on there since it
became a historic district,” said
Marcus,

Neighbors said that for better
or for worse, they will continue to
fight and maintain the unique
area in which they have chosen to
live.

“I think most people in the
neighborhood aren’t aware with
the néwer homes that they’re un-
der the rules, regulations and ben-
efits of an historic district. I see
the plusses and minuses,” said
Case.

“When you live in Capitol
View, you get a sense of history :
every day,” said Berlage. '

*In the upcoming final install-
ment of “Montgomery in Micro-
cosm,” neighbors will evaluate the
issues facing Capitol View Park.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring Meeting Date: 10/28/98

Resource: Capitol View Park Historic District Review: HAWP
Case Number: 31/7-98H Tax Credit: None

Public Notice: 10/14/98 " Report Date: 10/21/98
Applicant:  Joseph P. Moore Staff: Perry Kephart
PROPOSAL: Demolition : RECOMMEND: Denial
BACKGROUND

The yellow wood frame, two-bay 1'% story, front-gabled Bungalow with lapped siding at
9816 Capitol View Avenue is a contributing resource and a familiar landmark in the Capitol View
Park Historic District. The house is clearly seen on the left at the top of the big curve as one
enters the historic district from the south along Capitol View Avenue.

The house is set at the front of a 52,475 foot lot (lots 20 - partial lot 27 on the attached
map, circle 8) that has no other improvements at this time. The only access to the property from
Capitol View is a short driveway immediately adjacent to the house. The driveway leads to a
lower level basement garage. The land drops off from the front to the back of the property (east
to west) and from northern wider section to the narrower southern area. The Metropolitan (now
CSX) railroad line runs behind the length of the property. There are several mature shade trees
on the lot including hickory, oak and locust. :

. The Sears-type house was built in 1928. The house is currently owned by a trust whose
executors live at a distance from the Washington area. The applicant told staff that they now wish
to sell the property. The property has been occupied for several decades by various tenants
including members of the Moore family.

Two appraisals have been made of the property. In neither report was the property
identified as being in a historic district nor was there any discussion of compliance with Chapter
24A of the Montgomery County Code regarding the preservation of a historic resource.
Valuation was based on the removal of the existing dwelling and the development of the site with
five new single-family dwellings with no recognition of the requirement that any development
would be subject to review by the Historic Preservation Commission.

The historic district in which the resource is located is significant as an example of a
railroad community that began with the construction of the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O
Railroad in the 1870's. The two major building styles that reflect the early years of the community
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are large Queen Anne houses from the late 19" and early 20" century and more modest Sears-
type kit houses from the early 20™ century.

The present proposal was the subject of a Preliminary Consultation with the HPC on

September 9, 1998. The recommendation at that time was that the applicant consider options
other than demolition.

PROPOSAL

The applicant, who is one of two executors for the trust that owns the property, proposes
to demolish the house.

STAFF DISCUSSION

As noted in the Capitol View & Vicinity Approved and Adopted Sector Plan, July 1982,
“Most Capitol View Park structures possess little distinction as architectural entities. When
grouped, however, these resources meet the criteria for district designation as a visual example of
suburban development styles.” The bungalow at 9816 Capitol View is an integral and highly
visible part of the historic district streetscape.

The Capitol View Park Historic District Local Advisory Panel will be submitting written
testimony from the LAP and from other interested parties voicing their opposition to the
proposed demolition. They will be also be presenting their views at the October 28 HPC meeting.

The applicant, in his September 1, 1998 letter to the commission, lists a number of
structural concerns that, in his opinion, justify demolition. These include drainage problems, a
foundation that is settling unevenly on the right rear corner and lack of insulation. These problem
areas were pointed out to staff on a site visit. It is not apparent that the deterioration is sufficiently
advanced to be beyond the scope of normal rehabilitation or to warrant demolition. Mitigating
steps such as, for example, the installation of storm windows, insulation, structural
reinforcements, or grading could all be investigated further. Lead paint abatement is a normal
part of historic property maintenance and literature on the subject is available to the applicant.

James Shimro, a licensed structural engineer from Shimro Engineering, inspected the
property at the request of staff. He concurred with Mr. Moore that the roof rafters were 2x4's
and that the center beam in the basement needs further reinforcing, but he indicated that both
problems could be reasonably remedied and did not justify demolition. He did not concur with
any of the other concerns listed in Mr. Moore’s letter of September 1, 1998. He determined that
the house is structurally sound and should not be demolished.

At this time, no plans for development of the property have been submitted to the HPC.
Although the appraiser made the recommendation to demolish the residence, demolition of the
house in anticipation of development that may or may not take place certainly should not be
considered. However, staff also met with Malcolm Shaneman from the Development Review
Section of M-NCPPC to determine if the existing house would create problems for a potential
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developer. He confirmed that the existence of the historic structure would not impede
development of the property.

It is important to note that the size of the house is not a reason to demolish. There is
substantial room behind the house for it to be enlarged to the rear. A Historic Area Work Permit
application for alterations in design and material must be brought to the HPC to be approved, but
changes to the rear of the structure are generally given lenient review.

To summarize, demolition of the historic resource will not enhance the value of the
property nor will it expedite development. There are no structural or space limitation problems or
sufficient deterioration such that demolition should be considered. Staff recommends that
rehabilitation of the historic resource rather than demolition be pursued as means of enhancing the
value of the property. Staff further recommends that the applicant or prospective buyers also
investigate solutions to the drainage situation as part of a comprehensive rehabilitation plan. The
HPC could ask that any proposal for development of the property that is submitted to the HPC
also address the drainage situation and include a rehabilitation and/or modification plan for the
house.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission deny the HAWP application to demolish the historic
residence at 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring. Staff’s recommendation is consistent with
Chapter 24A-8(a):

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

and Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #1, #2, #9, and #10:

A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change
to its distinctive materials, features, spaces and spatial relationships.

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

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

New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a manner
that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment

would be unimpaired.



Tax Account No..
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SRIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: _JOéE-PH rP -MOIZKE’-

Daytime Phone No.;

Name of Property Owner: &Z@ME C' ? \j P M/&MUayﬂme Phone N £@2 5??5 -S’/\S

Address: 98/5 CH P/ro- l@ﬁ(j ﬁ% g//-(é[;g)@///é m

RI0 -/ 36

Street Number

Contracton:

éraer ) Zip Code

Contractor Registration No.:

Phone No.:

Agent for Owner:

Daytime Phone No.:

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE
House Number: qg/f &

Street ﬁqf’/TﬂZ {//@d ﬁuf'/

Town/City: Q/L-Uef Sf@ /% . Nearest Cross Street F@W_SS/—' G/sé/)j pﬁﬁ%

4
ot A AL 29' P Blcz'kg :IZ( ’ subdiision:

Liber: Folio: Parcel:

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

[J Construct J Extend ] Alter/Renovate

 Move C Install XWreck/Haze
__ Revision i Repair _ Revocable

1B. Construction cost estimate:  §

CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

O ac I Slab O Room Addition (J Porch (J Deck [J Shed

Xsmgle Family

(O Solar {J Fireplace [ Woodbuming Stove-

% Fence/Wall {complete Section 4) O Other:

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

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal:

o1 ;{wssc
01 F’WSSC

2B.  Type of water supply:

£ Septic 03 I Other:

O well 03 O] Other:

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet inches

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

" On party tine/property line

 Entirely on land of owner

(' On public right of way/easement

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

A

Signature of owner or authorized agent

Date

Approved:

For Chafrperson, Historic Preservation Commission
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THE_FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE \ i :
REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPI.ICATION. i

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT ; // ‘? {
/

a. Description of existing structure(s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and sngmﬁtance i '/ e
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b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resource(s), the environmental setting, and, where applicabfe, Storic district:
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Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat. Your site plan must mclu

a. thescale, north arrow, and date; /L / TV /Lf/@ /f
b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and WY /) #/57)2 - Q’?[) (g l{l/
c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, tras’h gjrs ,mecham al

PLANS AND ELEVATIONS /

. {pment, aid Iant??él
You must submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format no Ig/rge"r/than 11"x 17" Plans on 8 1/2" x 11" paper are prefer?g/d

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

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

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

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

PHOTOGRAPHS

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

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



FROM: MOORE TO: Perry Kephart 9/1/98 AT18:37:37

Joseph P. Moore

9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030
(301) 650-8549

e-mail: jpmoore@bright.net

Monday September 1, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart

Historic Preservation Planner
Montgomery County
Department of Park & Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

(301) 563-3400
FAX: 301-563-3412
E-MAIL: kephart@mncppc.state.md.us

Re: Preliminary Consultation 10:00 p.m. Wednesday, September 9, 1998
Dear Ms. Kephart:
The house, here at 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring, MD, is 70 years old.

Capitol View Avenue is a State of Maryland Road. For more that 34 years, we had asked
the State of Maryland to help us out by putting a curb or something along the road in front
of the house to help keep the torrents of water from overrunning the property and washing
out the foundation causing the house to collapase. No help from the State of Maryland
was forthcoming.

About 36 years ago, my father and my brother built a limestone wall, really a type of curb
along the front of the house to try and keep the water out of the yard and away from the
house and the foundation.

The wall/curb helped, but still, in heavy rains, the water rushes down the hill and floods
the yard and forces its way into the basement, through it, and out under the garage door.

For about 40 years the rain water would overrun the yard and flood the basement. The
foundation, which is built of 12" x 12" by 4" thick terra cotta blocks and coated with about
a 2" skim coat of cement, is no longer sound.

Facing the house, the right front corer of the front porch has settled about 4" below level.
Facing the house, on the right side, the chimney is pulling away from the house as it is

settling. The back right comer of the house has settled and the entire corner is sinking
down.

A/DEMOLITL.WPS 9/1/98 1




FROM: MOORE

TO: Perry Kephart 9/1/98 AT18:38:40

About 25 years ago, one of the tenants knocked out one of the terra cotta block posts in the
center of the basement causing the main support beam to crack and the whole first floor
started to drop into the basement. We were called about the problem and rushed over to
install some floor jacks and we tried to reinforce the main beam with a duchman, a 2 by
12" and it is now supported by floor jacks as well.

The attic floor rafiers are 2 x 4's and not the usual 2 x 6", or more, and that renders the
attic floor incapable of carrying much weight. In fact, at least two of the attic floor rafters
are split in the right back comer causing the attic floor to sag. The entire right back corner
of the house is giving way.

Seventy (70) years of railroad trains going in both directions and the resultant vibrations
have contributed to the settling and breaking up of the house.

Also, seventy (70 ) years of road traffic has added to the vibrations that have rattled the
house time after time afier time, causing further damage. The problem was especially bad
when Capital View Avenue, a State Route, was a fruck route. For those of you who are
familiar with Capital View Avenue, it is ridiculous to think that the State would have
allowed huge trucks to use this road, but they did and the heavy trucks, especially the
concrete trucks and the 18 wheelers really did a number on the soundness of the house.
Today, it is the transit busses which still cause a rumbling throughout the house when they
pass by, especially when lugging up the hill in front of the house.

During the first 30 or so years, lead based paint was used on the exterior as well as the
interior, windows, window sills, baseboards and so forth. By today's standards, lead based
paint 1s a hazard to occupants of a house.

The house was a summer cottage built in 1928 by a Washington, D.C. doctor and was not
lived in during the winter. There is no insulation in the walls. The house is a one
bedroom house. The bedroom has six (6) windows and it is impossible to heat it in the
winter. In fact the heating bill for a house this size is very high.

The house has numerous problems and it is now unsound and should be demolished.

Very truly yours,

Joseph Prudhomme Moore

A/DEMOLITL.WPS 9/1/98 ' 2



FROM: MOORE . TO: Perty Kephart 8/24/98 AT10:19:09

Joseph P. Moore

9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030
(301) 585-5115

e-mail: jpmoore@bright.net

Thursday, August 20, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart
Historic Preservation Planner
Montgomery County

" Department of Park & Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Sprning, MD 20910-3760

(301) 563-3400
FAX: 301-563-3412
E-MAIL: kephart@mncppe.state.md.us

Dear Ms. Kephart:

I did not include the Wilbur J. Cohen house across the street at 9819 Capitol View
Avenue. Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030) yesterday as I do not know who lives there. I
believe that the Cohen's still own the property. I do not know where the Cohen's live,
perhaps in Chicago.

People are living in the house, but [ assume that they rent. I do not know their names.
Anyway, perhaps you can just address your letter to Resident or something.

Across the road and down the hill a bit is the old Barbee house, 9809 Capitol View A ve.,-
David C_Clough.

Also across the street and down the hill a bit, in the old, what [ call, the "Herbert's” house,
Duncan E. Tebow, at 9811 Capitol View.

So, those are the closest houses across the street. Up the hill, next to the Cohen property 1s
9829 Capitol View, which I always knew as the "Schooley" house. Margaret H. and
Pqul Irvin live there.

Immediately next door to 9816 is the "Keating" house. The Keating's lived there as [ grew
up, then Marge Keating married one of the Herbert boys from across the street and Marge
lived there for many years, then the Greenwalds and now Charles E. Fallow, 9822 '
Capitol View Ave.




FROM: MOORE

TO: Perry Kephart 8/24/98 AT10:20:06

Next to the "Keating" house at 9826 Capitol View is what I always knew as the "Jones

sister's" house. Mrs. Keating next door had four or five sisters who lived next door to her,
and their name was Jones. Roger S. Friedman lives at 9826 Capitol View now.

The only thing that I remember about 9830 Capitol View Avenue was that around 1948 or
so, I visited with Polly Beverage who was baby sitting a child or children. I don't
remember secing the children. Polly lived up on Barker. She was from Maine. Her father
was a speech writer for Roosevelt. Anyway, we had a few kisses and things. But, |
believe that today George S. Carr liv Capitol View Avenue now.

Next to that is a now vacant lot. That was the "Kelley” house. It burned down many
years ago. Mrs. Kelley was a World War I widow. Her husband had bad lungs from
mustard gas used in World War I. He was a house painter by trade. They had three boys
and maybe five girls. Mr. Kelly died early on and Mrs. Kelley raised her family there.

Next to the Kelley house, down my the railroad tracks was the "Morgan” house. Nels
Morgan was about 8 or 9 vears younger than me, but my younger brother knew him. That
is 9834 Capitol View Avenue, Linda W. Case, and John E. Rayburn. [ am sure that John
E. Rayburn will have plenty to say about things. He asked to buy the property and to
remodel the house and rent it out. I believe that he owns 9830 too. Anyway, he doesn't
want to pay the highest and best value for the property. He is looking at around
$100,000.00 or something. But, with the building lots being so valuable, that is out of the
question.

As far as anvone down the hill and around the corner, I do not know or have never known
any of those people. Back in the woods, down what is now Beechbank Road, was where
the Brown's lived. Mr. Brown was Mr. Barbee's wife's brother. Mrs. Brown baby sat us
three kids for a while in late 1941 and into 1942 or so. None of the house on Beechbank
were there as [ grew up.

Well. Ms. Kephart, I don't know how else to help you with the notification of the meeting
on September 9, 1998.

I would still like to receive a letter from you restating what you told me on the telephone
Wednesday afternoon, August 12, 1998. My older sister is more than just a little upset by

your pronouncement.

Best regards,

Joseph Prudhomme Moore
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Thickness of Hardwood Flooring

When we specify oak or maple flooring, we furnish it
1344 inch thick, to be laid over the subfloor. Be sure to con-
sider this point when comparing our prices with others.

We furnish shellac and extra durable floor varnish for
our maple floors, and paste filler and extra durable floor
varnish for our oak floors.

Cut Through a Portion of the Roof

What Do You Find? Here are full size extra clear
Red Cedar Shingles of the best quality obtainable. Their
serviceable and lasting qualities are too well known to need
further comment. The illustration in the upper left hand
corner of the opposite page shows the extra thickness of our
5-2 Extra Clear Red Cedar Shingles we furnish when wood
shingles are specified with “Honor Bilt” Homes, compared
with the standard *A* grade 6-2 shingles generally fur-
nished for most houses. ]

Cut and search throughout any “Honor Bilt” Modern
Home; you will find every detail in every section represents
the choicest material.

"~ Honor pus S

g

Compare Con-
struction When

“Honor Bilt" Modern Homes are illustrated and described on pages 1 to 112, inclusive

““Honor Bilt’’ Is the Better Home for You

Here Are the Reasons:

An "HONOR BILT’’ home means a home of guaranteed quality.
It means the best in quality of workmanship and in quality of
material—also architectural and free plan service (see pages 17
to 19). Judge for yourself by examining the two illustrations on
this page. See the difference between Standard Built construction
and “HONOR BILT" construction.

Naturally, a Standard Built house will cost less than an
“HONOR BILT"” house of the same size. But the thirteen reasons
clearly explain why the “HONOR BILT" is well worth the low

STANDARD BUILT

price we charge.

R Standard Built Construction “Honor Bilt” Construction Illustrated Above

(See picture above)

1—Rafters, 2x4 inches, 223§ INCHES APART. ~
2—SINGLE PLATES over doors and windows. )
3—SINGLE STUDDINGS at sides of doors and windows.
4—TWO STUDS at corners.
5—Outside casing % INCH THICK.
6—NO wood sheathing.
7—All glags, SINGLE STRENGTH.
8—NO SUB-FLOOR.
9—Tarred felt under floors and siding.
10-—Joists, 2x8, are placed 223§ INCHES APART.
11—Studdings, 2x4 inches, 143§ INCHES APART.
12—Star *A"” 6-2 Red Cedar Shingles for roof.
13—All outside paint, two coats.

Standard Built Homes are illustrated and
described on pages 113 to 128, inclusive.

1—Rafters, 2x6 or 2x4 inches (larger
where needed), 1434 INCHES
APART.

2—DOUBLE PLATES over doors
and windows.

3—DOUBLE STUDDINGS at sides
of doors and windows.

4—THREE STUDS at corners.

5—OQutside casing, 114 INCHES
THICK.

6—High grade WOOD SHEATH-
ING, 134 inch thick.

7—All glass over 24x26 inches is
HIGH QUALITY DOUBLE
STRENGTH.

8-9—DOUBLE FLOORS WITH
HEAVY BUILDING PAPER
between the subfloor and fin-
ished floor.

10—2x8:inch joists, or 2x10 where
needed, 1434 IN. APART.

11—Studdings, 2x4 inches, 1434
INCH APART.

12—Best Grade of clear Cedar
Shingles, Oriental Asphalt

Shingles or Oriental Slate Sur-

facedK Roll Roofing, guaranteed
for seventeen'years, as specified.

13—All outside paint, three coats. of
guaranteed paint, shingle stain
(when shingles are used as
siding), two brush coats.

Y



furnish.

Actual thick«
ness of butts

Cut a Window and Frame in Two

What Do You Find? The outside casings are 134 inches
thick and the sills of our window and sash frames made of red
cypress, the very best wood for the purpose. The frames are
of high grade, practically clear lumber. -
fit exact size of the window for which they are intended. The
sills are leakproof, an exclusive feature of *‘Honor Bilt” homes.

Red cypress is a much more costly lumber than is generally
used for this purpose, but *“Honor Bilt” specifications always
Hence red cypress for our frames.

The glass for all windows over 24x26 inches is of double
strength; nearly twice as thick as the ordinary glass.

Cut Up a Portion of an ‘“Honor Bilt” Floor

What Do You Find? The illustration shows you the
subflooring and finished flooring used in our “Honor Bilt”

calls for the best.

Modern Homes. Each is one inch thick.

this makes solid, strong, durable and warm floors.
the extra heavy building paper between the subflooring and
No chance for drafts to circulate

the finished flooring.
through here.

When considering the purchase of any house, investigate
the question closely and be sure to insist on double floors.

They will reduce heat bills and protect your
health. Have you ever noticed how the
flooring yields in some of the houses
you have visited? This is be-
cause there is no subfioor-

ing. You are never in .-~
doubt when you buy ~~

an “Honor Bilt” -~ )
"house. g

Page 12

Standard *A*
Shingles
are usually
furnished
in ordinary
houses

Actual thicke
ness of butts

Frames are cut to

1y,

You can easily see
Notice

BNy

|l|\|m\unu.uu..

Look Into the Remotest Corner of an
“Honor Bilt” House

Look between the walls, underneath the floors
or beneath the shingles. Look anywhere, for
that matter. You will always find that an
“Honor Bilt” house is genuine through and
through. Furthermore, you will always find
that the quality specified in an “Honor Bilt”
house is always best suited to the purpose for
which it is intended. For example, inspect the
kind and grade of window and sash frames.

O
iy 1,
wd 1,

GENUINE
WHITE PINE

- DOUBLE
STRENGTH
WINDOW GLASS |
IN ALL WINDOWS
OVER 24°x26°

"““Hllnnlllllllllllllllllllllmlllllllll\\\\\
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HE ARGYLE is a hungalow home that
Twill not be too extreme and vet is entirely

diiferent from a cottage. The cxterior
s finished in shingles, except the gables and
poreh which call for stucco. It is neat, well
wrranged and solidly constructed. We have
included the most popular built-in fixtures,
:hus saving both mom and the need of pur-
‘hasing bulky picces of furniture, such as
honkeases and kitchen cabinets.  Moreover,
areful atudy of the Argyle floor pian reveals
1s much actual accammotlativn and more
convenience than the usual six or seven-mom
wo-story house.

Aruyle owners are very enthusiastic. Their lettors
“reely praiee aur free architectural service, oo mate-
sl it construction and moncy saved an ther
ingars, A $7,500.00 house,” you might sav, and you
wontld be right if it were buiit in the ordinary way.
Yet, by our “Honor it System, wr are able to fur-
aislt the materials so you can builld The Acayle {ar a
<reat deal less.

The Living Reom. From the fiat porch, withits
bungalow porch rail. you enter thie living ranm. itis 12
feet 2 inches wide aml t5 [eel 1 inches lonu. N fAre
craftsman brick mantet sits in the eeater of the right
wail. On cach side of mantel is a built-in bockcase,
lared with ‘eaded riass doors, A casement sash, anre
responsiing in style with top of big frant winaew, ie
directly above each bookcawe There is ampie wall
space for furmiture aad piane. Light and ventilation
from twa sides.

The Dining Room. You pass through a wire cased
apeniny [rort the Living tnom intathe dining ranm, eize
chv Yinches by 11 feet 4inches. Here tie walivare

Foar windotva in a o
~l\r‘crful almosphere that adds zest when the
dines.

The Kitehen, A swiaging dont l'ad; from the din.
ing raam o the idcal latcien. {tis 12 feel 2 inches by
O fect 2 inches in size, O cach wide of space far ink
are upiner and fower cupboards. A complete cahinet

i built n tie npposite wall. Thers is amplc snace (nr
a «n" able and other needed furniture. Three win.
dow vide Hght and air. The grade entrance

eeps
coll :md dirt oul. Stairs lead to yara and basement.

Thae Badrooms. A hall apens from the dining room
anil connrcty with the two Hali
hay a reamy cnat closel alsn n liten elaset, The
front edromm has a clnthes closec with shelf. There
isa fruntand atse 3 side wimiow. The rear hedreom,
o0, has a ciathes cloyer with Aat aitelf. There a.
windows on the Hathnom i conveni
caterd hrowesn hedrooms,

The Argyle

No. P17018A “Already Cut’ and Fitted

$2,1502

Basoment, Excavated hasement with conerete floar,
Roam for furnace laurary and «torage.

Height of Cef . Mait fleor, 8 feet 1 inches
from floor to cm'mz Ba=em-nk. 7 feel high from flont
o joists.

