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THE I MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

P
8787 Georgia Avenue • Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

MEMORANDUM

TO: Robert Hubbard, Acting Chief
Division of Development Services and Regulation
Department of~Environmental Protection

FROM: Patricia Parker, Preservation 
Planner-Design,
lanner

Design, Zoning and Preservation Divisi
M-NCPPC

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application
6912 Westmoreland Avenue
Takoma Park, Maryland

At its June 8, 1994 meeting, the Historic Preservation
Commission reconsidered the application of Bradley H. Blower to
demolish a shed at the above address. The HPC voted unanimously to
Approve the HAWP.

Therefore, I have enclosed a copy of the previous application
which was denied and returned to your office. Please make a change
in the record reflecting the approval of this HAWP.

Thank you.
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MEMORANDUM

CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
8787 Georgia Avenue • Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

TO: Historic Area Work Permit Applicants

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

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

DATE: JV&

Enclosed is a copy of your Historic Area Work Permit application,
approved by the Historic Preservation Commission at its recent
meeting, and a memorandum stating conditions (if any) of approv-
al.

You may now apply for a county building permit from the Depart-
ment of Environmental Protection (DEP), at 250 Hungerford Drive,
Second Floor, in Rockville. Please note that although.your work
has been approved by the Historic Preservation Commission, it
must also be approved by DEP before work can begin.

When you file for vour buildina permit at DEP, you must take with
you the enclosed forms, as well as the Historic Area Work Permit
that will be mailed to you directly from DEP. These forms are
proof that the Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed your
project. For further information about filing procedures or
materials, please call DEP at 217-6370.

If your project changes in any way from the approved plans,
either before you apply for your building permit or even after
the work has begun, please contact the Historic Preservation
Commission staff at 495-4570.

Thank you very much for your patience and good luck with your
project!
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Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001, Rockville, Maryland 20850

217-3625

APPLICATION FOR
-HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT
TAX ACCOUNT #

NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER
(Contract/Purchaser) _

ADDRESS

CONTRACTOR

PLANS PREPARED BY

TELEPHONE NO._
(Include Area Code)

CITY STATE

TELEPHONE NO.

CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER
TELEPHONE NO.
(Include Area Code)

REGISTRATION NUMBER

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE 
f {

House Number Street Q_ 0rP AV? V7U

Town/City Gr (fir V' V k. i / .V Election District 
rd 

t,vcc r, J

ZIP

Nearest Cross Street ~!r̀ ' u+ ~~ 
_ 

`' LI 
 
-« WC,

Lot ~S Block _ A Subdivision lI ~~°r n h,r~ Y~ u',; ~,~ + luh 04 1'.1 
IN

Liber Folio ; Parcel -ry 7 r' b 44N— %., p
l '7--2.5— IUS -Px -51

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

Construct Extend/Add Alter/Renovate Repair Porch Deck Fireplace Shed Solar Woodburning Stove

,Wreck/Raze Move Install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) Other _U47/1'47, S%=-d

16. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ L.0 -4-u
1C. IF THIS IS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT #

1D. INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY

1E. IS THIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? f^\vurc i v~ E'1 r'f r~ rl'~ rC 1̀~ ~c 4- % 5~~( c multi ✓r ~' t/1 c c/ C
i

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION.'AANO; EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DI;SPOSALt ._ : ;- 2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY i

01 ( )WSSC i'0'2 ( ) Septic s. ~. 01 1 ) WSSC 02 ( 1 Well _

03 ( ) Other ? 
_

I 03

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RE%TA'INING'WALL t
4A. HEIGHT `• feet* inches
4B. Indicate whether;.the fence or retaining wall is to be-constructed on one of the following locations:

1. On party Iine%