What Our Price Includes

At the price quoted we witl furnish af} the ma=
tarial to build this five-room houss, consisting of:
Lumbsr; Lath;

Roof Shingles, Best Grade Thick Cedar;

Siding, Best Gr-ulc ThirL Cedar Shingles:

Framing Lu; ) U Quaiity Donglas Fir or Pa~
e Coast Hembk:

Flooring, Clcar Maple fnr b nchl‘n amt B1lhrm\m<

Clear Oak for Other Ruoms: Fir far Por
Pb}r':h Celling, Cluar Douglas nr ar Pauﬁc Const
Fh\hhlnt ‘Lumber;

High Crade Millwosk feve pages 110 and 111}
Interior Doota, Twn Vertical 'anet Design of Danglas

i

Trim, Beautiful Grain Douglas Fir nr Vellow Pine;
Kitchan Cupboardae:

Medicine Co
Brick Mantel
Windows, California Clear White Pinr;

10-Lb. Building Paper: Sash Waights;

Eeves Trough and Down Spout;

Chicago Deslgn Hardware (see page 132);
Paint for Three Coats Cutsite Trimg

Stein for Shingles on Walls for Twe Brush Coat
Shellac and Vernish far tnterine Trim arnd Doers:
Filler and Floor Varnish fur Oak

Wors.

Shellac, P
aml Maple ¥

Comnlete Plans and Specifications.

Built on concrete foundatina and excavated under
sntice hotse,

We guarantee enongh material to build this hnuse.
Price faes nnt inchurle cement, hrick or plaster.

See dctcr\hntm of “Honor Bilt"” {{ouses an paget
12and 13

Our Easy Payment Plan See Page

Can Be Built on 33.Foot Lot

This hruse can he huilt withthe ronms reversed.
See page 3

e — AT =

FLOOR
L———: PLAN
OPTIONS
Sheet Plactry and Plaster T
swond lath, 123000 xr s,
ephale Shsmidee,
bl shameles foe oo
ek Dot nd
FTa extea,
Staem Donrs pnd (Uimbs

sh lo toke thy tiace of
¢ puge 149

ntred 17
'-l-l ) exira.
im rram and fining room.

v, instead

Trim s i

LA Cxiva.
anized wicr, $38.00

Sereen Drors ol Windiocs, o

extra.
For prites of Plumbing, Heating, Wiring,

Flectric Fixtures and Shades, see pages 130

and 131,

144
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| FIVE ROOMS AND BATH

Tha Kitch A swinging door lcads from the

The Sunlight

No. P3221 “Already Cut” and Fitted

1,620

N THIS modern five-room bungalow the
I architects have carefully planned every

detail, that every inch of space is used to
the Dest advantage. A careful study of the
floor plan will reveai that the arrangement is
ideal in every particular. resulting in the
greatest amount of comfort, the lowest cost
of fuel and minimum cost of upkeep. The
careful plannmg of the “Sunlight” relieves
the usual houschold drudgery. The hxgh
quality materiris are the same as in ali
“HONOQR BILT" hames. The low price is
due: First, 0 the careful thought in its plan-
ning, and seconrl, to the fact that the mate-
rials are figured at factory prices.

Front and recar gables ormamented with
wnort shingles, which can be stained in a
pleasing tone. Porch, 24 by 8 feet, pro-
tects the froat windows and door from snow,
rain and sun. {t mikes an ideal place to
enjny the pleasant weather. Here is mam fnr
porch swing and furniture. A nice place for
the kiddies to play. An enclosed rear entry
is a feature.

The Living Room. Three steps lead to the froet
porch, which apeas inwo the living room through an
eight-light panel door. The arrangemeot of the door
plan permizs sither a combination living room and
dining mom. ar secarate rnmma. The living rnam.
stze 12 feet % inchts wide by 12 {eet 2 inches long, h‘\s
space for niano. davenport aod mwiher fu
Wimdow os twn; exposures provide plenty of Higit and
venttlation.

The Dining Room. A wide cased opening Irads
from the livlng room to dining room. Herc a bufet
may be placed on the innide wall. Here the familv may
dine in a cheerful atmosphere, Double windews
supply an abundanee of fight and fresh air.

dining room into the kitchen., Here the architect has
considered the daily tasks of the housewife. The range
space and sink are so arranged as to take all of the
“backaches’” put of the work. Near by i§ a con.
venient cupboard for china, glassware and utensits.
Plenty of air and light is pw\uded by two windows.
Thie rear door leads to an ercicsed entry, with stairway
0 basement, and putside entrance. Spuce s provided
{nr refrigerator.

The Bedraoms. Passing from the dining room.
#0u enter a hall that connects with the two bedrooma
2cd bathroom. Direcily off the hall is a linen closet.
The frunt bedroom is of zood size. A clothes closet
is provided with a shelf and wardfobe pale. There is
a rear bedroom, size 10 feet 2 inches by 10 feet, \nm
hes closet. Each bedronm has two window
mmx amople light and vestilation. The armm(emen
i bathroom provides for tub in o recess, toilet and
‘aratory.

The Basement. Space fof laundry, sterage rooms
and fuel bins.

Height of Cellings. Basement, 7 feet high fram
fnor to ceiling. Main floor, 9 feet from the foor to
ceiling.

What Our Price Includes

At ths price quoted we will furnish ail the ma-
tarial to build thia fiva-room bungafow, consiating

of:
Lumbor: Laths
ogfing, Bet Graie Cleas Red Calar Shindles:
S|d|n[. Clear Cyprega, or Ciear Red :
Framing Lumbar, NG. 1 Quatiy Boumias ir nr ba.
zific Conse Hemlack
looring, Ciear Drglas Fir or Pacific Crast Hemlock;
Porch Flooring. Cirar Erze Grain
Bore oS e B s Fir or Pacific
Coast Hemlock:
Finishing Lumber:
High Crads Millwerk (see pages 110 and
T torior Doote. Tus Crovs Bive] Design of Daslas

th
Trim, Beantiful Grain Dmuglae Fir or Yellow Pine;
Moedicine Case;

Windows of California White Pine;

40-Lb. Building Paper;: Sash Woights:

e page 12);

t fur Three Coats o’)u.smo Tnm and Siina:

n far Shingles of or Tws Brush Ciats;
Sh-l]-c and Varmish for {nwrior Trim and Dhors.

Camplete Planrs and 3preifications.

Built on epnerste foundation amr! excavated under
entire house.

We guaraotee enough material to build this hewee.
Pricc does nat include cement, brick or plaster.  Ses
description of " Honor Bitt” Houseann pages 1dand 13,

] Can be built
J onalotie
-9
= feet wide
3
A=

k=3
5
<
| woon FLooR ‘L
.} o,
-m FLOOR PLAN
| S
CPTIONS

Sheet Plasier and Ploster Finish, to :.-/u he slace of

woodd Inth, 314600 exira.  Sec pag

Oriewigi A<phals Nhangie:, for rool. nuz:ad af wood
shingles, 330090 extre.,

Dk Dowrt, Trom and Fisort in leint and dining room.
Maglr Flonss on kachen and hnthroom, $126.00 exira.

Nioem (Inors ond Windows, 351.00 extea.

Servtn Doors and Windoes, galvanized wire, $33.00
rxiral

'*nc*s of flumbisg, Heating, \hnnx Electric
sitd Shades see puges 130 an

F

For Our Easy Payment Plan See Page 144

SEARS. ROEBUCK AND CO.
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\ FIVE ROOMS—NEAT PORCH

No. P3030A “Already Cut” and Fitted

¥1,666%

NHE CLYDE
sections of the country hy cusiomers who

has been built in many
= tell of their satisfaction. Their letters
se our “Honor Bilt"” system, the quality of
ber and millwnrk. Some tell of the money
d and our reliable service. Others write
raving sold their home at a profit and
ering _another Scarg, Roebuck and Co.
»nor Bilt" howe.
voad Shingle panels and tapered columns,
ckets and other litle touches make The
ie an unusually well balanced and attrac-
- hnuse which will look as wellon a narrow
1s on a wide one.
e Livin, . Entering the living room, it is
‘rising te find how large and light it is. It cxtends
»ly across the house and has tiree windnw s bexidea
.andsome viaas door and & sadh on each vide of the
% mantel. A mantel and ﬁrrpl.u.coccupy the cemler
< left wall with a sash nn cach shde.  The size of
: rogm 18 10 feet } inclies by 1t feet 2 inches. It is
.¢h good shape and arrangcment that no matler what
“tes of furnituro vou have, they can always be comes
Ay and attractively plaged.

Wen showing cabentts we furcish with Nn. Pa0soa

For Our Easy Payment Plan See Page 144

The Dinlng Room. The wide cased opening intg
the dining room adds to the light and the feeling of
spaelonaness. Here ynu have the two windows pouring
light right aver the table. pposite is a big wall apace
that will accommodate a buffee.

The Kitchen., From the dining reom you enter the
kitchen, which ia an unusually compact, convenient
workroom. Standing at the slsk you are close wa the
winlow and the table. Kitchien cabinet is near range

pace. rance is a modern improvement
that you wiil like better the longer you llve in the house.
It has space for ice box. Fine for carrying thioga between
basement and vard and makes the Litchen easier to heat.

The Bedrooms. A hall is open from the dinlng room
that connects with the two bedrocm- and bath. There
is a clothes closet off mach bed . The bathreom
ha! a medielne case and is llnhted by & window.

Excavated under (he entire
huu;e Room fer storage, furnace a.nd laundsy.

Hsight of Caillings. Basement, 7 feet frum foor to
joista.  Main foor, et {rom floor to ceiling,

What Our Price Includes

e price guoted we wili furnlsh all the mats~
rl-l ln bulld this five-room bungalow conslstingofs
Lumbsr; Lathy
Roofing, Best Grade Clear Red Cedar Shingles;
Slding, Clear Cypress ar Clear Red Cedar. Bevel;
Pumln"l umb-r. No. 1 Quallty Doustas Fir or Paclfic

Crast
Fl;{-rln[. Clur "Grade Douglas Fir or Pacfic Coast

Parch l'loo:lnl- Clear Edge Grain Fir;

Porch Celllng, Clear Grade Douglas Fir or Pacific
Coast Hemiock:

Finiahing Lumber;

Windows of Cnilfornia Clear White Pine;

High Grade Millwork (see pagea 110 and 111):

Interler Doors, Flve-Croas Paael Design Douglas Flr;

Trim, Besulifnl Graln Douxias Fir or Yellow Pine;

Mantel; Medicine Case; Kitchen Cablnet:

40-Lb. Bullding Papery Sash Weighte;

Zaves Troughs; Down Spouts

Stratford Deslgn Hardware {(see page t32);

Palnt for Three Cnats Quiside Trim and Siding:

Shelles and Varnish inr {nterior Ttim and Doors:

3taln for Twe Brush Coats for Woed Shinales Iz Gables;

~ Complete Plans end Speclicatlons,

Ruilt on a conerete foundatlon and excavated uader
entire housn.

We guarastee enough material 1o huild this houee.
Prlee does not include cemént, heick or plaster,

See description of "Honar Bilt"
t2and

Housos 00 pages

Can be
butlt o

VING, ROOM
U H‘Q'l e

OPTIONS

Sheet Plastey and Plaster Finish, instead of wood
ltath, $132.00 extra. See page 109.

Oriental Asphalt Shingles, guargniced I7 yegrs,
instecd of wood shingles. $33.00 extra.

Qak Doors. Trim and Floars ix fiving roam ond
dining raom, Mople Floors in kitchen gnd
dathroom., $128.00 extra,

Storm Doors ond Windaws, $51.00 extra,

Scresm Doors and Windows, golvanised wirs,
$35.00 extyo.

For prices of Plumbing. Heating,
Wiring, Electric Fixtures and Shadea
see pages 130 and 131,

qe 4%

Pong

SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO.

FOUR ROOMS AND BATH

HE OLIVIA bungalow surely deserves,
its great po ularity because it is one of
the best pl nned four-room-with-bath
bungalows. Here the architect has created
a beautiful and harmonious design and, in
addition, has planned the greatest amount of
available foor space without wasting one inch.

Observe the beautiful front porch with large
gable roof with exposed rafters and fancy
verge boards. Note the artistic arrangement
of conerete columns and how the center one
provides a convenient place for a jardintere
or flower box. Then, note the shingled
Fables and paneled columns. Follow the

ines of this home from front to rear and
there will be no doubt in your mind that this
is_a most attractive home, Gray painted
trim with a white color body will make this
the “niftiest’” hoitse in your block.

The front porch, 16 feet by 7 feat, is de-
lthtful It may be screened in summer an
in winter, A swing or a loungin
chmr, with table, lamp and rug, and the porc
is converted into a sun room.

Tha Living Room. Size, t0 fect 8 inches by 15 fect

2 inches. Lonxz wall spaces permit the piacing of

= furniture and piane in
a pleasing manner.
There {3 plenty of Hght
and ventilation from
two windowsand glased
front door.

The Kitchon and
Dininy Room. From
the living room & doof
opens into the Iarge
kitchen. It is 8 feet 7
Inches by 12 feet 8
inches, Locstion of sink
and stove are planned
to save many stepa
when preparing the
daily meala. On the op-
posite side there is 8
built-ln cabinet, (See
[lustration to 1he
ieft.) Near the stove
!s a cased cpening to
thx pantry. It is pro-
vided with sbelves for

For

Cabinets Furnished
in Kitchen

e Olivia

No. P7028 ““Already Cut" and Fitted

utennils snd other kitchen needs. A table can be plased
vnder the two windows. Directly off the kilchen {sn
large closet with two shelves. A doar leads down three

steps ta the rear entry, where there s space (or an ice
box. Steps to besement are here, also.

The Bedrtooma, From the llving room & hall con.
necu with the two bedrooms and bath. Front bedroom
10 feet 8 loches, and rear bedroom
y 9 feet 7 inches, Zach bedroom

There are two windows In each
bedroom. permitting eross ventilation and lght.

The bethroom plumbing is arranged oo one wall,
saving materis] and labor. The bathroom 4as & med-
lelne cahlnet and a window,

»

with cooerete
Room for furnace, laundnr and storage.

H.llht of Callings.
fmm

figor.

Main floor, 8 fe(t 2 inches
our to cefliag. Basement. 7 feet from foor to

What Our Price Includes

At the prite quated ws will fgraish il che material
1P Rl 'l" Lreom bungslow, somsisting ofi

s Clear Red Cedar Shing len
sl-un > Clnr - Cyprean or Clear R
Frlm n‘l‘ um r. No. I Quallty of Douglae F!r nr Pldﬂ:

nuunl. Ch-r Gr‘d( Dougles Fi¢ or Pacific Coast Hem-

D:.llllu'. Ciear Grade Douslea Fir ar Pacific Coawt
nnlnhlnl

High Grade Mlll'olk {nee pages [10 gnd {1112

Intarter Doors, Five-Cross Punel Destgo of Douglas v,
Trim, Be-uzllul Douglas Graln Fir or Vellow Dine:
Windews of Californla Clear White Pine;

on Cabinat,
ao b.ﬂull:lnt 'ff' s..‘L’w.x.m,

tfor (nee e 1331
P nt far C 2] Oumde Tnm 'md ildl
Shalles -n4 Varnioh for 1aterior Goors and T,

Camplete Plane and scecmutlun-

We guaranlee enough ml(crl-l to huild this house.
Price does ns) ioclude eement, brick or plaster.  See
?;unp!lnn of “Honor Bilt" Houses on Pages 12 and

OPTIONS
Shset Plaster gnd Plasier Fimish, ta take the place

of wood laih, $124.00 extre. Sce page 109.

Orientad Asphalt Shingles, guaronseed 17 yeurs,
instead of wood thingles. £34.00 extra.

Storm Doows amd Windows, 341.00 extra.

Screen Doors and  Windows,
323.00 extra.

taivgnized wire,

For prices of Plumbing, Heating,
Wiring, Electric Fixtures and Shades
see pages 130 and 131,

Qur Easy Payment Plan See Page 144

SEARS, ROEBUCK AND (0,

Peo1
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| FIVEROOM BUNGALOW HOME |

S is a masterpiece in a five-room
INOR BILT” bungalow. The
red porch, size 12 feet by 6 feet,
massive stucco columns, the
Jle, the soft toned shingle sides and
i gable siding, produce a perfect,
us effect. The Wellington has been
aany of the choicest locations and is
wherever it is built. [t has found
» at a profit of about $2,000.00 o0
o
use ol 12-foot studding, the main
s are 2 feet 11 inches above the
>undation, giving an unusual height
iingle walls., An artistic touch is
the flower box beneath the front
-nd the massive brick chimney on
elevalion,

ng Room. Croselng the porch, you enter
room through an eight.lighy glazed door.
™ iw 12 feet 4 Inches by 15 feet 7 Inches,
ty of sunshine and airfrom three windows,
¢ned brick mantel is locatrd on ke outside
1 elther aMe of the dreplace are hinged
adows. The ceiling {8 omamented by

‘4. Here is epace for a plano, davenport
rnlture,

.ing Room. The arrangement of the living
{ning room permita an unohstructed view
+ide cased ppening, allowing the two rooms

-0 Into ane very large room, if so desired.
room walle are ornamented with molded

in high class bufidings. A Inrge double
vides an aburndance of light and air, Ths
{x 14 feet 4 Inches by 1 feet 3 inches.
#Mly of space (o weat the happy family
fining room tible. Space I8 pruvided far
Inside walt.
wn. A awinging doorleads to the kitchen.
~} arranged housewife’s workroom. Pre.
1l becomes a pieasure because of saving
. placing the sink, stove and wark table
belong, The hullt-in cupboard, where
*n utensils and provisions can be stored,
feature. Crose ventllation and light are

* & window on the side. and another In the
'90F npens Intn a rear entry, which leads
> basement or to ihe outside. Directly
+ klichen door, epace e provided for

TheWellington

No. P3223 “Already Cut’ and Fitted

1,988

The Bedrooms and Bath. A smail hall, directly
off the dining room, connects with two large bedrooms
b i 1 ff

an ideal a; o
the hall 1e a coat closel, Each bedroom has a close:
with hat shelf and wardrobe pole. Each bedroom has
two wiadows, giving light and croes ventilatino.

The Bassment. _Basement with cement floor uoder
the eotire heuse. There is ample space far a work

nch, laandry, storage and fuel.

Helght of Ceilings. Basement, 7 feet from floor
::uj‘ghu‘ Malin floor, B feet 6 Inches fram foor to

What Our Price Includes
At the pﬂ:‘&unnd we will furniah all the ma-
t;ﬂ-l to bulld thls ve-rocom bungalow, eonsiating
oft
Lumber; Lath;
Roofing, Beit Grade Clear Red Cedar Shingles;
Clear Cypress or Clear Red Cedar, Sevel,

Belt Course;

Siding, Best Grade Thick Cedar Shingles;

Framing Lumber, No. | Quaiity Douglas Fir or
Pacific Coaat Hemlock;

Flooring, Clear Maple for Kitchen and Bathroom.
Clear Oak for Other Rooma: .

Porch Floor, Clear Edge Greain Fir;

Parsh Celiing, Cirar Grade Douglas Fir or Pacifie
Coast Hemlock:

Finishing Lumber;

High Grade Millwork (sce pages 1t0 and 111);

ln:_Trlov Doars, Two Vertical Panet Design of Dougias

e

Trim, Beautiful Graia Douglas Fir or Yellaw Pine;
Kitchen Cupboards; Medicine Cases
Brick Mantel;
Windowe of Califarnia Clenr Whitc Pine;
40-Lb, Building Paperi Sash Welghte:
Eaves Trough and wn Spout;
Chicago Design Hardwars 1(.« page 132);
Paint, Three Coals Outside TAm and Bevel Sidiag;
S Brush Coats {ar Shingies on Walls;
and Varnish far Interior Trim and Doors;
Shellec. Puste Fll
and Maple Fla
Complets Flans and Specifications.
We guarantee encugh materis| ta buiid this hause.
Price does not include cemenl, hrick or plaster. See
deseriptinn of *Honor Bilt” Hauwes on pages 12 and 13.

v and Floor Varnlah for Oak

+ 404"

S

LIVING RooM
Y

FLOO
PLAN o Poon

OPTIONS
Sheet Plaster and Plaster Rinish (o lake the pace
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of wood tath, 3147.00 crtra.  See pa

Orientat Asphati Shingtes. guaraniced (7 years,

instend of wood shingles far roof, $48.00 extra.

Osk Docrs and Trim in living room snd. dining
$52.00

room, Mapls Floors in kitches and bashroam,
a.

Storm Doors and Windowr, $52.00 exira.
Screen Doors and  Windows, galtanised twire,

834.90 extra,

For prices of Plumbing, Heating, Wiring,

Electric Fixtures and Shades see pages 130
and 131,
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[ FIVE OR EIGHT ROOMS AND BATH |

[ e

HE SHERIDAN is a popular type

I of bungalow, planned to give the ut

most livable space for its size, 28 by

38 feet. The upkeep cost is very smail. All the ma-

terials are high grade. Porch extends across the

entire front of the hungalow and is 26 feet wide by

8 feet deep. It nay he screened or glazed and used
us a2 most desirable room.

FIRST FLOOR

The Living Room. A view of the liviag reom sug-
comfortable heme. Plenty of space permits
ol of plano, furniture and pictures. Slze, 15 feet
2 inches wide by 12 feet 2 inches deep. Room is well
lighted and cross ventilated by the double Iront window
and the two cnecment windows &t the side.

The Dining Room. Living und dining roome w:;:

lanned and may be used a¢ Onc FOOM €F 24 SEPAT:
Eoom-. being connected by a cssed opening. Dinfng
room (e well Hghted by double windaw and tharough
ventilatios ls sesured, There is ample space to seat
and serve te family; also space {nz & bufet.

Can be bullt on & jet 32 fest wide
- - A

The Sheridan

No. P3224 "Already Cut” and Fitted

. The kischen lo entered from dining room by
o sl Bo. Tieaie immediutcly inside the door. with
space fer (ange aloagside. Table apace isarranged under double
windaw. Windows affard lichi on. A doof connects
with panery that is equioped witt

for relrigarator, iced fram dooe In entry. A doo
B U AL A G
ment.

Through an open Passage yau cater & con-

venimmtly laated hail Kcading b0 bedro0mS and. staireay to
second

‘creatio Trice closets. A
ﬁ"::louuflmm dining room to hail with a linen clneet o the
hn& Front bed room has ample apace for fur aclothes
eet with 1f. Abundant “&hl and air come from
two windowi room has ooe clothes with sheif
and ward roba pole asd another with akell, Lighted
veniltaced by .

Buth; 1a convenlently located between
the L bereome A modcine caee with plac Eide mirror 1s
faraiehod,

SECOND FLOOR et

enclo teads tn second foor. The plan {3

o T Sioches chaset s (o8 Jurt the smsll oot
of finjehing them. See optioa under floor plan.

Besement. Room fer famace, laundry and mnn;'
I Maln Aoos, 8 feet 7 inchae, Acar to
cettine e floor S Tect 1 laches. Boor to colllvg. Hasemest,
1 feex. concrete Avor to celling jolat.

What Our Price lnclucllles' .
11 furntsh all of the e
ot BOR S T T S e e

ot
beri Lathi )
achne, Griental Siste Surfaced Shingles: .
Sidlne, Clehr Cypregs or Clear Red Codar, Bevel; o
7aming Lumber. o, | Guallty Dougias Fir o Facic
Ploombe i rade Dengtna Fir or Pacific Coast

sring, Clear Edge Crain Fir:
Porch Catfiner Cicar ‘Crane Daugiss Flr or Paclfc
Finishing Lumbert
aishin
Mili k (mee pagee 110 and t14); .
Ttevios Doars Two Ven ical Panel Dewgn of Douslas

Trﬂ:. Beautiful Grals Douglas Fir or Veliew Pine:
Let

Mod! Case ;
i California Clear White Pine:
Aoy Faveri Sazh Wiighn

ree Cou: v g
§ nd Doors.
pd Tamih or, il DT L e
o house
W ¢ waterfal ta bulld this
o T S
plete_niane and spect n.
o Bt ontraction stpiiined on pages 12 230
' OPTIONS ,
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Sa"‘ﬁmpﬂm‘nu Windows, galvanited. 337.00 exira.
‘h””. et ..-:l'l/:"l'.;on/m Jiving and dinimg room,
Manis Floors in ksichem and bathroom. $142.00 exira.
r i Vi Electrie
For Prices of Plumbing, Heating, Wiring,
Fixtures and Shades e pages 130 and 131,
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FROM THE GOLDEN WEST

. OSBORN is the most pleasing type
stucto and shingle sided bungalow
Spanish mission architecture. \Where

ou find its equal? Massive stucco

and bulkheads, teimmed with red
ping, give that needed touch of color,
sizing its geaceful fines. The timber

s cesting o the large square piefs
srete columns, are in perfect harmany

qe rest, and support the graceful reof
© wide verge boards and timber pur-
Here the archiect has given careiul
w0 every detail, and farnished a crea-
at is striking, yet restful. The shingle

. the timber wood columns, corbels
refins. can be painted or stained a rich

a1, or thark brick red, with mos¢ pleasing
in contrast with the gray stieco parch
and chimaev.

Qsborn will appeal to the lover of
¢ hecause af its two npen porches hoth
ced by the main roof, anil the sletping
in the rear. The side poreh is private,
fect bv 3 feet 8 inches. The front porch
vided with steps and Tding Teading o
-t eatrance, aod 2 fect hy 9 feet,

is of shusual size,

Living Ruom. This spacinua mom axwends ihe
<hilde ot the honse. 1 inghes by 11

v xmwrc:sml with the
wehich is at one end of

W sgce wi
< the da

At
Anrple v

ard s, whi
4 t

el

«r i sraitgre, in.
windew s fu s o abundanee

and ventilagicon,

Dintng Reom. A sl apesing wilh o ok
righer abde, feads foom e Vv sonm (n the
ram. i 1 Frey t
re panelid aceaniing to the baest made. Space
aelated a crmpuete dining room e

sidde porcli. A\ plo
th o Bond of Tight anrd F (o the
sl dnrs,

foot T irches v 18

For

jractly bk r’ the dining mem ix the
i m-; %) incies hv ches, 1t hawewo

e windon: | There fv @ st
Iratme of table. | Three windows provige Giht and crr<y
dation. A door leads 10 rear entry anad steps to B

Fram the dining rcom a goor mpens
ting with Ledrooms. bashionm and Ll
Has a clothes closet.

n bedroomy. It has a
rRviden slenty nf light and ais
French soara conneet the rear brd-
xith elees eh Thece is 3 apace ar twn bedy
iTHher suba Rl urienings, One mhy adeen "

Tuis house can be built
with rooms reversed. See
nage

and st bawe i the somfarcs of an inusrier room

T mant, lxxhlwi Ly sellior sash nn three aides,
oo ace, Stor )

Haitht af Ceilings. 5 ftune, B iect fenm Hone to

Ma
reiing e, 7 for fm s s jolaa. Baseinent
har czment oot
What Our Price Includes

At the price auoted we will furnish all the meterial

to build this Kve-ro6m end stesping porch

Kitchen Cuob
: Bookceses,

e
e Stk and

thia Gmise.

A At tibd
Tt el e froe .
eption of Clbaor T

bn pagey (7

FLOOR PLAN

OPTIONS
sad Plaster Finish, (o loke the place of
or 109,

S0 extrn. Sev
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ce. for the v, X610 rxires.

: 4 ronm and dining room.

L dne A7
alvunized wirs, $55.00

Far prices of Plumbing, Heating Wiring,
tures and Shades sce pages 130

Our Easy Payment Plan See Page 44
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fHIE OAKDALE is a bungalow home of

unusual charm. It is a masterpicce of
' onc of Amarica's best architerts
The Oakdale's exterior, as well as its floor
ptan, '{c~nr\c~ vour careful seuely. A unique
leaturn is the I,lrze feont porch, 15 fewt
by & feet, with brick foundation and {nrie
S0

Honor gilr

?Ae Oakda/e

No. P3206A “Already Cut” and Fitted

gables and aded strength to the sirusetire:

2 X 1 cabios; the wirde overin af t i f
ine three loovre veatifators that adarn b erang of the main ronf

with the rafier ails exposed; the widi and
elear eypress siding and divided light
vindows aad frane door. [t is these com-
sined featnres hat make the Oakdale ane
of themost attract, s ever built
A material {5 of “Honor Bild” gqoaliny
—~there’s none better. The price is excrod-
gy low, 10n~l'1ErmL{ the quality and
v\urkmaqshnp Mroughout.

Can be built on a lot 30 feet wido

wide he 3 frot deep

faraitore and <wi

. a
wine of fueniiere. A
wred by Lhe Jdouble

chewrinl
elows.

Thn Kitchen.

Spaee

mu-. ’»:xlt‘wnt hizet,

et lade]

space foc
A

!
o

Sera

2 amd gnxlu

ining
hudranms awi hat
a clothes ks
Vranim S
plumbing.

Excavatef bazerment
e

ith er
ey and ste

See Page

tre columns that support the teusses that - Sl 842@ —!
carry its raof with its wide nverhanging eaves. ﬂ\”/_“
Nita the timber purfins that arnanient the

What Qur Price Includes

At the price quoted we will furnish all the
meterial o bulld this fve-room bungalow
consisting of:
Lumber; Lath:
Rooﬁn(. Best Gra

s Reed th
ear Rn

ar Shirgins:
e, Bevel;
- Dearglas Fir or

e Uenst Heme

Firoor Iais

ing Lumber;
High Grade Millwork
lnlerlcr Doors, Twn tne

Medicine Cases

Mantel:

traning Board;

Eaves Trough and Down Spout:
.

Paint |
Sheilac and Varnish ¢

OPTIONS

or Fonred

re, 1000

ool Plang g

. Heating, Wiring,
ares e s odps e pages 130

144
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FIRM PROFILE

Shemro Engineering Associates is a structural consulting firm in Bethesda, Maryland. Established in February
1994, the firm currently employs a staff of three engineers, one drafter, and an administrative person. :

Mr. James D. Shemro, owner and principal, has designed residential and commercial buildings ranging from
singte- and multi-family homes to office buildings of over 700,000 square feet. As a Senior Associate with James
Madison Cutts Consuiting Structural Engineers (JMC) for 13 years, Mr, Shemro warked on both new and existing
buildings. He was responsible for the structural modifications necessary for installation of modern mechanical
systems in both the U. S, Pension Building and the Vice President's Mansion in Washington, DC. He also
directed structural modifications to the National Park Service's Building #43 in Harper's Ferry, West Virginia,
This historic sione building was reinforced to withstand flooding of the Shenandoah River and renovated for
museum use.

During his tenure at IMC, Mr. Shemro was also in charge of structural design of large buildings such as the
world headquarters buildings for the MCI Corporation and the Government Employees Insurance Company
(GEICO). Tight site conditions and building height restrictions required suspending the thirteenth floor of the
MCI building from its roof structure. ' The 350,000 square foot GEICO building was designed to withstand
seismic loading with the peak velocity-related acceleration coefficient of Av=0.15. : '

Currently Shemro Engineering Associates is involved in several renovation projects, including renovation of the
Stone Warehouse in Fredericksburg, Virginia. This historic three story structure, built in the early 1800's, will
be used by the local chapter of the Archeological Society of Virginia as a museum. At the Dearbought Farmhouse
and Cooperage in Frederick, Maryland, Mr. Shemro is involved in the stabilization and renovation of the parially
collapsed historic storie farmhouse and the renovation of the cooperage out-building. At the Milestone Waters
Residence in Germantown, Maryland, work includes evaluation and replacement of deteriorated framing,
stabilization of foundation walls and reinforcing the faifing chimney of the historic structure,

Shemro Engineering Associates also provides services for the design of new structures such as the nine million

. dollar addition to the mid-field terminal at Dulles International Airport for United Airlines. This project required
construction documents to be ready for bid within six weeks of authorization to proceed. While completing the
terminal expansion design, the design of the addition 1o the medical training facility at Andrews Air Force Base,
Virginia, was completed. Other unusual structures include the streiched fabric roof structure for the Shot Tower
subway stop in Baltimore, Maryland,

Shemro Engineering Associates has also provided building evaluation reports on numerous government and non-
government structures, such as housing units at the Navy Yard, Washington, DC, the Naval Academy, Annapolis,
Maryland, and other residential building towers and office buildings.

Mr. Shemro has also provided services as an expert witness in both Washington, DC and Montgomery County,
MD. '

902 WEST AVENUE  BETHESDA, MARYLAND 20815 (30D 7188113 FAX (B0 7182243 EMAIL SHEMROG@AOL.COM
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SHEMRO
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JAMES D. SHEMRO, PE

EDUCATION:

THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY
Bachelor of Architectural Engineering
Structural Option - 1979

PROFESSIONAL BACKGROUND:

1994 Principal/Qwner

SHEMRO ENGINEERING ASSOCIATES

Bethesda, MD

1984-94 Senior Associale
JAMES MADISON CUTTS
STRUCTURAL ENGINEERS
Washington, DC

1983-84 Staff Engineer
Bechiel Power Corporation
Ann Arbor, MI

1980-82 Staff Engineer
JAMES MADISON CUTTS
STRUCTURAL ENGINEERS
Waskington, DC

1979-80 Staff Engineer
GILLUM-COLACO
STRUCTURAL ENGINEERS
Washington, DC

REGISTRATIONS:

Maryland, Michigan, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
Virginia, Missouri, Delaware, & Washington, DC

ORGANIZATIONAL AFFILIATIONS:
American Society of Civil Engineers
American Consulting Engineers Council

American Instiwte of Swel Construction
American Concrete Institute

GHOTWEST AVENUE BETHESDA, MARYLAND 20815

Mr. Shemro is the owner of Shemro Engineering
Associates, a structural engineering firm. Mr.
Shemro has designed residential and commercial
buildings ranging from single- and multi-family
homes to office buildings of over 700,000 square
feet.

As a Senior Associate with James Madison Cutts
Consulting Structural Engineers for 13 years, Mr.
Shemro developed an ardent commitment to the
conservation of existing structures. He was
responsible for the structural modifications
necessary for installation of modern mechanical
systems in both the U, S. Pension Building and the
Vice President's Mansion in Washington, DC. He -
also directed structural modifications to the National
Park Service's Building #43 in Harper's Ferry, West
Virginia. This historic stone building was
reinforced to withstand flooding of the Shenandoah
River and renovated for museum use,

Currenily Shemro Engineering Associates is
groviding professional services for renovation of the
tone Warehouse in Fredericksburg, Virginia. The
historic three story structure built in the early 1800's

will be used by the local chapter of the
Archeological Society of Virginia for 2 modest
museum. At the Dearbought Farmhouse and
Cooperage in Frederick, Maryland, Mr. Shemro is
involved in the stabilization and renovation of the
partially collapsed histotic stone farmhouse and the
renovation of the cooperage out-building. At the
Milestone Waters Residence in Germantown,
Maryland, work includes evaluation and replacement
of deteriorated framing, stabilization of foundation
walls and reinforcing the failing chimney of the
historic structure,

Other current work includes the expansion to the
Medical Training Facility at Andrews Air Force
Base, improvements to the existing pedestrian bridge
at Frederick Avenue in Rockville, MD, and the
expansion of the Federal Inspection Services facility
at Dulles International Airport.

(30N 718-8113  FAX (301) 718.2243  EMAJL SHEMRO@AOL.COM
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring Meeting Date: 09/09/98

Resource: Capitol View Park Historic District Review: Preliminary Consultation
Case Number: Not applicable Tax Credit: None

Public Notice: 08/26/98 Report Date: 09/02/98
Applicant:  Joseph P. Moore Staff: Perry Kephart
PROPOSAL: Demolition ‘RECOMMEND: Consider Other Options
BACKGROUND

The yellow frame Bungalow at 9816 Capitol View Avenue is a contributing resource and
a familiar landmark in the Capitol View Park Historic District. The house is set at the front of a
52,475 foot lot (lots 20 - partial lot 27 on the attached map, circle __ ) that has no other .
improvements at this time. The house is clearly seen on the left at the top of the big curve as one
enters the historic district from the south along Capitol View Avenue. :

The only access to the property from Capitol View is a short driveway immediately
adjacent to the house. The driveway leads to a lower level basement garage. The land drops off
from the front to the back of the property (east to west) and from northern wider section to the
narrower southern area. The Metropolitan (now CSX) railroad line runs behind the length of the
property. There are several mature shade trees on the lot including hickory, oak and locust.

The Sears-type house was built in 1928. The house is currently owned by an estate or
trust whose executors live at a distance from the Washington area. They now wish to sell the
property. The property has been occupied for several decades by various tenants including
members of the Moore family.

Two appraisals have been made of the property. In neither report was the property
identified as being in a historic district nor was there any discussion of compliance with Chapter
24A of the Montgomery County Code regarding the preservation of a historic resource.
Valuation was based on the removal of the existing dwelling and the development of the site with
five new single-family dwellings.

The historic district in which the resource is located is significant as an example of a
railroad community that began with the construction of the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O
Railroad in the 1870's. The two major building styles that reflect the early years of the community
are large Queen Anne houses from the late 19® and early 20" century and more modest Sears-
type kit houses from the early 20® century.



PROPOSAL

The applicant, who is one of two executors for the estate or trust that owns the property,
proposes to demolish the house. '

STAFF DISCUSSION

As noted in the Capitol View & Vicinity Approved and Adopted Sector Plan. July 1982,
“Most Capitol View Park structures possess little distinction as architectural entities. When
grouped, however, these resources meet the criteria for district designation as a visual example of
suburban development styles.” The bungalow at 9816 Capitol View is an integral and highly
visible part of the historic district streetscape.

The applicant in his letter to the commission lists a number of structural concerns which he
feels justify demolition. These include drainage problems, a foundation that is settling unevenly
on the right rear corner and lack of insulation. These problem areas were pointed out to staff on a
site visit. It is not apparent that the deterioration is sufficiently advanced to be beyond the scope
of normal rehabilitation or to warrant demolition. Mitigating steps such as, for example, the
installation of storm windows, insulation, structural reinforcements, or grading could all be
investigated further. Lead paint abatement is a normal part of historic property maintenance and
literature on the subject is available to the applicant.

Staff has indicated to the applicant that the size of the house is not a reason to demolish.
There is substantial room behind the house for it to be enlarged to the rear. A Historic Area
Work Permit application for alterations in design and material must be brought to the HPC to be
approved, but changes to the rear of the structure are generally given lenient review.

At this time, no plans for development of the property have been submitted to the HPC.
Although the appraiser made the recommendation to demolish the residence, demolition of the
house in anticipation of development that may or may not take place certainly should not be
considered. In any case, it should be emphasized that there is nothing to indicate that the
existence of the historic structure would in any way impede any potential development of the

property.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that demolition not be considered until rehabilitation of the historic
resource has been investigated thoroughly. Staff further recommends that the applicant or
prospective buyers also investigate solutions to the drainage situation as part of a comprehensive
rehabilitation plan for the historic resource. The HPC should ask that any proposal for
development of the property that is submitted to the HPC should also address the drainage
situation and include a rehabilitation, as well as a possible modification, plan for the house.



MEMORANDUM

Oct. 25,1998

FROM: The Local Advisory Panel (L.A.P.) of Capitol View Park,
Montgomery County, Maryland

- Carol Ireland
Jennie Ritchie
Betty Scott
Duncan Tebow
Emily C. Volz, AIA, Chair

TO: Ms. Perry Kephart
Office of Historic Preservation
Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Board
Montgomery County, MD

Dear Ms. Kephart,
In response to HAWP application # 996280 the L.A.P. has the following comments.

With all due respect to Mr. Moore and his long family association with Capitol View Park,
we feel bound to comment that the Historic District deserves his respect in return. It is not usual in
any neighborhood to raze a house in order to sell a property. To allow an owner to do so in an
historic district would make a mockery of the ideals that initially led to the designation of this area
as such a district, indeed the first such district in Montgomery County.

In the view of the L.A.P., it would appear that Mr. Moore must surely have other means
by which to divest himself of this property without resorting to demolishing the house in which he
grew up. With the scarcity of such sizeable and attractive properties in close proximity to town we
are hard pressed to imagine that, with properly targeted advertising, Mr. Moore would have any
difficulty selling his property at a price attractive to himself, especially with the low interest rates
that are widely available today.

We urge greater than usual consideration be given this application as the irrevocable action
Mr. Moore is contemplating would severely damage the character of the historic district at its
remarkably unspoiled eastern gateway where ongtruly experiences a sense of stepping back in time.

Respectfully submitted,

Emidy C-Urd)

Emily C.Volz, AIA, Architect
Chair -



9811 Capitol View Ave.
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission
¢/o MNCPPC

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

October 28, 1998
Dear Historic Preservation Commission Members:

We are writing in relation to Case Number 31/7-98H, the application by Mr. Joseph P.
Moore for permission to demolish his family home at 9816 Capitol View Avenue.

The Moore family have been good neighbors of ours for the twenty years that we have
lived across the street from them on Capitol View Avenue. This makes it embarrassing
and, ultimately, out of the question for us to appear at a public hearing 1o oppose the
current request. Consequently we are providing this letter to you as evidence of our
opposition.

We support the Historic District concept and join with the LAP and many of our
neighbors in being saddened that Mr. Moore cannot find some way of selling his property
that is not in keeping with the letter and spirit of the status of our community.

We urge you to be consistent with your charge and deny this application.

( el \&\.ﬁ

Duncan E. Tebow, 9811 Capitol View Ave.

%1\ Tebow, 9811 Caputol View Ave.

David Clough, 9809 Capitol View A'«:.zj ‘

Mary McCleaf, 9809 Capitol View Ave.

{00 . 8peh €76 €0L | T NY SLHY Tvd34IT  8S:11 (Q3M)86 .87-100
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October 28, 1998

Perry Kephart

Historic Preservation Secticn

Montgomery County Department of Parks and Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Re: 9816 Capital View Avenue
Kensington, MD

Dear Ms. Kephart:

This lerter is intended to serve as documentation of my findings from my site visit of October 2, 1998, 1o
assess the structural condition of the house. My review of the building was limited to the visible
structural system only.

EXISTING STRUCTURAL SYSTEMS

The house was reportedly built in 1923 or 1928. The roof is framed with 2x4 rafters spaced at roughly
23" centers, spanning side to side, 2x4 collar tics are present at every other rafter, focated roughly at the
one-third point from the ridge. In general, 2x4 stud knee walls extend the full length of the house along
both sides of the attic space at approximately the mid-span of the rafters. The one exception is the knee
wall along the south side which does not extend east past the north-south bearing wall below.

The roof of the front porch is likely framed with 2x4 rafters at 247 centers with 2x4 ceiling joists. The
floor is framed in wood, supported on a masonry perimeter foundation wall. No access exists to the
crawl space below. Also, na basement vents are visible.

The tloor of the attic is framed differently in the front portion of the house than in the rear portion. In
the from, the attic floor joists span front-to-back with 2x6's at 16" centcrs, spanning [4°-6™ 10 a bearing
wall which extends north-south tmmediately east of the stair to the attic. The rear portion is framed side-
1o-side with 2x4’s at 16" centers. The center wall below runaing cast-west serves as a bearing walt,

The first floor is framed with 2x8 joists spanning north-south. The center of the house is supported with
a wood beam comprised of 3-2x8’s spanning roughly 9°-0". The original supports for the center beam
appear (0 have been 8”x127 structural clay tile (SCT) picrs. One pier has been remaved and two
adjustable stecl columns have been installed to replace it. :

The basement walls appear to have been built using SCT and brick masonry, The foundations are
unknown, but are likely to have been concrete spread footings.

EXISTING CONDITION OF THE STRUCTURAL SYSTEM

The general condition of the basic structural system of the building is fair to good.

A limited amount of damage has occurred in the southwest corner of the first floor framing due to water
saturation. The floor sheathing and the en_ds of a few joists have begun to rot.

A partion of the first floor framing, roughly central to the entire house, indicates a previous opening,
roughly four feet by two feet. This opening has been closed, but was improperly framed.

The roof sags considerably on the south side, as does 4 small arca directly behind the chimney on the

north side, Numerous areas of the beaded board roof sheathing outside the exterior walls of the house
have been replaced with plywoaod.
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The siding on the nortti elevation, west of the chimney, appears to be pulling away from the chimney.
The cause is likely to be typical settlement of the building. The settlement is commensurate with the age
of the house and does not appear excessive. Parging on the exterior of the bascment wall in this arca, as
well as the mortar joints of the masonry on the interior, do not exhibit major large cracks, suggesting that
the movement has proceeded very slowly and is not currently a problem. It is likely that the majority of
the movement occurred sometime in the past. The south wall appears relatively level. Within the house,
the fireplace hearth has pulled away from the chimney. This is a localized problem in the floor framing.

The front steps have settled somewhat. This scttlement is likely due to scttlement of fill soils originally
placed during construction of the house.

The frant porch has settled sigrificantly in the northeast comer. The floor boards in that corner move
when stepped or, suggesting that the floor joists below have rotted significaniy. The top of the windows
in the front of the porch siope significantly down to the northeast corner.

CAPACITY OF THE STRUCTURAL SYSTEM

This house is believed to be a Sears, Roebuck and Company (SRC) house. Reprints of the catalog for
these houses indicate the framing of this house to be consistent with what SRC catalogs refer (o as
“Standard Built Construction.” It is not likely, however, that the house was originally designed to have
the upper level occupied. That level is naw used not enly as storage, but as living space. If the upper
level was not occupied, then the house structure would be consistent with houses of 18 time.

However, the major components of the structural system, however, have been analyzed relative lo
current building codes. The roof rafters alone are not adequate to span from the ridge to the cave. They
are adequate, it we consider support from the attic Hoor joists by way of the knec walls. However, the
attic floor joists do not have sufficient capacity to support the roof rafters. To reinforce the attic floor,
new 2x 12 joists could be added 1o each floor joist. This reinforcement would provide for bedroom use of
the attic space as well as adequate support to the roof. The knee wall along the south side would have to
be extended to the front wall of the house.  Within the knee walls in the front portion of 1he attie, 2-
2x12's could be included to span over the front living room arca. In licu of providing second level living
space, the roof could be reinforced by adding new 2x6 rafters to each existing rafter.

The first floos joists are adequately sized to provide residential use capaeity. The center beams spanning
east-west will require additional posts, such as adjustable stecl posts, or 6x6 timbers,

GENERAL ENGINEERING OPINION OF STRUCTURAL VIABILITY

The house has not been maintained properly for a number of years, resulting in the need for numerous
minor repairs as outlined above. However, the fundamenta} structural system of the house is sound.
Minimal foundation wall settlement suggcests proper foundation conditions. Additionally, the primary
structural elements (rafters, joists, etc.) do not indicate an over-stressed condition, cxeept for the roof if
analyzed using curreat codes. The roof was built consistent with codes of the time of construction.

To the best of my information, knowledge, and belief, this house is generally structurally sound and
repairable. [ see no structural reason for its demolition.

Please understand that the recommendations presented here are limited to assessment of the general
condition of the building structure and the effort required to make it compliant with current codes. The
work described here is not intended to provide a complete detail list of repairs needed and should not be
considered to any extent to be a complete description of work required.

~

Sincerely.

T VS

James D. Shemra. PE

File: 99 XXX. XX P200A, CAWPS1\Reports\9816 Cap ViewAve. dx
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April 16, 1982

Mr. Jerome C. Moore -Survey Number: R-4100-82-20

9213 Main Street Receipt of Notice: 12-28-81

W. Bloomfield, NY 14585 Date of Reinspection: 4-14-82
Reinspected by: A. Hepler

Dear Mr. Moore: Location: 9816 Capitol View Avenue

A reinspection was made of your property as referenced above. This
reinspection revealed that although some of the violations listed in our.
previous letter dated 12-21-81 had been corrected, several
conditions included in that notice and order of 12-21-81 still had
not been corrected. Attached to this letter is a listing of these

remaining violations and an outline of the remedjal actjon necessary to insure
code compliance. The remaining violations are circled in red.

Please be advised that the Montgomery County Code requires that all
conditions specifically listed in the original notice and order of 12-21-81
be corrected. The violations cited are based on the housing requirements
set forth in Chapter 26 of the Laws of Montgomery County 1972, known as the
Housing Standards. Section 26-20 Penalty for violations of chapter; injunctive,
etc., relief, contains the various criminal and civil legal remedies available
to the courts and county to correct continued violations of the Housing Standards.
These remedies include imposition of fines, and petition for temporary or
permanent injunctions.

We realize that you may have encountered problems or difficulties which
may have adversely affected the time needed for completion of some of these
items. However, the time 1limits contained in the notice and order of 12-21-81
have expired. We have received no request, based on supportable facts, for
an extension of those time 1imits. We are scheduling a final reinspection for
thirty (30) days from receipt of this notice. Failure to correct the
violations will result in appropriate legal action. If you cannot complete all
items listed within this time 1imit, please request an extension from this office

in writing. When you reply, please refer to the above location. . o
' 3

g
g — 5T

Alan D. Hepler, Inspector

— D
Housing Code Enforcement Section > 00¢

Attachment

CERTIFIED

HCE-2 Department of Housing and Community Development

Housing Code Enforcement Section

101 Fleet Street, Rockvilie. Maryland 20850, 301/279-1496
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Remove all accumulations of trash, rubbish (1nc1ud1n.
debris, refuse and garbage scattered about the grounds. Maintain the
grounds in a clean condition on a continuing basis. A regular and routine
maintenance effort must be instituted, and continded, to prevent the
accumulation of trash and debris. More frequent or 1mproved trash and
garbage collection may be an important factor, but there is an apparent
necessity for supervised cleaning and maintenance on a routine, scheduled
and frequent basis. MCC 1972, Sec. 26-10(a). , e

T N
For information regarding the removal of abandoned vehciles, call 840-2453. {%;K»m)
Repair or replace deteriorated masonry. _Structure must be free of loose.

or crumbling masonry materials and free of material which may fall.

M
MCC 1972, Sec. 26-8(a). C]]” M}

(Rear) Repair porch floor or rails to provide structural soundness.
Porch floors and rails mast be kept free of holes and deteriorated surfaces.

MCC 1972, Sec. 26-8(c).
(To include shed attached at rear of house) Paint, by May 31, 1982, .
exterior trim, doors, windows and/or wood siding. Scrape and remove all
locse and deteriorated paint before painting. MCC 1972, Sec. 26-8{(qg).

(Basement) Replace the missing, broken or cracked window glass. MCC 2
1972, Sec. 26-8(b).

[ . i
INTERIOR | . é‘f
Provide smoke detectors. The Housing Standards Code required smoke 1;;59 4
detectors to be installed by July 1, 1978, (See attachment for details). M

\/y%341~ Cijrfi/[uf/bf

~

® @

 holes, loose plaster and flaking or peeling paint. Restore finishes to

MCC 1972, Sec. 26-21.
(Bedrooms) Repair damaged wall(s) to provice surfaces free of cracks,
match surroundings after repairs are made. MCC 1972, Sec. 26-3(a & h).
(Living Room, Bathroom, Bedrooms) Repair damaged ceiling(s) to provide
surfaces free of cracks, holes, lToose plaster and flaking or peeling

paint. Restore finishes to match surroundings after repairs are made.
MCC 1972, Sec. 26-8(a & h).

Scrape and remove peeling pafnt or loose wallpaper from the wa]](s) and
repaint to match surroundings. MCC 1972, Sec. 26-3(a & h).

Scrape and remove peeling paint or allpaper from the ceiling(s) and




d:) Paint the repaired areas of the wall(s) and/or cefling(s). MCC 1972,
Sec. 26-8(a & h).

12. Provide screens suitable to protect the interior of building from fnsects .
24ta211 operable windows and exterior door. MCC 1972, Sec. 26-6(g). X & 4¢§§

[:) Provide hand rails for all stairs of three or more risers. MCC 1972, BOCA fl“
6]6:5. -

14. The attic cannot be used as a habitable room until corrections are made

to include a smoke detector, stairwell other than the pull down type and
walls and ceilings which are painted and free of holes.

Remove all dead electrical wire and fittings including fixtures and %)}/&MM
outlets. Montgomery County Code 1972, Sec. 26-6(d). \,//

Corr?c§ the improperly wired air conditioner circuits. MCC 1972, Sec. /(f)‘
26-6(d). '

A1l of the violations listed above must be completed within 90 days of receipt
of this notice. Should the (house/mobile home) become vacant it shall not be
reoccupied unt411all repairs are completed and approved by this office.
Exterior painting must be completed no later than May 31, 1982.



Date: 10/27/98 _

Sender: "Joe Moore" <jpmoore@bright.net>

To: KEPHART

Priority: Normal

Subject: Permission to walk the property at 9816 Capitol View Ave.

a:\PERK1027.WPS 10/27/98 1:23 PM Page - 2
Joseph P. Moore

9816 Capitol View Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030

(301) 585-5115

e-mail: Jjpmoore@bright.net

Tuesday, October 27, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart

Historic Preservation Planner
Montgomery County

Department of Park & Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

(301) 563-3400
FAX: 301-563-3412
E-MATL: kephart@mncppc.state.md.us

Dear Ms. Kephart:

This letter is to authorize certain interested persons to walk the property
at 9816 Capitol View '

Avenue, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-1030 at their own risk. We will
assume no liability for

any injury, damage, or any other cause for harm brought about by their
being on the property.

I understand that the purpose of any visit to the property would be with a
view to a possible
purchase offer.

" As I indicated, we have hopes that Sterling Mehring will produce an
acceptable Realty
Agreement listing the property at $259,000,00.

Mr. R. Sterling Mehring

2505 Forest Glen Road

Silver Spring, MD 20910-1129
(301) 585-2600
sterlingm@erols.com

Will see you at tomorrow night's meeting.
Very truly yours,

Joseph Prud'homme Moore



e-mail: familynews@juno.com
Very truly yours:
Joe Moore
Joan E. Ferneding and Joseph Prudhomme Moore
514 Boyd Ave.

Greenfield, CH 45123-1020
(937) 981-4163 / e-mail: jpmoore@bright.net



Date: 10/27/98

Sender: "Joe Moore" <jpmoore@bright.net>
To: KEPHART

Priority: Normal

Subject: 9816 Capitol View Ave.

Dear Perry:

Here is my recent letter to Sterling Mehering:

From: jpmoore

Subject: 9816 Capitol View Avenue
To: Sterling Mehring

Cc: Jerry C. Moore

Date: Jerry C. Moore

Dear Sterling:

I now have your 10/08/98 draft of the elements of another letter of intent.
Here it is:

$225,000,00 minimum

Cash on the barrel head.

Lot 20 is approximately 9,700 sq. feet
Lot 21 is approximately 9,025 sq. feet
Lot 22 is approximately 8,775 sq. feet
Lot 23 is approximately 8,525 sq. feet
Total 36,025 sgq. feet

There is a total of 52,475 sq. feet

That leaves 16,450 sq. feet for part lots 24, 25, 26, and 27, more than
enough to meet the new minimum lot size fo 6,500 sq. feet.

The 13,000 sg. foot lot on Stoney Brook and Kent went for $120,000.00

The other lot of approxmately 20,000 square feet, asking $150,000.00, I was
told sold for $140,000.00. You said, I think, that Carter Willson bought -
it for $120,000.00.

You have both appraisals. Neither appraisal assigned any value to the
house, therefore, if the house stands, then some value has to be placed on
it. Let's say that the value is only $25,000.00.

One appraisal was for $240,000.00. The other appraisal ran from
$200,000.00 to $250,000.00 depending upon the fifth lot. The appraiser
settled on the mid point of $225,000.00 which is the number the Montgomery
Park and Planning used to develop their proposal.

Okay, $240,000.00 plus $225,000.00 equals $465,000.00 / by 2 = $232,500.00
plus $25,000.00 for the house or $257,500.00.

$240,000.00 plus the low of $200,000.00 equals $440,000.00 / by 2
$220,000.00 plus $25,000.00 for the house or $245,000.00.

The highs of $240,000.00 plus $250,000.00 equal $490,000.00 / 2 2
$245,000.00 plus $25,000.00 for the house or $270,000.00.



Ron LaDue, Residential & Development Specialist, and I believe the
President of the Montgomery County Builders Association or something walked
the property and pronouced $255,000.00.

We had a listing in the works for $275,000.00 and that was without a house
and at $25,000.00 that would have changed the listing to $300,000.00.

I think that $225,000.00 with the house is a steal!

I mentioned to you that the woman from the Historic Preservation District
was here on Friday, October 2, 1998, to inspect the property in preparation
of the next hearing on my application for a Demolition Permit which will be
on Wednesday evening October 28, 1998. She brought along a man by the name
of Jim Shimro who she passed off as a Civil Engineer who would make a
report on the structural condition of the house relative to its being to
the point where a demolition permit is in order. I have a feeling that all
was not going well for Perry Kephart.

Perry Kephart is still trying to prove that this house is a Sears kit house
and as such is a Historic Resource (according to her anyway) and is worth
saving as a typical structure of the period. There is, I understand, as
Sears bungalow house up on Leafy.

So, Sterling, if you are serious about wanting the property, I suggest you
sharpen your pencil and get busy and come up with $225,000.00 cash, free
and clear, no other costs to us. Otherwise, we will list the house and I
will go on back to Ohio and let a Realtor handle it.

Best regards,

: Joe Moore

e-mail: Jjpmoore@bright.net

Mr. Joseph Prudhomme Moore
514 Boyd Avenue
Greenfield, OH 45123-1020

(937) 981-4163

e-mail: Jjpmoore@bright.net

Mr. Michael J. Moore

6608 Huntshire Drive

Elkridge, MD 21075-6286

(410) 796-0830

e-mail: mjmozlo@erols.com

My daughter - Michelle Renee Anne Moore Klein
Michelle R. Klein

8508 Fremont Street .

N&w Carrollton, MD 20784-2736
(301) 577-5969



Joseph P. Moore

9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030
(301) 650-8549

e-mail: jpmoore@bright.net

Monday September 1, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart

Historic Preservation Planner
Montgomery County
Department of Park & Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

(301) 563-3400
FAX: 301-563-3412
E-MAIL: kephart@mncppc.state.md.us

Re: Preliminary Consultation 10:00 p.m. Wednesday, September 9, 1998
Dear Ms. Kephart:
The house, here at 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring, MD, is 70 years old.

Capitol View Avenue is a State of Maryland Road. For more that 34 years, we had asked
the State of Maryland to help us out by putting a curb or something along the road in
front of the house to help keep the torrents of water from overrunning the property and
washing out the foundation causing the house to collapase. No help from the State of
Maryland was forthcoming.

About 36 years ago, my father and my brother built a limestone wall, really a type of curb
along the front of the house to try and keep the water out of the yard and away from the
house and the foundation.

The wall/curb helped, but still, in heavy rains, the water rushes down the hill and floods
the yard and forces its way into the basement, through it, and out under the garage door.

For about 40 years the rain water would overrun the yard and flood the basement. The
foundation, which is built of 12" x 12" by 4" thick terra cotta blocks and coated with

about a 2" skim coat of cement, is no longer sound.

Facing the house, the right front corner of the front porch has settled about 4" below
level.

A/DEMOLITLWPS 9/1/98 1



Facing the house, on the right side, the chimney is pulling away from the house as it is
settling. The back right corner of the house has settled and the entire cormner is sinking
down.

About 25 years ago, one of the tenants knocked out one of the terra cotta block posts in
the center of the basement causing the main support beam to crack and the whole first
floor started to drop into the basement. We were called about the problem and rushed
over to install some floor jacks and we tried to reinforce the main beam with a duchman,
a2 by 12" and it is now supported by floor jacks as well.

The attic floor rafters are 2 x 4's and not the usual 2 x 6", or more, and that renders the
attic floor incapable of carrying much weight. In fact, at least two of the attic floor
rafters are split in the right back corner causing the attic floor to sag. The entire right
back corner of the house is giving way.

Seventy (70) years of railroad trains going in both directions and the resultant vibrations
have contributed to the settling and breaking up of the house.

Also, seventy (70 ) years of road traffic has added to the vibrations that have rattled the
house time after time after time, causing further damage. The problem was especially
bad when Capital View Avenue, a State Route, was a truck route. For those of you who
are familiar with Capital View Avenue, it is ridiculous to think that the State would have
allowed huge trucks to use this road, but they did and the heavy trucks, especially the
concrete trucks and the 18 wheelers really did a number on the soundness of the house.
Today, it is the transit busses which still cause a rumbling throughout the house when
they pass by, especially when lugging up the hill in front of the house.

During the first 30 or so years, lead based paint was used on the exterior as well as the
interior, windows, window sills, baseboards and so forth. By today's standards, lead
based paint is a hazard to occupants of a house. '

The house was a summer cottage built in 1928 by a Washington, D.C. doctor and was not
lived in during the winter. There is no insulation in the walls. The house is a one
bedroom house. The bedroom has six (6) windows and it is impossible to heat it in the
winter. In fact the heating bill for a house this size is very high.

The house has numerous problems and it is now unsound and should be demolished.

Very truly yours,

oseph PfughSrame-Moore

A:/DEMOLITLWPS 9/1/98 2



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT (\”)} ’

Address: 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring Meeting Date: 10/28/98

Resource: Capitol View Park Historic District Review: HAWP
Case Number: 31/7-98H _ Tax Credit: None

Public Notice: 10/14/98 Report Date: 10/21/98
Applicant:  Joseph P. Moore Staff: | Perry Kephart
PROPOSAL: Demolition RECOMMEND: Denial
BACKGROUND

The yellow wood frame, two-bay 1% story, front-gabled Bungalow with lapped siding at
9816 Capitol View Avenue is a contributing resource and a familiar landmark in the Capitol View
Park Historic District. The house is clearly seen on the left at the top of the big curve as one
enters the historic district from the south along Capitol View Avenue.

The house is set at the front of a 52,475 foot lot (lots 20 - partial lot 27 on the attached
map, circle 8) that has no other improvements at this time. The only access to the property from
Capitol View is a short driveway immediately adjacent to the house. The driveway leads to a
lower level basement garage. The land drops off from the front to the back of the property (east
to west) and from northern wider section to the narrower southern area. The Metropolitan (now
CSX) railroad line runs behind the length of the property. There are several mature shade trees
on the lot including hickory, oak and locust.

The Sears-type house was built in 1928. The house is currently owned by a trust whose
executors live at a distance from the Washington area. The applicant told staff that they now wish
to sell the property. The property has been occupied for several decades by various tenants
including members of the Moore family.

Two appraisals have been made of the property. In neither report was the property
identified as being in a historic district nor was there any discussion of compliance with Chapter
24A of the Montgomery County Code regarding the preservation of a historic resource.
Valuation was based on the removal of the existing dwelling and the development of the site with
five new single-family dwellings with no recognition of the requirement that any development
would be subject to review by the Historic Preservation Commission.

The historic district in which the resource is located is significant as an example of a
railroad community that began with the construction of the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O
Railroad in the 1870's. The two major building styles that reflect the early years of the community

O



are large Queen Anne houses from the late 19* and early 20® century and more modest Sears-
type kit houses from the early 20® century.

The present proposal was the subject of a Preliminary Consultation with the HPC on
September 9, 1998. The recommendation at that time was that the applicant consider options
other than demolition.

PROPOSAL

The applicant, who is one of two executors for the trust that owns the property, proposes
to demolish the house.

STAFF DISCUSSION

As noted in the Capitol View & Vicinity Approved and Adopted Sector Plan, July 1982,
“Most Capitol View Park structures possess little distinction as architectural entities. When

grouped, however, these resources meet the criteria for district designation as a visual example of
suburban development styles.” The bungalow at 9816 Capitol View is an integral and highly
visible part of the historic district streetscape.

The Capitol View Park Historic District Local Advisory Panel will be submitting written
testimony from the LAP and from other interested parties voicing their opposition to the
proposed demolition. They will be also be presenting their views at the October 28 HPC meeting.

‘The applicant, in his September 1, 1998 letter to the commission, lists a number of
structural concerns that, in his opinion, justify demolition. These include drainage problems, a
foundation that is settling unevenly on the right rear corner and lack of insulation. These problem
areas were pointed out to staff on a site visit. It is not apparent that the deterioration is sufficiently

_advanced to be beyond the scope of normal rehabilitation or to warrant demolition. Mitigating
steps such as, for example, the installation of storm windows, insulation, structural
reinforcements, or grading could all be investigated further. Lead paint abatement is a normal
part of historic property maintenance and literature on the subject is available to the applicant.

James Shimro, a licensed structural engineer from Shimro Engineering, inspected the
property at the request of staff. He concurred with Mr. Moore that the roof rafters were 2x4's
and that the center beam in the basement needs further reinforcing, but he indicated that both
problems could be reasonably remedied and did not justify demolition. He did not concur with
any of the other concerns listed in Mr. Moore’s letter of September 1, 1998. He determined that
the house is structurally sound and should not be demolished.

At this time, no plans for development of the property have been submitted to the HPC.
Although the appraiser made the recommendation to demolish the residence, demolition of the
house in anticipation of development that may or may not take place certainly should not be
considered. However, staff also met with Malcolm Shaneman from the Development Review
Section of M-NCPPC to determine if the existing house would create problems for a potential

(@)
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developer. He confirmed that the existence of the historic structure would not impede
development of the property.

It is important to note that the size of the house is not a reason to demolish. There is
substantial room behind the house for it to be enlarged to the rear. A Historic Area Work Permit
application for alterations in design and material must be brought to the HPC to be approved, but
changes to the rear of the structure are generally given lenient review.

To summarize, demolition of the historic resource will not enhance the value of the
property nor will it expedite development. There are no structural or space limitation problems or
sufficient deterioration such that demolition should be considered. Staff recommends that
rehabilitation of the historic resource rather than demolition be pursued as means of enhancing the
value of the property. Staff further recommends that the applicant or prospective buyers also
investigate solutions to the drainage situation as part of a comprehensive rehabilitation plan. The
HPC could ask that any proposal for development of the property that is submitted to the HPC
also address the drainage situation and include a rehabilitation and/or modification plan for the
house. '

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission deny the HAWP application to demolish the historic
residence at 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring. Staff’s recommendation is consistent with
Chapter 24A-8(a):

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

" chapter.

and Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #1, #2, #9, and #10:

A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change
to its distinctive materials, features, spaces and spatial relationships.

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

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

New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a manner
that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment

would be unimpaired.



APPLICATION FOR
RIC AREA WORK PERMIT |

Contact Person: _L_iOS_E-PH P /N}OQ KE’
. Daytime Phone No.: ('%, W
Tax Account No.: ??é Q 8 0 .

Name ofPro;?\rty ngr?er: &ZOME (_"’ 7 J ) Q M[ﬁd&giﬁzé@/) 5?6/"5’/‘/5‘/
Address: /g/é CH P/' 1V L%M /q % S/L%Lj)z /Ajg ,-m g ﬂ}// "//30

Street Number City Gtaet) Zip Code
Contractorr: Phone No.:

Contractor Registration No.: '

Agent far Owner: Daytime Phone No.:

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE ]

House Number: 98/f % Street: [)4[9 Yy l/(fld /9 VE -~
Town/City: Q 1L VL g& (& ‘ Nearest Cross Street; Fbﬁés‘/‘ G A{A/ ,@d )@5
Lot 3‘7{2/:‘.;}9’ p73 3, 2 , .

LY TR, X
Block: :j(/ Subdivision:

Liber: Folio: Parcel:

PART ONE. TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: . CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
_ Construct — Extend __ Alter/Rengvate —AC C Slab. — Room Additen Porch _ Deck [ Shed
— Mave ~ lnstall X\Nreckﬂaze : _ Solar . Fireplace _ Waedburming Stove XSingle Family
- Reusion - ~ Repair " Revccable — Fence;\Wall (complete Section 4) _ Qther:

18. Construction cost estimate. S

1C. Ifthis is a revisian of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/AQDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01>(WSSC 02 — Septic 03 _ Other:

2B. Type of water supply: Ol}(WSSC 02 — well 03 — Cther:

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet inches

38. indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed an one of the ‘ollowing lacations:

" Onpartyline/property line —_ Entirety on fand of owner Z On public right of way/easement

! hereby cerufy that | have the authonity to make :he faregaing appiication, ihat the apgplication is carrect, and that the construction wifl comply with pians
approved ay all agencies !isted and | hereby ackncwledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.
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P THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE .
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REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION. -t

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT ; // 9

a. Description of existing structure(s) and enviranmental setting, including their historical features and s:gmﬁcance i
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b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resource(s) the environmental setting, and, where applicabfe, Storic district:
N -
T AR ALY 45T Lucrapes — X7
() . . - | i
- /7‘/1;;//,' \,'L{’W ( //u’ U // == /é 5%7 2/2/
20 ) . ! / ~ /’

| ;c:rc?ﬁ TN TH . / WZD
SITE PLAN f)(j ¢ /6 Aﬁdé&éf&‘/@§j§v§/ﬁowzf /7_5( 70%

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

U
a. the scale, north arrow, and date; /\/ ﬁf)/l« / ’% L[f /{/ //Ujum
b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and C,:z(/ 7;/ / /57_) . ﬂfu P J‘(%

rfu: ment, alYd Iand}éaémg /

. '(/ N ,

PLANS AND ELEVATIONS / -

You_must submit 2 copies of plans and elevatiens in a format no Ierger than 11" x 17", Plans on 8 1/2* x 11" paper are greferred Q

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

c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, tra;’h dZ\psters,,mecham
. / ./ v
A

b. Elevations {facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context.

All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevatian drawing of each
facade affected by the proposed work is required.

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

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

PHOTOGRAPHS

a. C(learly labeled photographic prints of each facade of exlstmg resource, including details of the affected portions. All labels should be placed on the
front of photographs.

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



TO: Perry Kephart 9/1/98 AT 18:37:37

Joseph P. Moore

9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030
(301) 650-8549

e-mail: jpmoore@bright.net

Monday September 1, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart

Historic Preservation Planner
Montgomery County
Department of Park & Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

(301) 563-3400
FAX: 301-363-3412
E-MAIL: kephart@mncppc.state.md.us

Re: Preliminary Consultation 10:00 p.m. Wednesday, September 9, 1998
Dear Ms. Kephart;
The house, here at 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring, MD, is 70 years old.

Capitol View Avenue is a State of Maryland Road. For more that 34 years, we had asked
the State of Marvland to help us out by putting a curb or something along the road in front
of the house to help keep the torrents of water from overrunning the property and washing
out the foundation causing the house to collapase. No help from the State of Maryland
was forthcoming. .

About 36 vears ago. my father and my brother built a limestone wall, really a tvpe of curb
along the front of the house to try and keep the water out of the vard and away from the
house and the foundation.

The wall/curb helped, but still, in heavy rains, the water rushes down the hill and floods
the vard and forces its way into the basement, through it. and out under the garage door.

For about 40 years the rain water would overrun the yard and flood the basement. The
foundation, which is built of 12" x 12" by 4" thick terra cotta blocks and coated with about
a 2" skim coat of cement, is no longer sound.

Facing the house. the right front corner of the front porch has settled about 4" betow level.
Facing the house. on the right side. the chimney is pulling away from the house as it is

settling. The back right corner of the house has settled and the entire comer is sinking
down,

ALDEMOLITLWPS 9/1.98 t



FROM: MOORE ‘ TO: Perry Kephart 9/1/98 AT48:38:40

&

About 25 years ago, one of the tenants knocked out one of the terra cotta block posts in the
center of the basement causing the main support beam to crack and the whole first floor
started to drop into the basement. We were called about the problem and rushed over to -
install some floor jacks and we tried to reinforce the main beam with a duchman, a 2 by
12" and it is now supported by floor jacks as well.

The attic floor rafiers are 2 x 4's and not the usual 2 x 6", or more, and that renders the
attic floor incapable of carrying much weight. In fact, at least two of the attic floor rafters
are split in the right back corner causing the attic floor to sag. The entire right back comer
of the house is giving way.

Seventy (70) years of railroad trains going in both directions and the resultant vibrations
have contributed to the settling and breaking up of the house.

Also, seventy (70 ) years of road traffic has added to the vibrations that have rattled the
house time after time after time, causing further damage. The problem was especially bad
when Capital View Avenue, a State Route, was a truck route. For those of you who are
familiar with Capital View Avenue, it is ridiculous to think that the State would have
allowed huge trucks to use this road, but they did and the heavy trucks, especially the
concrete trucks and the 18 wheelers really did a number on the soundness of the house.
Today, it is the transit busses which still cause a rumbling throughout the house when they
pass by, especially when lugging up the hill in front of the house.

During the first 30 or so years, lead based paint was used on the exterior as well as the
interior, windows, window sills, baseboards and so forth. By today's standards, lead based
paint is a hazard to occupants of a house.

The house was a summer cottage built in 1928 by a Washington, D.C. doctor and was not
lived in during the winter. There is no insulation in the walls. The house is a one
bedroom house. The bedroom has six (6) windows and it is impossible to heat it in the
winter. In fact the heating bill for a house this size is very high.

The house has numerous problems and it is now unsound and should be demolished.

Very truly yours,

Joseph Prudhomme Moore

ADEMOLITLWPS 9/1,98
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TO: Perry Kephart 8/24/98 AT10:19:09

Joseph P. Moore

9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030
(301) 385-5115

e-mail: jpmoore@bright.net

Thursday, August 20, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart
Historic Preservation Planner
Montgomery County

- Department of Park & Planning

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

(301) 563-3400
FAX: 301-563-3412
E-MAIL: kephart@mncppe.statc.md.us

Dear Ms. Kephart:

I did not include the Wilbur J. Cohen house across the street at 98192 Capitol }iew
Avenue. Silver Spring, WD 20910-1030 vesterday as I do not know who lives there. [

believe that the Cohen's still own the property. [ do not know where the Cohen’s live.
perhaps in Chicago.

People are living in the house. but [ assume that thev rent. [ do not know their names.
Anyvway, perhaps vou can just address your letter to Resident or something.

Across the road and down the hill a bit is the old Barbee house, 2849 Capirol L iew dve.,
David C Clough.

Alsoe across the street and down the hill a bit, in the old, what I call. the "Herbert's" house,
Duncan E. Tebow, at 9811 Capitol !iew.

So. those are the closest houses across the street. Up the hill, next to the Cohen property is

9829 Capitol L tew, which [ always knew as the "Schoolev” house. Margaret H_and
Paul Irvin live there.

Immediately next door to 9816 is the "Keating” house. The Keating's lived there as I grew
up. then Marge Keating married one of the Herbert boys from across the street and Marge
lived there for many vears. then the Greenwalds and now Charles E._Fallow, 9822
Capiol Liew {ve,




FROM: MOORE

TQ: Perry Kephast &/24/98 AT10:20:08

Next to the "Keating” house at 9826 Capitol View is what [ always knew as the "Jones
sister's” house. Mrs. Keating next door had four or five sisters who lived next door to her,
and their name was Jones. Roger S. Friedman lives at 9826 Capitol L iew now.

The only thing that I remember about 9830 Capitol View Avenue was that around 1948 or
so, I visited with Polly Beverage who was baby sitting a child or children. Idon't
remember secing the children. Polly lived up on Barker. She was from Maine. Her father
was a speech writer for Roosevelt. Anyway, we had a few kisses and things.  But, |
believe that today George S. Carr lives at 9830 Capitol View Avenue now.

Next to that is a now vacant lot. That was the "Kellev” house. It burned down many
vears ago. Mrs. Kelley was a World War I widow. Her husband had bad lungs from
mustard gas used in World War [. He was a house painter by trade. They had three boys
and maybe five girls. Mr. Kelly died early on and Mrs. Kelley raised her family there.

“Next to the Kellev house, down my the railroad tracks was the "Morgan” house. Nels

Morgan was about 8 or 9 years vounger than me. but my younger brother knew him. That
is 9834 Capitol View Avenue. Linda W. Case. and John E. Ravbumn. [ am sure that John
E. Raybumn will have plenty to say about things. He asked to buy the property and to
remodel the house and rent 1t out. [ believe that he owns 9830 too. .Anyway, he doesn't
want to pay the highest and best value for the property. He 1s looking at around
$100.000.00 or something. But. with the building lots being so valuable. that is out of the
question.

As far as anvone down the hill and around the comer. I do not know or have never known
any of those people. Back in the woods. down what is now Beechbank Road. was where
the Brown's lived. Mr. Brown was Mr. Barbee's wife's brother. Mrs. Brown baby sat us
three kids for a while in late 1941 and into 1942 or so. None of the house on Beechbank
‘were there as [ grew up.

Well. Ms. Kephart. [ don't know how else to help you with the notification of the meeting
on September 9. 1998, {

[ would still like to receive a letter from vou restating what you told me on the telephone
Weadnesday afternoon. August 12. 1998. My older sister is more than just a little upset by
vour pronouncement.

Best regards.

Joseph Prudhemime Moore
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slghborhood's historic deslgnation.

_ike it or not,

<sS Gh?’LE‘"’TTE—

wsidents accept
uilding lcsmu

by Vanessa Ph llips
Stalt Writer

One hundied years ago, the Capitol
sw Patk neighborbood in Sidver Spring,
s 4 busthing sailroad village neae Forest
=n, where uamns stopped on their way
m Washingian,

/yr"‘kc arca developed, vainus forns

\

f{ln

Montgomery
Microcosm Part '“

of architecture began ta comprise Capitol
View, making the neighborhood o hodpe-
podge of history through its homes.

A walk through Capitol View Park -
day proves it is not a coukic-cutter ncigh-
bodioad, a typical subuiban subdivision.

‘There are prandiose Victan  homes,

i LATAN .
VY ri, L)

Tin SlowV/GAZETTE
esldents of Capltol Vlew, which features many old and unusual homes, must abide by bullding restrictione becausge of the

dapztol View is historic

charming bungatows and cven mail-order
homes from the Scars catatogs of yester-
year.

Capitol View's distinctinn fed it to be-
coning the connty’s fisst historie district
in 1982, Residents in Capitol View,
known lor their political activisin, say
their fight o garner the (qu.,n.umn for
the area was ao act 1o preserve the special
nature of the neighborhood.

“Developers waied o come in and

See Capltol View, page A-11
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‘The restticuons plced  on
naighbochood  work  tnge  fron
limiting a deck on the back of a
Victorian house 1o preserving old
tees.

“Phe HPC is not always going
to let you do what you want to
do," smd Linda Case, a residemt
wha lives in the oldest arca home
and had renovations done, Never-
theless, Case and her husband
worked closely with the neighbor-
hood panel to make sure their
plans fut hiswric criteria.
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"\//\t’l 1UL VIEW

“When must people step back,
they see s for the beast,” said
Faha, 2 member of the neighbor-
hood advisary panel. “Usually, if
you tell people (ahead of time),
10y not a problem. [t's when pea-
ple get cangh after final plans are
miade, 1t gets stcky.”

P'roblems can come in the form
of nehbors unwilling to listen 1
HPC, or builders who i o con-
struct as much ay possible on the
siallest pareed of space.

“Sometunes  with  developers,
yun tave e of a canuol, be-
Ldlse yon can issne a stop-work
oider. With pavate property, you
have enfucement powers, bue it
gens handed” siod Gwen Mareuns,
histone  preservation cooedinator
or the Maryland-Nutional Capiral
Pk aod Planning Comission.

Punnslunent for violiutors of his-
are regidanons can come i the
oo sl wanungs, stop-work or-
lers and Bines. Bue Mageus said
he county wants to try and mend
he relanonstiup with the violator
efore punishiment.

"Sometimes, iU's just 4 misun-
lerstanding. Historic designation
s something that 15 hard for a lot
of developers and owners to un-
leestand. We try not to come in as
he heavy-handed government,”:
hic said. Often, negotations lead
1 oa compromise between  the
ounty and developers.

Wihile ncighbors said they re-
pect HPC's wough sk, some
ander about its effectivencss.

“Phe boatds ate icss .
challenge now” than they weie 1
years ago, said Roger Fricdman,
president of the local civie associa-
tion.

“Tlhie 1HC works hard, but its
{regulations) are impossible w en-
farce,”  said  resident  Steve
Kramer.

While residents and staff work-
ing, agree enforcement can be
tough, they sull sce the histarne
designation as ilnportant,

“"We don't want 10 keep things
exactly the same,” said Diane
Suith, past president of the cvie
assocition. "We want to use the
homnes as a reminder to what we
came from.”

“Some peaple dhink the HIYC
i3 not strict enough,” said | labn.
“Bur HIPC akes into considera-
tion the many things” o keep a
house hivable.

“We'te not going o stop the
development, but at least we're
going to make it more compati-
ble,” she saind.

"[here as 4 contingent not as
happy t have the government
stepping in to regulate,” said lre-
lund.

But lreland said the histone
designation  prevents  large-scale
development, such as previous
plans for wownhouses on Pratt
Place, which were ceduced.

Some residents can see literal-
ly in their backyard what bappens
w development omside the his-
roric district. Just outside the his-
toric district is a trace of land adja-
cent to Leafy ouse, a home for

) . " X

SGEHIGa g, bl . e dudeu
been cleared ta make way for 10
single-family  homes.  Although
residents said they know develop-
crs are within legal bounds, they
stlt are upset to see the work.

"Because 1s outside the his-
toric district, the developers have
a poad deal more leverage,” sard
County  Councilman — Denck
Bertage (1)-5, Sitver Spring), who
has lived in Capitol View Park for
a year, "But | soll am concerned
to see the amaunt of tee loss.”

Bedage said under a bl chat
has been passed by the County
Couacil since that ‘particular de-
velopment began s plans, con-
struction projects are prevented
From cutting down so many trees,

“One constant in our nerghbor-
hood is the wees. Some people
don't think abour them until
they're gone,” said Tabn:

The HPC and Capuitol View
neighbors are beginning to think
about future trends which alfect
the Instogic designation, including
the prevalence of wfill develop-
ment, where homes areadded to
cemaining parcels of tand.

Somerimes inhil creates difh-
cult sitwations for TPC, such as
on Meadowneck Court, where
new homes are being added 1o an
arca  surtounded by dwellings
constructed in 1982,

Sometimes, the local panel re-
views the clacacters of juse fone or
five nearby homes, or one block,
to determine what can and cannot
be added, said Habn,

“Becanse of the HPC, nfill
development within the histonie
district has been much more sen-
siive,” sad  Berdage.  “Historie
preseevation s 3 balance. You
want to preserve the chanacter
and give reasonable discretion to
the homeowaers.”

Capuoi . v ukely will face an
ongoing hattle between its historic
designation and new construdtion.,

“What's unique about Capitol
View s how much construction
has been going on there since it
became a historic district,” said
Marcus.

Neighbors said that for beuer
ot for worse, they will continue to
fight and maintain the unique
area in which they have chosen to
lhive.

*I think most people in the
neighborhood aren't aware with
the newer homes that they’re un-
der the rules, regulations and ben-
efits of an historic district. | sce
the plusses and minuses,” said
Cuse.

“When you live in Capitol
View, you get a sense of history
every day,” said Bedage.

I the upcoming final install-
ment of "Montgomery in Miceo-
cosm,” neighbors will evaluate the
issues facing Capitol View Park.
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9811 Capitol View Ave.
Sdver Spring, MD 20910

Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission
c¢/o MNCPPC

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

QOctober 28, 1998
Dear Historic Preservation Commission Members:

We are writing in relation to Case Number 31/7-98H, the application by Mr. Joseph P.
Moore for permission to demolish his family home at 9816 Capitol View Avenue.

The Moore family have been good neighbors of ours for the twenty years that we have
lived across the street from them on Capito] View Avenue. This makes it embarrassing
and, ultimately, out of the question for us to appear at a public hearing 10 oppose the
current request. Consequently we are providing this letter to you as evidence of our
opposition.

We support the Historic District concept and join with the LAP and many of our :
neighbors in being saddened that Mr. Moore cannot find some way of selling his property
that is not in keeping with the letter and spirit of the status of our community.

We urge you to be consistent with your charge and deny this application.

= W

Duncan E. Tebow, 9811 Capitol View Ave,
%- Tebow, 9811 Capitol chw Ave.

David Clough, 9809 Capitol View Ave.ij ‘

C }fncW

Mary McCleaf, 9809 Capitol View Ave.

00 d - 8hip 0¢ T NV SIYY V34T 8S:TT (03m) 86 82-190
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9811 Capitol View Ave.
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission
¢/a MNCPPC

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

October 28, 1998
Dear Historic Preservation Commission Members:

We are writing in relation to Case Number 31/7-98H, the application by Mr. Joseph P.
Moore for permission to demolish his family home at 9816 Capito] View Avenue.

The Moore family have been good neighbors of ours for the twenty years that we have
lived across the street from them on Capitol View Avenue. This makes it embarrassing
and, ultimately, out of the question for us to appear at a public hearing to oppose the
current request. Consequently we are providing this letter to you as evidence of our
opposttion.

We support the Historic District concept and join with the LAP and many of our
neighbors in being saddened that Mr. Moore cannot find some way of selling his property
that is not in keeping with the letter and spirit of the status of our community.

We urge you to be consistent with your charge and deny this application.

Duncan E. Tebow, 9811 Capitol View Ave.
%\ Tebow, 9811 Capitol V:cw Ave.

David Clough, 9809 Capitol View Ave. 8.

C. ’)’ncc.»/\,/

Mary McCleaf, 9809 Capitol View Ave.
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9811 Capitol View Ave.
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission
¢/a MNCPPC

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910

October 28, 1998
Dear Historic Preservation Commission Members:

We are writing in relation to Case Number 31/7-98H, the application by Mr. Joseph P.
Moore for permission to demolish his family home at 9816 Capito! View Avenue.

The Moore family have been good neighbors of ours for the twenty years that we have
lived across the street from them on Capitol View Avenue. This makes it embarrassing
and, ultimately, out of the question for us to appear at a public hearing 1o oppose the
current request. Consequently we are providing this letter to you as evidence of our
opposition.

We support the Historic District concept and join with the LAP and many of our
neighbors in being saddened that Mr. Moore cannot find some way of selling his property
that is not in keeping with the letter and spirit of the status of our community.

We urge you to be consistent with your charge and deny this application.

Duncan E. Tebow, 9811 Capiml View Ave.
%h Tebow, 9811 Capitol Vxew Ave.

David Clough, 9809 Capitol View Ave. .

7’&/«/1}(.‘ MCW

Mary McCleaf, 9809 Capito] View Ave.
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MEMORANDUM

Oct. 25,1998

FROM: The Local Advisory Panel (L.A.P.) of Capitol View Park,
Montgomery County, Maryland

Carol Ireland

Jennie Ritchie

Betty Scott

Duncan Tebow

Emily C. Volz, AIA, Chair

TO: Ms. Perry Kephart
Office of Historic Preservation
Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Board
Montgomery County, MD

Dear Ms. Kephart,
In response to HAWP application # 996280 the L.A.P. has the following comments.

With all due respect to Mr. Moore and his long family association with Capitol View Park,
we feel bound to comment that the Historic District deserves his respect in return. It is not usual in
any neighborhood to raze a house in order to sell a property. To allow an owner to do so in an
historic district would make a mockery of the ideals that initially led to the designation of this area
as such a district, indeed the first such district in Montgomery County.

In the view of the L.A.P., it would appear that Mr. Moore must surely have other means
by which to divest himself of this property without resorting to demolishing the house in which he
grew up. With the scarcity of such sizeable and attractive properties in close proximity to town we
are hard pressed to imagine that, with properly targeted advertising, Mr. Moore would have any
difficulty selling his property at a price attractive to hunsclf especially with the low interest rates
that are widely available today.

We urge greater than usual consideration be given this application as the irrevocable action

Mr. Moore is contemplating would severely damage the character of the historic district at its
remarkably unspoiled eastern gateway where oretruly experiences a sense of stepping back in time.

Respectfully submitted,

gﬂ’l/[m C Ob"g/

Emily C. Volz AIA, Architect
Chair
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October 28, 1998

Perry Kephart

Historic Preservation Section

Monigemery County Department of Parks and Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue -

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760 :

Re: 9816 Capital View Avenue
Kensington, MD

Dear Ms. Kephart:

This letter is intended to serve as documentation of my findings from my site visit of October 2, 1998, 10
assess the structural condition of the house. My review of the building was limited to the visible
structural system only.

EXISTING STRUCTURAL SYSTEMS

The housc was reportedly built in 1923 or 1928. The roof is framed wilh 2x4 rafters spaced at roughly
23" centers, spanning side to side. 2x4 collar ties are present at every other rafter, located roughly at tie
one-third point from the ridge. In general, 2x4 stud knee walls extend the full length of the house along
both sides of the attic space at approximately the mid-span of the rafters. The one exception is the knee
wall along the south side which does not exiend east past the north-south bearing wall below.

Thie root of the front porch is likely framed with 2x4 ralters at 24” centers with 2x4 ceiling joists. The
floor is framed in wood, supported on a masonry perimeter foundation wall, N access exists 1o the
crawl space below. Also, no basement vents are visible.

The tloor of the attic is framed differently in the {ront portion of the house than in the rear portion. In
the front, the attic floor joists span front-to-back with 2xG's at 16” centers. spanning 14°-6” to a bearing
wall which extends north-south immediately east of the stair to the attic. The rear portion is framed side-
to-side with 2x4’s at 16" centers. The center wall below running cast-west serves as a bearing wall,

The first floor is framed with 2x8 joists spanning north-south. The ceater of the house is supported with
a wood beam comprised of 3-2x8’s spanning roughly 9°-0”. The original supports for the cenier beam
appear to have been 8”x127 structural clay (ile (SCT) piers. One pier has been removed and (two
adjustable steel columas have been installed to ceplace it.

The basement walls appear to have been built using SCT and brick masonry. The foundations are
unknown, but are likely to have been cancrete spread footings.

EXISTING CONDITION OF THE STRUCTURAL SYSTEM

The general condition of the basic structural system of the building is fair to good.

A limited amount of damage has occurred in the southwest corner of the first floor framing due to water
saturation. The floor sheathing and the ends of a few joists have begun to rot.

A portion of the first floor framing, roughly central to the entire house, indicates a previous opening,
roughly four feet by two feet. This opening has been closed, but was improperly framed.

The roof sags considerably on the south side, as dous a small area directly behind the chimney on the
north side. Numerous areas of the beaded board roof sheathing outside the exterior walls of the house
have been replaced with plywood.

OOZWEST AVENUEF  BETHESDAMARYIAND 20815 (300718813 FAX 0 7182203 EMAL SHEMRO@AOL COM
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The siding on the north elevation, west of the chimney, appears to be pulling away from the chimney.
The cause is likely to be typical settlement of the building. The settlement is commensurate with the age
of the house and does not appear excessive. Parging on the exterior of the basement wall in this arca, as
well as the mortar joints of the masonry on the interior, do not exhibit major large cracks, suggesting that
the movement has proceeded very slowly and is not currently a problem. [t is likely that the majority of
the movement occurred sometime in the past. The south wall appears relatively level. Within the house,
the fireplace hearth has pulled away from the chimney. This is a localized problem in the floor framing.

The front steps have settled somewhat. This scttlement is likely due to sctticment of fill soils originally
placed during construction ol the house.

The front porch has settled stgnificantly in the northeast corner. The floor boards in that corner move

when stepped on, suggesting that the floor joists below have rotted significantly. The top of the windows
in the front of the porch slepe significantly down to the nertheast corner.

CAPACITY OF THE STRUCTURAL SYSTEM

This house is believed to be a Sears, Roebuck and Company (SRC) house. Reprints of the catalog for
these houses indicate the framing of this house 10 be consistent with what SRC catalogs refer to as

“Standard Built Construction.” It is not likely, however, that the house was originally designed to have

the upper level occupied. That level is now used not only as storage, but as living space. If the upper
level was not occupied, then the house structure would be consistent with houses of its time.

However, the major components of the structural system, however, have been analyzed relative 1o
current building cades. The roof rafters alone are not adequate to span from the ridge to the cave. They
are adequale, it we consider support from the aliic floor joists by way of the knce walls. However, the
attic floor joists do not have sufficient capacity (o support the roof rafters. To reinforce the attic floor,
new 2x12 joists could be added to each floor joist. This reinforcement would provide for bedroom use of
the attic space as well as adequate support to the roof. The knce wall along the south side would have lo
be exlended to the front wall of the house.  Within the knee walls in the front portion of the aglic, 2-

2x12’s could be included to span over the front living room area. In licu ol groviding second levet living
space, the roof could be reinforced by adding new 2x6 rafters to each existing rafter.

The first floor joists are adequately sized to provide residential use capacity. The center beams spanning
east-west will require additional posts, such as adjuslable steel posts, or 6x6 timbers.

GENERAL ENGINEERING OPINION OF STRUCTURAL VIABILITY

The house has not been maintained properly for a number of years, resulting in the need for numerous
minor repairs as cutlined above. However, the fundamental structural system of the house is sound.
Minimal foundation wall settlement suggests proper foundation conditions. Additionally, the primary
structural clements (ralters, joists, etc.) do not indicate an over-stressed condition, cxcept for the roof if
analyzed using curreat codes. The roof was built consistent with codes of the time of construction.

To the best of my information, knowledge, and belief, this house is generally structurally sound and
repairable. [ see no structural reason for its demolition,

Please understand that the recommendations presented here are limited to assessment of the general
condition of the building structure and the effort required to make it compliant with current codes. The
work described here is not intended to provide a complete detail list of repairs needed and should not be
considered (o any extent to be a complete description of work required.

Sincerely,

e § e

James D. Shemro, PE

File: 99 XXX. XX P20DA.CAW IS |\ Repars\9B16 Cap ViewAve doc
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Qctober 28, 1598

Perry Kephart )

Historic Preservation Section

Montgomery County Department of Parks and Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Re: 9816 Capital View Avenue
Kensington, MD

Dear Ms. Kephart:

This letter is intended to serve as documentation of my findings from my site visit of October 2, 1998, 10
assess the structural condition of the house, My review of the building was limited to the visible
structural system only.

EXISTING STRUCTURAL SYSTEMS

The house was reportedly built in 1923 or 1928. The roof is framed with 2x4 rafters spaced at roughly
23" centers, spanning side to side. 2x4 collar tics are present at every other raller, located roughly at the
one-third point from the ridge. In general, 2x4 stud knee walls extend the full length of the house along
both sides of the attic space at approximately the mid-span of the rafters. The one exception is the knee
wall along the south side which dpoes not extend east past the north-south bearing wall below.

The rool of the front porch is likely framed witlt 2x4 raliers at 247 cenlers with 2x4 ceiling joists. The
floor is framed in wood, supported on a masonry perimeter foundation wall, No access exists to the
crawl space below. Also, no basement vents are visible.

The floor of the attic is framed differently in the front portion of the house than in the rear portion. In
the front, the attic floor joists span fromt-to-back with 2xG's at 16" centers, spanning {4°-6” 10 a bearing
wall which extends north-south immediately east of the stair to the attic. The rear portion is framed side-
to-side with 2x4's at 16” centers. The center wall below running cast-west serves as a bearing wall,

The first floor is framed with 2x8 joists spanning north-south. The center of the house is supported with
a wood beam comprised of 3-2x8’s spanning roughly 9°-0”. The original supports for the center beam
appear to have been 87"x12” structural clay (ile (SCT) piers. One picr has been removed and two
adjustable steel columns have been installed to replace it

The basement walls appear to have been built using SCT and brick masonry. The foundations are
unknown, but are likely to have been concrete spread footings. .
EXISTING CONDITION OF THE STRUCTURAL SYSTEM

The general condition of the basic structural system of the building is fair to good.

A limited amount of damage has occurred in the southwest corner of the first floor framing due to water
saturation. The floor sheathing and the ends of a few joists have begun to rot.

A partion of the first floor framing, roughly central to the entire house, indicates a previous opening,
roughly four feet by two feet. This opening has been closed, but was improperly framed.

The rogf sags considerably on the south side, as dous a small area directly behind the chimney on the
north side. Numerous areas of the beaded board roof sheathing outside the exterior walls of the house
have been replaced with plywood.

EMAH SHEMRO@AOLCOM




'Qet-28-98 07:25P Shemro Engineering Assoc. 301 718 2243

The siding on the north elevation, west of the chimney, appears to be pulling away from the chimney.
The cause is likely to be typicat settlement of the building. The settlement is commensurate with the age
of the house and does not appear excessive. Parging on the exterior of the basement wall in this arca, as
well as the mortar joinis of the masonry on the interior, do not exhibit major large cracks, suggesting that
the movement has proceeded very stowly and is not curreatly a problem. It is likely that the majority of
the movement occurred sometime in the past. The south wall appears relatively level. Within the house,
the fireplace hearth has pulled away from the chimney. This is a localized problem in the floor framing.

The front steps have settled somewhat. This settlement is likely due to scttiement of fill soils originally
placed during construction of the house.

The front porch has settled significantly in the northeast corner. The floor boards in that corner move
when stepped on, suggesting that the floor joists below have rotied significantly. The top of the windows
in the front of the porch slope significantly down to the northeast corner.

CAPACITY OF THE STRUCTURAL SYSTEM

This house is believed to be a Sears, Roebuck and Company (SRC) house. Reprints of the catalog for
these houses indicate the framing of this house to be consistent with what SRC catalogs refer to as_

“Standard Built Construction.” It is not likely, however, that the house was originally designed to have

the upper level occupied. That level is naw used not only as storage. but as living space. If the upper
level was not occupied, then the house structure would be consistent with houses of s time.

However, the major components of the structural system, however, have been analyzed relative to
current building codes. The roof rafters alone are not adequate to span from the ridge to the eave. They
are adequate, if we consider support from the attic Hoor jotsts by way of the knce walls. However, the
attic floor joists do not have sutficient capacity to support the roof rafiers. To reinforce the altic Qoor,
new 2x12 joists could be added to each floor joist. This reinforcement would provide for bedroom use of
the attic space as well as adequate support (o the roef. The knce wall along the south side would have 1o
be extended to the front wall of the house. Within the knee walls in the front portion of the atiic, 2-
2x12’s could be included to span over the front living room arca. In licu of groviding second level living
space, the roof could be reinforced by adding new 2x6 rafters to each existing raf'ter.

The first floor joists are adequately sized to provide residential use capaeity. The center beams spanning
easl-west will require additional posts, such as adjustable steel posts, or 6x6 timbers. '

GENERAL ENGINEERING OPINION OF STRUCTURAL VIABILITY

The house has not been maintained properly for a number of years, resulting in the need for numerous
minor repairs as outlined above. However, the fundamenta) structural system of the house is sound.
Minimal foundation wall settlement suggests proper foundation conditions. Additionally, the primary
structural etements (ralters, joists, etc.) do not indicate an over-stressed condition, exeept {or the roof if
analyzed using curreat codes. The roof was built consistent with codes of the time of consiruction.

To the best of my information, knowledge, and belief, this house is generally structurally sound and
repairable. [ see no structural reason for its demolition,

Please understand that the recommendations presented here are limited to assessment of the general
condition of the building structure and the effort required to make it compliant with current codes. The
wark described here is not intended to provide a coplete detail list of repairs needed and should not be
considered to any extent to be a complete description of work required.

Sincerely.

o S

James D. Shemro, PE

Filc: 99 XXX.XX P200A.C \WPSi\Report\ 9816 Cap View Ave.dox
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BUILT »-OUR
CUSTOMERS u?
SUBSTANTIAL
SAVINGS

AL matecal was very
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nd, o any that could be vb-
noed bere. We hignly recom.

At budds une will be as
AIrased a3 we are in cost, con~
‘mience and comiarl,
ALUERT J. KEGEL,
5119 Jewett St z

The voluntary words of our
customers prove the wisdom in
buying "Honor Bilt" Modern
Homes. Here are just a few
photographs and copies of parts
of letters thal were taken at ran-
dom (rom our huge testimonial
files. Over thirty-four thousand
customers have purchased
“Honor Bilt” Modern Homes.

Waabinguoa, D, ¢

THE OSBORNE
We are well satisiied with our “QOs
borne” house. The matenal is a3 good
as can be got anywhere and way abave the
average. "L wade 3 g saving hy che
use of “Haonar Bilt” Ready Cout maserial,
Qur dealings with your cumpany have
been unusudlly satstaciory and recums
Wend you to anyoae abuut te budd,

CLARENCE L. PARKER,
‘ 19 Olmstead Ave.,
Dearbora. Mich.

THE AMERICUS
ihe best planned howse | ever aw,
t.arpentiers twid oie KX Was the besl
}tney xver used. Everythiag Ats
.7 1 saved just $1.500.00,

JOHN HALL,
R.F. D L bux 45,
Yrooklyn Sa,,

Cleveland, Obioy

THE LANGSTON

In 1921 [ baught., erected and am
now living :n the Amercus. [ have
since bt the Alpha and now working
on a Langston and un Adelioe. Your
service, quality and conrtesy makes me

7 booster fur “Honar Bilt” hownes.

HENRY M. JUNG,

4223 Lowry Ave.,
Norwouod, Ohio.
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WL BEVLY Cut from Sears,
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"THE ELSMORE
500.00 saved by getting It Readye ‘
e
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FRED W, KROMP.
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$600 SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO,

I bave had complete satisfac-
tion [rom the start. Ali material
was of extra good grade, pteaty

Every day imieresting testimonials come of itand it wenl logether pef-

A ving in
from "*Honor Bilt'" Modern Home custom- foaly. ol e a big saving
ers. They tell of the money saved, satis- J.0. "“Q'"'E“éf,:b
faction with our quality materials, archi- Xeoia,
rectural plans, specifications, service and .
casy payment plan. There are no worries. ~. /

Our guaraniee protects you in every way.

Dear Sirs:

1 want (8 exe
Drcss my appreci-
ation for the very
courteous and of-
ficient  attention
that I have re- .
ceived from you
while building my
“Martha \Vash-

about $1,500.00,
of which | credit

about  $1.000.00
to labor saved by
1he “Honar Bil
teady cut meana.
A.HBREWOOD,
Wasbiogton, D.Co

Puritan
1 wiah tn express
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the prampt  and
ethcicnt service ren-
dered.  The whoule
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been most sansfac
tory.  There wai
suthcient matenal
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quality the budd-
er's expectations,
E, E. THOMPSON,
4114 Ingomar St.,
Chievy Chase, D, C.
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sclves and we saved about $3,500.00.
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M. A. LANGE,
5925 Nina Avc., Norwood Park, Il
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Thickness of Hardwood Flooring

When we specify oak or maple flooring, we furnish it
3 inch thick, to be laid over the subfloor. Be sure to con-
‘er this point when comparing our prices with others.

We furnish shellac and extra durable floor varnish for

¢ maple floors, and paste filler and extra durable floor
-nish for our oak floors.

Cut Through a Portion of the Roof

What Do You Find? Here are full size extra clear
d Cedar Shingles of the best quality obtainable. Their
-viceable and lasting qualities are too well known to need
‘ther comment. The illustration in the upper left hand
-ner of the opposite page shows the extra thickness of our
! Extra Clear Red Cedar Shingles we furnish when wood
.ngles are specified with “Honor Bilt” Homes, compared
-h the standard *A* grade 6-2 shingles generally fur-
:hed for most houses.

Cut and search throughout any ‘“Honor Bilt” Modern
»me; you will find every detail in every section represents
» choicest material.

§ Standard Built Construction

(See picture above)

1—Rafters, 2x4 inches, 2234 INCHES APART.
2—SINGLE PLATES over doors and windows.
3—SINGLE STUDDINGS at sides of doors and windows.
4+—TWO STUDS at corners.

5—OQutside casing 3 INCH THICK.

6—NO wood sheathing.

T—All glass, SINGLE STRENGTH.

8—NO SUB-FLOOR.

9—Tarred felt under floors and siding.
10—Joists. 2x8, are placed 223§ INCHES APART.
1t—Studdings, 2x4 inches, 1434 INCHES APART.
12—Star A" 6-2 Red Cedar Shingles for roof.
13—All outside paint, two coats.

Standard Built Homes are illustrated and
described on pages 113 to 120, inclusive.

' Ho.nor BLu: Comparing Price

Compare Con-
struction When

Here Are the Reasons:

“Honor Bilt”” Modern Homes are illustrated and described on pages 1 to 112, inclusive

““Honor Bilt’’ Is the Better Home for You

An “HONOR BILT"” home means a home of guaranteed quality.
It means the best in quality of workmanship and in quality of
material—also architectural and free plan service (see pages 17

to 19).
this page.

Judge for yourself by examining the two illustrations on
See the difference between Standard Built construction

and “"HONOR BILT" construction.
Naturally, a Standard Built house will cost less than an

“HONOR BILT" house of the same size.

But the thirteen reasons

clearly explain why the “HONOR BILT" is well worth the low

price we charge.

“Honor Bilt"” Construction lllustrated Above

1—Rafters, 2x6 or 2x4 inches (larger
where needed), 1434 INCHES
APART.

2—DOUBLE PLATES over doors
and windows.

3—DOUBLE STUDDINGS at sides
of doors and windows.

+—THREE STUDS at corners.

5—Outside casing, 11§ INCHES
THICK.

6—High grade WOOD SHEATH-
ING, 134 inch thick.

7—All glass over 24x26 inches is
HIGH QUALITY DOUBLE
STRENGTH.

8-9—DOUBLE FLOORS WITH
HEAVY BUILDING PAPER
between the subfloor and fin-
ished floor.

10—2x8-inch joists, or 2x10 where
needed, 1435 IN. APART.

11—Studdings, 2x4 inches, 1434
INCHES APART.

12—Best Grade of clear Cedar
Shingles, Oriental Asphalt
Shingles or Oriental Slate Sur-
faced Roll Roofing, guaranteed
for seventeen years, as specified.

13—All outside paint, three coats 9i
guaranteed paint, shingle stain
(when shingles are used as
siding), two brush coats,

e



Standard *A*
Shingles
are usually
furnished
in ordinary

Actual thicke
ness of butts

furnish.

Actual thick«
ness of butts

Cut a Window and Frame in Two

What Do You Find? The outside casings are 114 inches
-hick and the sills of our window and sash frames made of red
-ypress, the very best wood for the purpose. The frames are
of high grade, practically clear lumber. Frames are cut to
it exact size of the window for which they are intended. The
sills are leakproof, an exclusive feature of ‘*“Honor Bilt” homes.

Red cypress is a much more costly lumber than is generally
1sed for this purpose, but *“Honor Bilt’’ specifications always
zalls for the best. Hence red cypress for our frames.

The glass for al] windows over 24x26 inches is of double
strength; nearly twice as thick as the ordinary glass.

Cut Up a Portion of an ‘“Honor Bilt” Floor

What Do You Find? The illustration shows you the
subflooring and finished flooring used in our ‘“Honor Bilt”
Modern Homes. Each is one inch thick. You can easily see
-his makes solid, strong, durable and warm floors. - Notice
the extra heavy building paper between the subflooring and
‘he finished flooring. No chance for drafts to circulate
through here.

When considering the purchase of any house, investigate
the question closely and be sure to insist on double floors.
They will reduce heat bills and protect your
aealth. Have you ever noticed how the
looring yields in some of the houses
you have visited? This is be-
zause there is no subfloor-
ing. You are never in
Joubt when you buy ~~
an "Honor Bilt” - -
house, )

‘ - PUNESTED - (-
IAND AR

Page 12

Look Into the Remotest Corner of an
“Honor Bilt” House

Look between the walls, underneath the floors

or beneath the shingles. Look anywhere, for

that matter. You will always find that an
“Honor Bilt” house is genuine through and
through. Furthermore, you will always find
that the quality specified in an “Honor Bilt”
house is always best suited to the purpose for
which it is intended. For example, inspect the
kind and grade of window and sash frames.
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| FIVE ROOMS, BATH AND PORCH |
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wail aak b tou extrenie am] vetis entirely
duiceent tront a cottage.  The oxterine

+ fistisiad an siongles, exeep the Gabies and
wrch wagctt call bie osimieos TS sear, well
sorangsd asd soliddhy venstroet

avtaded the most pogalar built

nas sas.ny both enam awl the need f g
rastng halky jeeces of fermiture, such as
rskiases and Mikchen cabimntss Moresver,

verin atadv ot the Argyle ithawe plan reveals
A omae o wtnal aceommedoon sl aare
anvear e than the aseal sIx o acven-romn
vaestory House,

rsoare sery emthuanstr. Thee dettece

arTiew arcteciaral ey go el mates
Facten AR Reliey el an ther
e O T, T v e s, 4t e

N LE L aen Bt @ fne o) tar aay
it "Homae BUT STecent, 4@ ate abbe i

en e nateriais o suu can bald The Aswylet r 4
ceral eas s

The Living Room. Frrun the fenant parrh, <
na kb ity b 20, vou cater the lving
Wl i 15 B Y e tes

IAEL-an DOCK maatel a0 the froe t
cad A sach ade U oanrel s bidtan e wvaee,
alaaert w b lewdedt o frreces, N G BeRL B

et Lon ul ld EeRE s
e cacs Lamieare  Thuve s amide wall
mave fur Gantare amt pane Last il ventianon
Lot Tws aides.

FRY

The Dining Room. You pase thromeh 2 wite ¢
e denin the laviag (ooan 1ot tie Doy e

ddert P nchew iy 11 feel & xm.m-- Heoe the walls are
40:‘ 44 Faur wingaws 10 1 bay invore s
eetiad inosphece that e geet when the family
tnes.

The Kitchen. A swingtad o Ieits Fin the -
g tomean s e eleat citctien, (Ui 12 fert 2oy
Aot 0 racs aade o spaee f:r il
wee uiee and k
Chwlt n e

o stuve, ‘able m.l
[T RARGALE
okt and it -l\ll

etk furmtare
L The ¢rade entrancs heeps
Staitd dra-d ta yard and

The Bedrooma  \ itali sinens (rom the dimag rnom

and cnnnets ah dhe tao hat 1ail

ras A teimy eoat ol

(rang B Teoonn had 4 < sthes closnt wotn

vafeostand aive 3 sde windaw

twe, hae b chbiee <inare with tat qhelf
wae n the Hattseans o9 eanven,

rared netesan bedroans,

Tke Argyle

No. PI7018A “Already Cut’ and Fitted

$2,1502

Basamenr. Fxcaiatet hasrment with eoncrete noor.
Ronomn fur furaace, oy and stoeae

Height «f Cafling
{rans door ta crbing. Ha

fjets

Maam dear, S feet I ioches
went, 7 fenl tugh framn doer

What Our Price Includes

At ihe price quoted we will furnish ali the ma-
terial to build this fiva=room house, Consisiing oft
Lat
Roof Shingt
Siding, Hea Grade The k r Shinkles;

Feaming Lumber, N1 1 'hmhly Dusglas Fle ot Pa-
vific Coast Hante
Flooring, Clear Maple for roen and Bathewm:

Clear Ciak for e R tRer M
Parch Ceillng, Livar D ar Paufic O

Nembodk;

Finishing Lumbsr;
High Crede Millwark ::ee pages 110 amb V15
tar Dooes, Two Vorticad Panel Drosign of Douglas

Teim, Heanatiful Grain Douglas Fir or Vellow Pine;
aeede;

[

Brick Mentel;

Windawa, California Clrar White Pineg

10-Lb. Bullding Paper; Sash Weights;

Eavas Teough and Down Spout;

Chicago Deslgn Hardware 1sce page 132);

Paint iur Theee Coais Clutade Trie;

Stain {.f Shingles on Walls fur Two Brush Cnat.

Shellac and Varnlth 1o¢ hitenor Teim and Nancs:

Shallac, Paata Fillar end Fioor Varnish tor tik
aml Magle Floors.

Comolete Plans anid Specificaiions.

Wil #n conceste butadabmn and excavaled under
antire tuase,

\We wnacantre coough material to huwld this haues,
Price dacs nee nclsde cement, hrick ne plaster.

Jee (Ir-cnplnm ni “Hbwmac Bilt” Houses an pages
12 an

Our Easy Payment Plan See Page

Can Be Buiit on 33-Foot Lot

Tthoa horse ras e han'tw th e ranmes rv
1

OPTIONS

Sheet Plazier amf I Foanh o
of faide, RS0 (gen, ver pag
V pasit Smnde
o hie

10,

cadraniood 17 rare, initead
SN P FRTIpr

on amd Sy roum,

kAt amd lem ol
£t i,

e fowrsqad 1 sales

Sresem Blases il Wind.
extes.

LAkl exiia,
Litransied ccire, S8

For prices of Plumbing, Heating, Wiring,
Flecteie Fixtures o shodes, see puges 130
anrl 134,

144

Mage 104

[

SEARS. BOEBUCK AND CO.

SEARS, BOERLCK

| FIVE ROOMS AND BATH

The Sunlight

No. P3221 "Already Cut” and Fitted

1,620

N THIS madera five-room bungulow 1he
I architeets have carefully planned every

detmt, that every inch of space is used to
the best advantage. A careflul study of the
floar plan witl reveal that the acrangement is
ideal tn every particelar, resulting in the
greatest ammaal of comiort, the lowest cost
of fuel and mintmuwm cosi of upkeep. The
raceint planning of the "Sunlight'’ relieves
the usuual houschold drudgery.  The high
quality materinls are the same as in all
“HONOR BILT" homes. The low price is
due: First, 1o the careful thought i its plan-
ning, and seconel, 10 the fact that the mate-
rinds are figured at factory prices.

Fron: and rear gables ornamented with
wornl shumgles, whirh ran be stained in a
pleasing wone.  Poreh, 24 by 8 feet, pro-
tects the frent windows i dJoor from snow,
rain and sun. 1t makes an ideal place w
enjoy the pleasant weather, Here is room for
parch swing and furniture. A nice place fur
the kiddies o plav. An enclosed rear entry
is 2 feature,

The Living Room. Thcer ateps lraid to the front
poscii, wawch ens intn the livink room theough an
tighit-ligut 2aael dr. The arrangement of the door
plan permits enber a GinbineGun living room and
dlning ream. .r sepatite raums.  The living roum,
sage 12 feet 4 ity wide Ly 12 frei 2 inches long, has
spuce o Lrana, daveaport and other furmsiare.
Winstows ni twn 2eposures provide pleniy af fiunt and
ventilatiun,

The Dining Room. A wite cased apening lrads
fram the fiving coam to diniog rocn.  Heee s butfer”
may be placed a0 the insitle wail. Here the famiv may
dise in a0 chrerful stnusphere, Dooble wincows
suply an abuadaace of light and freah aic.

t dimn mom tnto the kitchen, Hers the architect hua

f'ann;ertd ihe Jaily tasks nf the housewife. The range
space and sink arc so arranged us to take ali of the
backaches” oul of the work., Near by id a con.
#enient cupboard for china, glassware and utensils.
Plenty of wir and lght is provided by two windows.
The rear door leuds to an enciosed eniey, with staitway
1> basement. and outside entrance. Spuce is provided
1 teirigerator.

Tha Bedrooms. Passing from the dining roum,
70u enier a hall thal connecls with the two bed cooms
and bathroom.  Directly uﬂ the hall i! a linen closet.
The fron: bedroom is uf good alze. A clothey closet
s orovided wiih a sheif .md wardtabe pole.  There s

, rear bedroom, size 10 ieel 2 inches by 10 ferl, with
thes cloart.  Each  bedrnum has two windows.
ing ample light and vcentilation.  The arrangement
{ bathroom provides for tub in a recess, toiler and
‘avatory.

The Basement. Space for laundry. storage rooms
and fucl bins.

Height of Cailings. Buscment, 7 feei high from
Reae o ceiliog. Mair dour, 9 feet from the dour to
ing.

What Our Price Includes

e price quoted we will furnish ail the ma-
n.l...l i e Bvacraom bungaiow. con

.r
fing._Best {yrade Clrar Red Cettar Shin
Siding, Clear Uygpress. or Clear Red Lul:u' Bz\\.l
umber, . ) Quaiity Duuglas Fir or Pa-
st Heothucox:

fear [)mm!..s Fir ar Pumc Coast Hemlock;
corln., Clear £idge Grai
rade Duuul:- Fir oe Pacific

EE

Cuast Hrmlu\k
Flaishin, mbees
Ceade Millwark ‘see pages 110 and 111)
lnurhr Doore, Two Cinss Panel Design «f Domlal

ir;
Trim Braguful Grain Doulas Fir or Veltow Pine;
Medicing
Windows of Catifornie White Pin
40-Lb. Building Papar: Sssh W,
Eavee Trough; Down Spout

St sn Hardware
tior Thee Coats !

Stein ivr Shunkles
S aad Wik

e page 1i2n
vade Teim anag Suling
faabliy fir Twn Brush Cua
o totertor Trm and Doors!

Zamplete Plaas and Suecificatians.
Hinlt an concreee Buindation and exeavated unde
2atice huuve,

e guarantee sonuch
® does ot tcluste <
cesenption uf ~Huner dit

ateral ta buitd this .
nt. hrick or pluster.  See
“H.asesen pages bEamg i3,

gt

e | QL Qe
Can be built
T on alot 30
" foot wide

250
1Y

nan

POACH N
L w0 Mook l

8] [m.

-m FLOOR PLAN

| ST |

OPTIONS

._inre.v faiice dad Plo i Fancsh, lo mhe the slace of

. $138.00 exiea. Ner page
Oromisl Arphalt Shingie:, for rouf. uulrod of wood
saincics, BJOH extr

L0 1) ar's, Teem awd I et vu breing and dimang room.
Maie Flooes o kaonrn sud hathroom, 312,00 exisa.

e s and Wondiser, 5100 exira.

ereen oortund Windvet, galsancd wiee, $11.00

rxir g,

rices i Pluming, Heating, Winag. Elcctric

F and Shadcs %< pages 130 and (34,

For Qur Easy Payment Plan See Page 44

AND CO.

Prid

Page 107



| FIVE ROOMS—NEAT PORCH

W N
il e

3

\,

he Glyde

No. P9030A “Afrsady Cut” and Fitted

1,666

ME CLYDE hus Leen built in many
setions of the country by cusiomers who
tesh ui chere satsfaction, Their teters

se wur Honoe Wil system, the quality of

oef amd millwork, Same tell of the noney

d and our reliable service. Others write

.aving sold their home at a profit and

cring_another Scars, Roebuck and Cu.

nor Bile'" home.

“uod Shingte panels and tapered coluinas,

kets and other little wuches make The

te an uausually well balunced and attrac.
house which will look as welion 3 narcow

3 00 3 wide one.

20 Living Room. Eateriog the living e 1t s

t

nit huw fatde and light
e ouw and has toee wadow

ucth sirde.
roum 1s 19 fect 2 iachice by b1 feet £ iaghrs. Tias
<15 g0e] shaf 3nd arrancement that o materr w bag
s of furmitufe vau huve, they can Always ba cone
v and aarsctnely placed,

The Dining Room. The wide cased opening into
the «dining room adds to the light and the feeling of
spacitiancis. Here ynu huve Lhie two windows pouring
hignt right aver the table. Dppowte ia a big wall space
that will accommodate a buffet

The Kitchen. From the dining room you enter the
kichen, whith i# an uitusuatly compac, convenent
workroon,  Standisg at the sink ¥00 are close to the
wiaduw and the table.  Kitclien cahinet is newr range
wpace.  The «rade catrance is 3 madern improvement
that you will like better the lunger you iive 1n the linuve,
It fias space far e box. Fine for carrying thinga between
barcinent and yard and inukes the kitchen casier to hicat.

The Bedroama. A hall te open (rom the dinloy rnom
that cunavcts with the two bedroams and bath. There
is a cluthes elosct off each bedroom. The bathioom
bas a nedicing case and is lighted by a winidow.
ment. Excavited basement unmder the entire

Rooin for storage. furnace and laundry.

Halght of Celilnge. Hasement, ! feet from ficor o

juisce. Matn floor, 9 (cet (rom floor g ceillag.

What Our Price Includes

At the priee ?uol.d we will turnleh alt the mete-
rlal ta bulld this Bve-roam bungalow conslsting of:
Lumber; Laths
Roofing, Bent Grade Cleat Rexi Cedar Suingle
Slding, Clear Cypress or Clear Red Cedar, Bevel:
Fumln1 Lumber, No. 1 Quality Douglas Fir or Pacific

Cuast Hemlock:

Flooring, Clesr Grute Duuglas Fir ur Pacthe Coast

Hemlovk;

Porah Pleoring, Clear Edge Grain Fir:
Porch Celling, Cicur Grade Duuglas Fir or Pacific

Coast Hemtod!
Finishing Lumhber;

Winde! of California Clear White Ploe;

High Grade Millwark (sce pages 110 and LU
Interior Doars, Flve-Cruse Panr! Design Douglas Fir;
Trim, Heawifut Grain Daukius Fir or Yellow Pine;
Mantsf, Mediclne Case) Kitahen Cakinet)
Bullding Paper; Sash Welghts;

Raves Troughsi Down Spauty

Steatfard gn Hardwars (ece page i32);

Paint for Three Caats Quratde Trim and Stding;

Shelles and Varnlah iur loterlor Trim and Doosa;
Scain fus Twa Beush Coain for Wood Shingles ia Gables:

— Complete Plans aad Speciicauoos.

Rkt on 3 conceets fouadation and excavated under
eatire Lousa,

We guarsatee enough matcslal to huild this hayse.
Price dood sut include cement, brick or piastas.

of "Hunar 8ilt" Houses on pages

asa saowing Gabunce we furaten with No. P908uA

For Our Easy Payment Plan See Page 144

Sra d
12 and 14,

L

-

%mA x@%

P!

FLOOR PLAN

OPTIONS

Shact Plasier and Plastar Finish, imstead of wood
foth, $1J2.00 exira. Sex page 109,

Uriewsal Aspholt Skingles, gnarantccd 17 years,
instrad of wood thingles, $33.00 szira,

Oak Doors. Trim amd Floors ix living room and
diming rogm. Maple Floors im Rikchew and
bathroom, $124 .00 exica,

Storm Doors und Winduws, $33.00 ¢siea,

Screew Doore amd [Windows, galvamised isire,

135,00 rxtra,

For pricee of Plumbing, Heating,
Wiring, Electric Fixtures and Shades
see pages 130 and 131,

e &4

P

SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO.

[ FOUR ROOMS AND BATH

HE OLIVIA bungalow surely deserves,
its great porulanly because it is one of
the best planned four-room-with-bath
bungalows. Here the architect has created
& beautifui and harmonious design and, io
addition, has planned the greatest amount of
available Aoor apace without wasing one inch.

Observe the beautifui front porch with large
gable roof with exposed raruorl and lancy
verge boards. Note 1he artistic arrangement
of concrete columne and how the ceoter one
provides a convenient place for a jardiniere
or flower box, Then, note the shingled
ables and paneled columns. Follow the
ines of this home from front to rear and
there will be no doubt in your mind that this
is a most autractive home. Gray painted
trim with @ white color body will make this
the “niftiest” house in your hlock.

The frant porch, 16 feet by 7 feet, is de-
lightful. [t may be screened n summer and
glazed in winter. A aswing or a loungin
chair, with table, Jamp and rug, and the porc|
is converted into a sun room,

Tha Living Room. Stee, 10 fect 8 Inches by 18 feet
1 Incties.  Long wall apmces permit cne placing aof
fuenituce aad pisno i
a pleasing manner,
There {» plenty of light
and reatilation from
two windowa and glased
frant door,

Tha Kitchen and
Dining Room. From
the living room a door
opens into the Incge
kitchen. 1t {s 8 feet 7
inches by 12 feet 8
inches. Locstlon nf sink
and stove are planned
o sare many etens
when Dteparing Lhe
daily meuls. On the ap-
posite side there Is a
huilt-ln cabinet. (See
Hlustratlon @ ihe
lefr.} Near the stove
is @ cusrd opening to
the pantey. ft le pros
vided witk shelves for

For

Cabinets Furnished
o

The Olivia

No. 27028 “Already Cut” and Fitted

%1,283%

utensils and othet kitchen needs. A table can be placed
tinder (he two window . Directly off the titchen is &
Iarge closet with twa shelves. A door ). own three
Ateps to the rear entry, where there ce {or an ice

K. Steps Lo basement are here,

The Bedrooms. From the living room a hall con.
necta with the two bedrooms and bath. Front bedroom
1830 feet 2 inches by 10 feet 8 tnches, and rear bedroom
s 10 feet 2 incheq by 9 feet T inches. Each bedroom
bae u cloches closet. There are two windowd in each
bedroam, permittlog croes ventilatlon and Ught,

The bathroam plumbing ls seranged on one wall,
saving material and labor. The bathroom hat & med-
ieine cabinet and @ window.

B ® b

with conerete
foar. Room for (urnace, laundry and storage.

Helight of Cailings, Main floor. 8 feet 2 Inches
irT our to ceitlog. Basement. 7 feet (rom floor to
ofsts.

What Our Price Includes
At t" prize qustad we will fyrnish all ths material
to Wytld this fewr-resca bunsalew. vonsecng ofs
RooSng, Best Grade Clear Red Cedar Shingies:
fudlapr Clear Goads Evpress or Ticar Red ' Cedor. Bewst:
Feaming Lumber. Na. '} Qualiiy of Onugles Fir of Pacifc
Coase Hemiock: .
Flsering, Clesr Grads Deuslas'ir or Pacific Const Hem-
jock;
Pacak Colltng, Cloar Grada Douglas Fle or Pacific Cosnt
Hemiock;

Vumberi Laths

M .
imterlor Doarn, Flre-Cross Pancd Desige of Doustas Ple:
rim. Beautlful Doustes Grain Fie or Yeliow Ploe;
of torala Clear White Plow;

o
Tre Dewn Speutas
O-TL ‘guilding ’c oy Yah Welghior
cford Dasign Hardware (sce paze :
Peint for Thres Cogte Outsids Trim and Skilog:
Iheiae end Veenioh Tos intertor oars and Trim.
Campleta Plans and Specificationa.
Wo guaranlee enough maierial to huild thia hause.
Price does not include cement, hrick nr Dlaster.  See
description of “'Honor Bill™ Houses on ages 12 and

This house can be built with rooms reversed
See page 1.

PorchH
16LOXTQ!

PO . —

FLOOR PLAN

OPTIONS
Shert Plonter and Plaster Finmssh, o iake the place
of wood laik, $124.00 exira. Ser pags 109.

Oriental Asphall Shineles. gnaramiced 17 yeors.
insteod of wood shingles, 314.00 extra.

Siorm Doars and Windowe, $41.00 exiva.

Screrm Doows amd Windows, galsseised wire.
$28.00 cxiva.

For prices of Plumbing, Heating,
Wiring, Electric Fixtures and Shades
see pages 130 and ¢31.

Our Easy Payment Plan See Page 144

SEARS, ROEBUCK AND (0,

re02

Paye 45



| FIVEROOM BUNGALOW HOME |

< is a masterpiece in a five-room
NOR  BILT" bungalow. The
‘ed porch, size 12 feet by 6 feet,
massmive stucco columns, the
ie, the solt toned shingle sides and
gable siding, produce a perfect,
s effecc.  The Wellington has been
any of che chaoicest locations and is
vherever it is built. It has found
- a1 & profit of about §2,000.00 io

4

use of 12-foot studding, the main
¥ are 2 feet L1 inches above the
-undation, giving an unusual height
-ngle walls,  An artistic 1ouch is
the flower box beneath the froat
nd the massive brick chimney on
2levation.

ng Raom. Croasing the parct, you enter
oum (heough an eighr-tignl glazed door.
2 ie 12 feet 4 Inches by 15 feet 7 Inches.
Ay of sunshlae 4od ait fram three windows.
aed brick mantel is located on the outilde
efthe¢ o@e of ihe fircplace are hinged
dows.  The ceiling Is ornamenied by
{. Hers is space for & plano. avenpoct
ialture.
ng Raom. Tha arcangement of the living
|ag room permlts R unobstructed view
~1de cased opening, allowing ihe twir rooms
1ania ade very large room, i so desized
ioors wally are ocniunented with matded
1 high class bulldings. A large double
wles an abundance of lghc and air. The
e 1y fees & Inchea by 1§ feet 3 inches.
‘nty ol spece lo eeat the happy lamily
auing room 1dbte.  Space o pravided for
«naude wall
ran. A swloglag door leads ta the kitchen.
-il aftanged housewafe's wackroom. Pre.
1l becomes 4 pleasure because of saving
slacing the sink, stove and wark table
The bullvin cupboacd, where
and provisions can be stared,
featuea, Cross venthation and tight are
v windaw on the Mde, and another in the
30¢ apens Inta a rear entry, which leads
- basement ¢ (p he outslde. Direcily
Kchan door, space lo provided los

TheWellington

No. P1223 “Already Cut” and Fitted

The Bedrooms and Bath. A emall hall, directly
off me dining reom, connecu with 1wo large bedroom
an ideal al @
lh: lull 1 a co-l closet. Each bedroom has a claset

wiih b, 1f and wardrobe pole. Each bed room has
twa v'h o' siving lighe and croas ventitation.

The Basement. _Bascment with cemenl floor under
the callre house, There ls ample space for a work
bench, lauadry, storage and fuel.

n-l.m of Callings. Bascment, 7 fect fram floor

luhu. Main Hour, & fert 6 Inchea from fcor to

Whut Our Price Includes

?‘ uoted wa will furnish alf the ma-
uvl-lxn bulldl e lve-room bungalow, co ¢l

Lumb.n
Rocfing, Bl:-t Grade Clear Red Cedar Shingles:
Siding, Clear Cynren or Clear Red Cedas, Bevet,
Above Belt Course
Sldlnf, Beat Grade Thick Cedae Shinates;
ng Lumber, Nu. t Quulity Dauglas Fir or
Faiific Coast Hemloc
Floostng, Clcar \hnh: lnl I\hchen and Baihroom,
Clear (ax far Othee Room
Posch Fioor, Clear Edje .r-'n Fir:
a4 Celllng, ('Ieu Grage Dmmlu Fir or Pacific
Coast Hem
Finishi
High C. dn Mlll-olk {see pages 110 and 1111
Lntsrior Doaes, Twa Vertical Panel Dewign of Douylas

ie;
Trim, Beautifl Geaio Douglas Fir or Yetiow Pine:
Kitchen Cupbou »1 Medicine Ce.
Brick M.
Wlnd:vu -7' C‘alllom(l Clear White Pine:

L

40- Pa Su h Wul(htl]
Eaves Troveh snd

Chicago Design Hudv. me bage 131;
Palns, Three

and Bevel Siding
Two Brush Co-u lor :hlngln un Walls:

6 and Vernlsh {o¢ Interior Trtm and Doors;
Slu( c, Pasta Fl Floor Varnteh fu; Oak

and Maple Floo
d Specifications.

Complate Plans
We gunrantee cnough material tu build this housr.
Price duea not include cement. brick or plaster. See
description af “HanorBiit™ Hauaes on pages 32 aad 33,

$1,988%

o

bt!) Room
IO L' e

3
4 40:0"

L vmq Qoom

44,7153

OPTIDNS
Sheel Plaster gnd Plaster Fincih ia ioke the place

of wood lath, BI47.00 extea.  Ste page t
rieninl Asphall SAiogles, ¢war uml 17 ars,
t@strad of m‘f.m.u. Tar roof, $44. yean
ok Doore and Teem ing room and dinsm,
reom, apls Floovs e kiichan ond butheoam. S8, 06
axtra,

Storm Doors and Windows, $52.00 extra.
u:‘wn:mlzam and Windows, golveniaed wire,

For | prices of Plumbing, Hearing, Wiring,
Electric Fixtures and Shades see pages 130
and 131,

For Our Easy Payment Plan See Page [44

Pouz

SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO.

| FIVE OR EIGHT ROOMS AND BATH

HE SHERIDAN is a popular type
of bungalow, planned to give the ut-

most livable space for its size, 28

38 fect. The upkeep coat is very small. Al the nz:t ?Ae Sheridan

tenals arc high grade. Porch exteads acrass

entire frong 8i the bungaiow and is 26 feet wide by

&3 a most desiradle room,

FIRST FLOOR
T
aeats & comiortalle hom

acing ol plano. tusmitul
?‘m:::. wude b tnches deep.  Room is
Ushted and croes ventilated by (.
and the «wo cusemeatr windows

The Dinins Reom. Li
planacd and may
rooms. being conaccted by a cased opemay.

und pictures. Slse,

eaulatos |+ sseured. There ia ample apece
and serve the family; 4180 space for & buffet.

Can be bulit on a lot 33 fest wide
. 160

— = b

Living Roem. A slaw of the living room sus-
Plancy of apace permits
15 fect

nd dioing 100me wern
be used a8 one FOOm OF 34 separate
Dining
toom (s weil Ughted by dRuble window and *hocough

r.uh

il
Lc-u( Ng

Fintshi:

The kitchen (s enLered from di
Sink u ummuﬂ.uely mnd. the mv w\
8 e cq sa arranged under dauble r,....
Mndo Wlndo'u iﬂo!d lum lmr“ sulation. A door connects Med
with pmatry that is cquipped wich eheives and lighted by window.
Th(u ia apace lo¢ ceiniaccator. iced roa door In entry. A doar
o0 opens 1a ey wheis meve Tead 1@ ouidoure And ta b

‘l'h Bedreams.  Through un 2pen passags you enur 2 con-
vemsently located hall leading (o bedzooms and staicway o

- il 2ad bed rooma menunn wae
seat ey !ndlae;ol.er-lc‘dn oal closet ia located
Inll Mlh » linen closet in e

Dl space (01 futalt 41¢ sad & lothe 8

The to c locuted betwes
iba two bedrooms. A medicios case with platc glass mirfor i
turnienad,

uconn FLOOR
enclol ead s second floor. The plaa cails
Py eyl A n e claeats lar Juit (e omal Gost
of flnlshing them. Ses Bptlon under door plan.

Basement. Room fo¢ furnace, !aundry and siorege.

i Main Aoae. & fett 7 iucbes, foor to
cattoa® os ooe "B tect l.lnchu fuor te ceitiag, Basement,
Ttect! concrete door ta ceiling ole .

|t

FIRST FLOOR PLAN

Parrial viaw sle=ing Lving foom aod dicicg room of she Sheridan. Thare
ars ‘mnv ;Ibll ways te {uruish this bm-h:.h

For Qur Easy Payment Plan See Page 144

Siia
"ll'\ll Lum.-" No.
No. P3224 “Already Cut” and Fitted s'o:‘.di

8feec doep. !t inay he screened or glazed and used s o o

o T
Ml“ b (ace
?‘.‘":f.‘."s." e s Verta fanel Denn of Dovetas

Wrndoos &'l
40-Lb.

tos ¢ weed
s‘;:l‘l.”"‘;‘;i&)“‘r"l’rul. Win attic, ltt 1. n‘lm. Sen
ol

Ook Doorr, Trim amd
Manle Fioors in kutchen wnd bu
Fot Prices of Plumhing, Hclunm Wicing, Electric

Fluuul and Shadee sce pages § 10 aad 130,

What Our Prica Includes

rice queted we will furntsh all of the ma-

l.rl:l e Buie ihis Ava-reem Bungstew, xendeting

Lath
Slate Surfaced Shingles:
0"""" ::‘nr"« fiear Red Colar. Bevel
1 Quallcy Douglas Fir or Yracitic
mm“cmu Douglas Fie ar Pacific Coast

) Clear Edge G- Fie
.l"ln' l:: l:::ﬂ- T).:ullu Pir nr Pacific

s 130 and 181

uuuulul Graia Dooglas Bir or Velluw Finc:

omia Clear White Pine;
b Building Pu‘nu !uh w-uhm
T

oy {ses pase 313
lAl lﬂ ﬂmrmd 5;d| Dw“
V. ish for Inzener Tam al
;‘: ’: coacrete fouadation i ander

lane tné sprafcacinas.
A toneericua exoiained on pepes 13 asa
oPTIONS
1ur Binich. o ik ke place

und Windows, $36.00 rxtra. Witk atns.

snd Vindows, galwimiacd, 337 00 ezire.
astic, §47 00 «rira.

b oo
AT AR TR e

] BED R 30M
Wy

Sty T

pret TN
o aanst

0

se02com 1

Flolshed Second Floor Plan, $241.00 Rars

SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO.

roo2

Page 33



FROM THE GOLDEN WEST

FIVHE OAKLDALE (s « bungalow home of / ;
USBORN is the most pleasing type Can be built en o 0t 42 fest wide r anusial char Teis . omasterpivee of WI"mt Our Price Includes
At the price quoted we will Turnish all the

stuceo amd shingle sided hungalow i . J This house can be built o of \menea's hest ,mhm.gh . " e A
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION -

M-NCPPC

8787 Georgia Avenue 5 ~
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760 w"’&, B'
. 4 L _—_ w
September 1, 1998 C no M4 att

Mr. Joseph P. Moore
9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Mr. Moore,

Your verbal request for a Preliminary Consultation on possible demolition of the historic
residence at 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring was placed on the September 9, 1998
agenda of the Historic Preservation Commission. To date, the HPC staff has received a list of
adjacent neighbors, but has not received a formal proposal for demolition giving details of the
plan and reasons that a demolition is being requested. You had indicated last week that you
would be faxing the information to our office. As your telephone is out of order, I have been

unable to contact you by telephone yesterday or today to remind you that the materials have not
arrived.

Demolition of a historic resource cannot be reviewed, even on a preliminary basis, without
a formal request (such as a letter from you to the HPC) stating the reasons that demolition is
requested. Your scheduled Preliminary Consultation has been removed from the agenda for the
September 9, 1998 meeting. At such time as you wish to request that demolition be reviewed,
please contact us in writing with the necessary information three weeks before the date of the
meeting at which you would like the Preliminary Consultation to occur. The HPC generally meets
on the second and fourth Wednesday of each month at 7:30 p.m.

Please call me at 301-563-3400 if I may be of further assistance.

: 'Sinc ely,
\.\'\ ‘%\Q_/Iv

Perry Keph
Historic Preservation Planner
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From Joseph P. Moore to 3015633412 : at 08/18/98 07:30p Pg 002/002

Joseph P. Moore

9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030
(301) 585-5115

e-mail: jpmoore@bright.net

Tuesday, August 18, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart

Historic Preservation Planner
Montgomery County
Department of Park & Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

(301) 563-3400
FAX: 301-563-3412
E-MAIL: kephart@mncppc.state.md.us

Dear Ms. Kephart;

Thank you for your visit this afternoon. I am sorry that I could not locate the Realtor's
calling card while you were here.

Coldwell Banker

Stevens Realtors

Barbara Conhoy - Realtor
(301) 262-6800 BUSINESS
(301) 593-8749 FAX

(301) 593-5330 RESIDENCE

6816 Laurel-Bowie Road
Bowie, MD 20715

It is my understanding that you want to contact our Realtor and let her know in no uncertain
terms that the property at 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030 is in
a Montgomery County Historic Preservation District and that any prospective buyers be so
informed as well, especially regarding any plans they may have for the development of the

property.

I trust that you will care for and protect the two appraisials on the property here at 9816 that
you borrowed from me this afternoon.

Thank you.

Best regards,

Joe Moore



FROM: MOORE TO: Perry Kephart 8/10/08 AT11:48:40

Joseph P. Moore

9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030
(301) 585-5115

e-mail: jpmoore@bright.net

Wednesday, August 19, 1998

Ms. Perry Kephart

Historic Preservation Planner
Montgomery County
Department of Park & Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

(301) 563-3400
FAX: 301-563-3412
E-MAIL: kephart@mncppe.state.md.us

Dear Ms. Kephart:

I would appreciate a letter from you confirming that part of your conversation with me late
in the afternoon of Wednesday, August 12, 1998, relative to obtaining a demolition permit
for the house at 9816 Capitol View Avenue, specifically in reference to my older sister.
She has found your statement, well......

To refresh your memory, I had told you that my father had died 32 years ago and had left
his estate for the care and keeping of my mother who died last October 7, 1997. 1 told
you that my older sister was 80 years old and that she had been waiting for 32 years to
settle up our father's estate. My older sister, as I explained, is my half sister, her mother
having died in 1925.

Your statement to me was: "Well, Mr. Moore, I hate to tell you this, but your older sistér
is going to be long dead and buried before you ever get a demolition permit for that house,
if you ever do get one!"

In my opinion, that is a rather positive and forceful final statement for you to have made
when at that time you had not even seen the property in question or to know little or
nothing about the circumstances. It sounds to me like everything is prejudged and set in
concrete even before a hearing before the board.

So, please let me have a Ictter from you promptly stating your position as a spokes person
for the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission.

Very truly yours,

Joseph Prudhomme Moore
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SHEMRO

ENGINEERING
ASSOCIATES

October 28, 1998

Perry Kephart

Historic Preservation Section

Montgomery County Department of Parks and Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Re: 9816 Capital View Avenue
Kensington, MD

Dear Ms. Kephart:

This letter is intended to serve as documentation of my findings from my site visit of October 2, 1998, to
assess the structural condition of the house. My review of the building was limited to the visible
structural system only.

EXISTING STRUCTURAL SYSTEMS

The house was reportedly built in 1923 or 1928. The roof is framed with 2x4 rafters spaced at roughly
237 centers, spanning side to side. 2x4 collar ties are present at every other rafter, located roughly at the
one-third point from the ridge. In general, 2x4 stud knee walls extend the full length of the house along
both sides of the attic space at approximately the mid-span of the rafters. The one exception is the knee
wall along the south side which does not extend east past the north-south bearing wall below.

The roof of the front porch is likely framed with 2x4 rafters at 24” centers with 2x4 ceiling joists. The
floor is framed in wood, supported on a masonry perimeter foundation wall. No access exists to the
crawl space below. Also, no basement vents are visible.

The floor of the attic is framed differently in the front portion of the house than in the rear portion. In
the front, the attic floor joists span front-to-back with 2x6’s at 16” centers, spanning 14’-6” to a bearing
wall which extends north-south immediately east of the stair to the attic. The rear portion is framed side-
to-side with 2x4’s at 16” centers. The center wall below running east-west serves as a bearing wall.

The first floor is framed with 2x8 joists spanning north-south. The center of the house is supported with

a wood beam comprised of 3-2x8’s spanning roughly 9°-0”. The original supports for the center beam
appear to have been 8”x12” structural clay tile (SCT) piers. One pier has been removed and two >
adjustable steel columns have been installed to replace it.

The basement walls appear to have been built using SCT and brick masonry. The foundations are
unknown, but are likely to have been concrete spread footings.

EXISTING CONDITION OF THE STRUCTURAL SYSTEM

The general condition of the basic structural system of the building is fair to good.

A limited amount of damage has occurred in the southwest corner of the first floor framing due to water
saturation. The floor sheathing and the ends of a few joists have begun to rot.

A portion of the first floor framing, roughly central to the entire house, indicates a previous opening,
roughly four feet by two feet. This opening has been closed, but was improperly framed.

The roof sags considerably on the south side, as does a small area directly behind the chimney on the

north side. Numerous areas of the beaded board roof sheathing outside the exterior walls of the house
have been replaced with plywood.

6902 WEST AVENUE ~ BETHESDA, MARYLAND 20815  (301) 718-8113  FAX (301) 718-2243  EMAIL SHEMRO@AOL.COM



The siding on the north elevation, west of the chimney, appears to be pulling away from the chimney.
The cause is likely to be typical settlement of the building. The settlement is commensurate with the age
of the house and does not appear excessive. Parging on the exterior of the basement wall in this area, as
well as the mortar joints of the masonry on the interior, do not exhibit major large cracks, suggesting that
the movement has proceeded very slowly and is not currently a problem. It is likely that the majority of
the movement occurred sometime in the past. The south wall appears relatively level. Within the house,
the fireplace hearth has pulled away from the chimney. This is a localized problem in the floor framing.

The front steps have settled somewhat. This settlement is likely due to settlement of fill soils originally
placed during construction of the house.

The front porch has settled significantly in the northeast corner. The floor boards in that corner move
when stepped on, suggesting that the floor joists below have rotted significantly. The top of the windows
in the front of the porch slope significantly down to the northeast corner.

CAPACITY OF THE STRUCTURAL SYSTEM

This house is believed to be a Sears, Roebuck and Company (SRC) house. Reprints of the catalog for
these houses indicate the framing of this house to be consistent with what SRC catalogs refer to as
“Standard Built Construction.” It is not likely, however, that the house was originally designed to have
the upper level occupied. That level is now used not only as storage, but as living space. If the upper
level was not occupied, then the house structure would be consistent with houses of its time.

However, the major components of the structural system, however, have been analyzed relative to
current building codes. The roof rafters alone are not adequate to span from the ridge to the eave. They
are adequate, if we consider support from the attic floor joists by way of the knee walls. However, the
attic floor joists do not have sufficient capacity to support the roof rafters. To reinforce the attic floor,
new 2x12 joists could be added to each floor joist. This reinforcement would provide for bedroom use of
the attic space as well as adequate support to the roof. The knee wall along the south side would have to
be extended to the front wall of the house. Within the knee walls in the front portion of the attic, 2-
2x12’s could be included to span over the front living room area. In lieu of providing second level living
space, the roof could be reinforced by adding new 2x6 rafters to each existing rafter.

The first floor joists are adequately sized to provide residential use capacity. The center beams spanning
east-west will require additional posts, such as adjustable steel posts, or 6x6 timbers.

GENERAL ENGINEERING OPINION OF STRUCTURAL VIABILITY

The house has not been maintained properly for a number of years, resulting in the need for numerous
minor repairs as outlined above. However, the fundamental structural system of the house is sound.
Minimal foundation wall settlement suggests proper foundation conditions. Additionally, the primary
structural elements (rafters, joists, etc.) do not indicate an over-stressed condition, except for the roof if
analyzed using current codes. The roof was built consistent with codes of the time of construction.

To the best of my information, knowledge, and belief, this house is generally structurally sound and
repairable. I see no structural reason for its demolition.

Please understand that the recommendations presented here are limited to assessment of the general
condition of the building structure and the effort required to make it compliant with current codes. The
work described here is not intended to provide a complete detail list of repairs needed and should not be
considered to any extent to be a complete description of work required.

Sincerely,

o §

James D. Shemro, PE

File: 99 XXX.XX P200A;C:\WP51\Reports\9816 CapViewAve.doc



FROM: MOORE

Ms. Perry Kephart

Historic Preservation Planner

Montgomery County

TO: Perry Kephart 8/19/98 AT15:48:37

Joseph P. Moore

9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030
(301) 585-5113

e-mail: jpmoore@bright.net

Wednesday, August 19, 1998

Department of Park & Planning

8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

(301) 563-3400
FAX: 301-563-3412

E-MAIL: kephart@mncppe.state.md.us
Dear Ms. Kephart:
In accordance with your request for a list of neighbors on Capitol View Avenue for

notification of the Hearing on September 9, 1998, the following is submitted:
Plcase acknowledge receipt of the list of neighbors.

Alexander, M K

9913 Cap View Ave

Alward, James M 10105 Cap View Ave
Baba, Paul M 10012 Cap View Ave
Balthis, Robert F 10205 Cap View Ave
Beckman, Laric 10116 Cap View Ave
Berman, Barbara 10107 Cap View Ave
Beroza, Rosalyn 9826 Cap View Ave
Biersner, Robert 9914 Cap View Ave
Blad, Karyn 9915 Cap View Ave
Blad, Leiv 99135 Cap View Ave
Botetho, Efigenia 10221 Cap View Ave
Carr, George S 9830 Cap View Ave
Carr, George S 9830 Cap View Ave
Carr, SB 9830 Cap View Ave
Case, Linda W 9834 Cap View Ave

Cleaves, Charles R 9904 Cap View Ave

Clough, David C 9809 Cap View Ave
Corrigan, A J 10226 Cap View Ave
Culver, John K 10229 Cap View Ave
Dale, John 9917 Cap View Ave



FROM: MOORE

TO: Perry Kephart 8/19/98 AT15:47:31
Dale, Mary 9917 Cap View Ave
Duncan, Bruce S 10110 Cap View Ave
Dwyer, M M 10245 Cap View Ave

Eacho, Jennifer 10225 Cap View Ave
Eacho, Michael 10225 Cap View Ave
Elliott, Kevin P 10233 Cap View Ave
Fallow, Charles 9822 Cap View Ave
Ferguson, J 9708 Cap View Ave
Fitch, J S 10223 Cap View Ave
Flavin, Thomas H 10210 Cap View Ave
Friedman, Roger S 9826 Cap View Ave
Friedman, Roger S~ 9826 Cap View Ave
Geyelin, Philip 9925 Cap View Ave
Godlock, S 10212 Cap View Ave
Hinton, S 10118 Cap View Ave
Irvin, Margaret H 9829 Cap View Ave
Irvin, Paul L 9829 Cap View Ave
Jacobs, A 10226 Cap View Ave
Jacobs, A 10226 Cap View Ave
Jaskiewicz, Jon 10119 Cap View Ave
Jaskiewicz, Patricia 10119 Cap View Ave

Jaynes, L A 10229 Cap View Ave
Kelley, T 10120 Cap View Ave
Lester, Adam 10238 Cap View Ave
Lester, Cindy 10238 Cap View Ave
Luiz, Edna C 10221 Cap View Ave

Malone, Steven L. 9913 Cap View Ave
Mccurry, DebraJ 9911 Cap View Ave
Mccurry, Michael D 9911 Cap View Ave
Mcguire, C 9708 Cap View Ave
Mcreynolds, Richard 10204 Cap View Ave
Meiners, Linda L 10213 Cap View Ave
Moulden, William A 9929 Cap View Ave
Moulden, William R~ 9908 Cap View Ave
Murray, Francis J 10200 Cap View Ave
Murray, Julie A 10200 Cap View Ave

Noman, Jym 10129 Cap View Ave
Nothstein, Robert L. 9918 Cap View Ave
Oliver, M 9900 Cap View Ave

Parker, Adam H 9717 Cap View Ave
Rayburn, John E 9834 Cap View Ave

Rode, Arthur H 9906 Cap View Ave

Rodgers, I M 10106 Cap View Ave
Rowett, Howard 9912 Cap View Ave
Rowett, Marcy 9912 Cap View Ave

Scott, BC 10232 Cap View Ave



FRON: MOORE

TO: Perty Kephart 8/10/98 AT15:48:23

Shrader, R 10211 Cap View Ave
Smith, DC 10122 Cap View Ave
Stakem, James B 10117 Cap View Ave
Standiford, Winfield 10204 Cap View Ave
Tebow, Duncan E 9811 Cap View Ave

Thorpe, J L 9902 Cap View Ave
Trimble, L R 10011 Cap View Ave
Waldroff, Clarence J 9901 Cap View Ave
Walsh, Cheryl 9909 Cap View Ave

Walsh, John F 9909 Cap View Ave
Waters, Kathleen F 9920 Cap View Ave

Willson, R S 9907 Cap View Ave
Witas, Jerzy 9927 Cap View Ave
Yao, Joseph S 10129 Cap View Ave
Yao, Mary R 10129 Cap View Ave

Zinsser, August 10217 Cap View Ave

Best regards,

Joseph Prudhomme Moore



M-NCPPC

MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

August 19, 1998

Mr. Joseph P. Moore
9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-1030

Dear Mr. Moore,

Thank you for taking the time yesterday afternoon to show me around the property at
9816 Capitol View Avenue. As we agreed, I am including your proposal for demolition of the
historic resource on the site as a Preliminary Consultation on the agenda for the September 9,
1998 Historic Preservation Commission meeting.

Please forward to me by close of business Friday, August 21, 1998, a list of the
adjacent addresses to the subject property so that they can be notified that the Preliminary
Consultation has been placed on the September 9 agenda.

Please understand that this Preliminary Consultation is not a Historic Area Work
Permit review. It is not an approval or denial of demelition. It is a preliminary review by the
commission of your plans and reasons for demolition and reuse of the property. As we discussed
on a number of occasions, an actual Historic Area Work Permit Application for demolition of a
historic resource is subject to the most stringent level of review by the commission. Should the
application be denied, the applicant will receive a written notification of the reasons for the denial.
If there is a disagreement with the decision of the commission, the applicant may within 30 days
appeal to the Board of Appeals for review of the commission’s decision. I am concerned that you
may have misconstrued our discussion about this process. Please be assured that the commission
and the staff will try to be of assistance to you in obtaining a satisfactory resolution for your
historic property.

Should you have questions about any of this, please call me at 301-563-3400.
Sincerely,

oo Jofast

Perry Keph
Historic Preservation Planner



M-NCPPC

MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

September 29, 1998

Jerome C. & J. P. Moore, Trustees
9816 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20510

Dear Mr. Moore and Mr. Moore,

Your Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) application has been received and will be
placed on the agenda for review by the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission at
the meeting scheduled for October 28, 1998.

We will be contacting you to schedule a visit to your property to study it and to take
photographs for the Commission meeting. As the application is for demolition it will be necessary
to inspect both the interior and exterior of the structure. We will review your application and may
call you or your representative for additional information should it be needed.

If you have questions regarding the HPC review procedures for your pending case or
historic preservation matters in general, please call our office at 301-583-3400.

Sincergly,

e

Perry Keph
Historic Préservation Planner

2:9816Capitol ViewAve092998.wpd



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring Meeting Date: 09/09/98

Resource: Capitol View Park Historic District Review: Preliminary Consultation
Case Number: Not applicable Tax Credit: None

Public Notice: 08/26/98 Report Date: 09/02/98
Applicant:  Joseph P. Moore Staff: Perry Kephart
PROPOSAL: Demolition | RECOMMEND: Consider Other Options
BACKGROUND

The yellow frame Bungalow at 9816 Capitol View Avenue is a contributing resource and
a familiar landmark in the Capitol View Park Historic District. The house is set at the front of a
52,475 foot lot.(lots 20 - partial lot 27 on the attached map, circle $ ) that has no other
improvements at this time. The house is clearly seen on the left at the top of the big curve as one
enters the historic district from the south along Capitol View Avenue.

The only access to the property from Capitol View is a short driveway immediately
adjacent to the house. The driveway leads to a lower level basement garage. The land drops off
from the front to the back of the property (east to west) and from northern wider section to the
narrower southern area. The Metropolitan (now CSX) railroad line runs behind the length of the
property. There are several mature shade trees on the lot including hickory, oak and locust.

The Sears-type house was built in 1928. The house is currently owned by an estate or
trust whose executors live at a distance from the Washington area. They now wish to sell the
property. The property has been occupied for several decades by various tenants including
members of the Moore family.

Two appraisals have been made of the property. In neither report was the property
identified as being in a historic district nor was there any discussion of compliance with Chapter
24A of the Montgomery County Code regarding the preservation of a historic resource.
Valuation was based on the removal of the existing dwelling and the development of the site with
five new single-family dwellings.

The historic district in which the resource is located is significant as an example of a
railroad community that began with the construction of the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O
Railroad in the 1870's. The two major building styles that reflect the early years of the community
are large Queen Anne houses from the late 19 and early 20 century and more modest Sears-
type kit houses from the early 20" century.



PROPOSAL

The applicant, who is one of two executors for the estate or trust that owns the property,
proposes to demolish the house.

STAFF DISCUSSION

As noted in the Capitol View & Vicinity Approved and Adopted Sector Plan, July 1982,
“Most Capitol View Park structures possess little distinction as architectural entities. When

grouped, however, these resources meet the criteria for district designation as a visual example of
suburban development styles.” The bungalow at 9816 Capitol View is an integral and highly
visible part of the historic district streetscape.

The applicant in his letter to the commission lists a number of structural concerns which he
feels justify demolition. These include drainage problems, a foundation that is settling unevenly
on the right rear corner and lack of insulation. These problem areas were pointed out to staff on a
site visit. It is not apparent that the deterioration is sufficiently advanced to be beyond the scope
of normal rehabilitation or to warrant demolition. Mitigating steps such as, for example, the
installation of storm windows, insulation, structural reinforcements, or grading could all be
investigated further. Lead paint abatement is a normal part of historic property maintenance and
literature on the subject is available to the applicant.

Staff has indicated to the applicant that the size of the house is not a reason to demolish.
There is substantial room behind the house for it to be enlarged to the rear. A Historic Area
Work Permit application for alterations in design and material must be brought to the HPC to be
approved, but changes to the rear of the structure are generally given lenient review.

At this time, no plans for development of the property have been submitted to the HPC.
Although the appraiser made the recommendation to demolish the residence, demolition of the
house in anticipation of development that may or may not take place certainly should not be
considered. .In any case, it should be emphasized that there is nothing to indicate that the
existence of the historic structure would in any way impede any potential development of the

property.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that demolition not be considered until rehabilitation of the historic
resource has been investigated thoroughly. Staff further recommends that the applicant or
prospective buyers also investigate solutions to the drainage situation as part of a comprehensive
rehabilitation plan for the historic resource. The HPC should ask that any proposal for
development of the property that is submitted to the HPC should also address the drainage
situation and include a rehabilitation, as well as a possible modification, plan for the house.



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring Meeting Date: 09/09/98

Resource: Capitol View Park Historic District Review: Preliminary Consultation
Case Number: Not applicable Tax Credit: None

Public Notice: 08/26/98 Report Date: 09/02/98
Applicant:  Joseph P. Moore Staff: Perry Kephart
PROPOSAL: Demolition RECOMMEND: Consider Other Options
BACKGROUND

The yellow frame Bungalow at 9816 Capitol View Avenue is a contributing resource and
- a familiar landmark in the Capitol View Park Historic District. The house is set at the front of a
52,475 foot lot (lots 20 - partial lot 27 on the attached map, circle ) that has no other
improvements at this time. The house is clearly seen on the left at the top of the big curve as one
enters the historic district from the south along Capitol View Avenue.

The only access to the property from Capitol View is a short driveway immediately
adjacent to the house. The driveway leads to a lower level basement garage. The land drops off
from the front to the back of the property (east to west) and from northern wider section to the
narrower southern area. The Metropolitan (now CSX) railroad line runs behind the length of the
property. There are several mature shade trees on the lot including hickory, oak and locust.

The Sears-type house was built in 1928. The house is currently owned by an estate or
trust whose executors live at a distance from the Washington area. They now wish to sell the
property. The property has been occupied for several decades by various tenants including
members of the Moore family.

Two appraisals have been made of the property. In neither report was the property
identified as being in a historic district nor was there any discussion of compliance with Chapter
24A of the Montgomery County Code regarding the preservation of a historic resource.
Valuation was based on the removal of the existing dwelling and the development of the site with
five new single-family dwellings.

The historic district in which the resource is located is significant as an example of a
railroad community that began with the construction of the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O
Railroad in the 1870's. The two major building styles that reflect the early years of the community
are large Queen Anne houses from the late 19" and early 20® century and more modest Sears-
type kit houses from the early 20" century.



PROPOSAL

The applicant, who is one of two executors for the estate or trust that owns the property,
proposes to demolish the house.

STAFF DISCUSSION

As noted in the Capitol View & Vicinity Approved and Adopted Sector Plan, July 1982,
“Most Capitol View Park structures possess little distinction as architectural entities. When
grouped, however, these resources meet the criteria for district designation as a visual example of
suburban development styles.” The bungalow at 9816 Capitol View is an integral and highly
visible part of the historic district streetscape. '

The applicant in his letter to the commission lists a number of structural concerns which he
feels justify demolition. These include drainage problems, a foundation that is settling unevenly
on the right rear corner and lack of insulation. These problem areas were pointed out to staff on a
site visit. It is not apparent that the deterioration is sufficiently advanced to be beyond the scope
of normal rehabilitation or to warrant demolition. Mitigating steps such as, for example, the
installation of storm windows, insulation, structural reinforcements, or grading could all be
investigated further. Lead paint abatement is a normal part of historic property maintenance and
literature on the subject is available to the applicant.

Staff has indicated to the applicant that the size of the house is not a reason to demolish.
There is substantial room behind the house for it to be enlarged to the rear. A Historic Area
Work Permit application for alterations in design and material must be brought to the HPC to be
approved, but changes to the rear of the structure are generally given lenient review.

At this time, no plans for development of the property have been submitted to the HPC.
Although the appraiser made the recommendation to demolish the residence, demolition of the
house in anticipation of development that may or may not take place certainly should not be
considered. In any case, it should be emphasized that there is nothing to indicate that the
existence of the historic structure would in any way impede any potential development of the

property.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that demolition not be considered until rehabilitation of the historic
resource has been investigated thoroughly. Staff further recommends that the applicant or
prospective buyers also investigate solutions to the drainage situation as part of a comprehensive
rehabilitation plan for the historic resource. The HPC should ask that any proposal for
development of the property that is submitted to the HPC should also address the drainage
situation and include a rehabilitation, as well as a possible modification, plan for the house.



From Joseph P. Moore to 13015633412 at 11/22/98 10:10p Pg 001/001

| Tel. : (937) 981-4163
Fax:

Message :

| For your information:

From: jpmoore
Subject: Demolition Permit at 9816 Capitol View Avenue,
To: Perry Kephart - HPC - Montgomery Co.

Cc: Michael Moore; The Kleins; Sterling Mehring
Date: Michael Maore; The Kleins; Sterling Mehring

<

Dear Ms. Kephart:
Please let me know what is going on!
From a letter to my legal counsel:

"On Wednesday night, October 28, 1998, at the meeting of the Historic
Preservation Commission, after the commissioners voted to deny my
application for a demolition permit at 9816 Capitol View Ave., Perry
Kephart told me that within three weeks, | would receive a written letter

of denial which would explain the reasons for the denial, etc. | have not
received a letter yet. Week one - 11/4; Week two - 11/11;, Week three -
11/18. | had better press her more strongly | suppose.

| quote from Montgomery County Code, Chapter 24A, Preservation of Historic
Resources (the Code that all of those people refer to) 24A-7 (h) (Page 8)
Appeal. In the event that any party is agrieved by a decision of the
commission, within 30 days from the date on which the commission's decision
is made public, such party aggrieved may appeal to the Board of Appeals
which will review the commissions's decision de novo. Etc.

Given that statement, my 30 days would expire 11/25/98, as | assume that
the denial was made public that evening 10/28/98. Am | being screwed over?

From : Retired ‘ To : Montgomer County Department of
| Joseph P. Moore Ms. Perry Kephart
Date: 11/22/98 ) Page(s) : 1




Date: 11/22/98

Sender: "Joe Moore" <jpmoore@bright.net>

To: KEPHART

cc: "Michael Moore" <mjmozio@erols.com>;"The Kleins" <familynews@juno.com>;"Sterling
Mehring" <sterlingm@erols.com>

Priority: Normal

Subject:Demolition Permit at 9816 Capitol View Avenue.

Dear Ms. Kephart:
Please let me know what is going on!
From a letter to my legal counsel:

"On Wednesday night, October 28, 1998, at the meeting of the Historic
Preservation Commission, after the commissioners voted to deny my
application for a demolition permit at 9816 Capitol View Ave., Perry
Kephart told me that within three weeks, I would receive a written letter
of denial which would explain the reasons for the denial, etc. I have not
received a letter yet. Week one - 11/4; Week two - 11/11; Week three -
11/18. I had better press her more strongly I suppose.

I quote from Montgomery County Code, Chapter 24A, Preservation of Historic
Resources (the Code that all of those people refer to) 24A-7 (h) (Page 8)
Appeal. In the event that any party is agrieved by a decision of the
commission, within 30 days from the date on which the commission's decision
is made public, such party aggrieved may appeal to the Board of Appeals
which will review the commissions's decision de novo. Etc.

Given that statement, my 30 days would expire 11/25/98, as I assume that
the denial was made public that evening 10/28/98. Am I being screwed over?

I talked to Perry Kephart on Tuesday, 11/17/98 and she was suggesting that
I withdraw my application for demolition, as we had an offer and the buyer
would not buy

unless the house was part of the property. I told her that whether or not
there was an offer had nothing to do with my application for demolition -
two separate cases, and that I was going to appeal the decision to the
Board of Appeals. She said that she guessed that she would have to go
ahead and prepare the letter of denial and I said that I guessed that she
had better get busy and get it done!"

It may be that I may have to get into my car tomorrow (Monday) or the next
day (Tuesday) and drive over to Maryland and to go the the next meeting
(Wednesday?) of the Historic Preservation Meeting and speak my piece! Or
go to the Montgomery County Park and Planning Commission or even to the
Montgomery County Council. But, I will NOT let 30 days go by without
making an Appeal! I had thought that the clock started running as of the
date of your letter. But, I am not taking any chances!

Please respond immediately!

Joseph P. Moore
Joan E. Ferneding and Joseph Prudhomme Moore
514 Boyd Ave.

Greenfield, OH 45123-1020
(937) 981-4163 / e-mail: fjpmoore@bright.net



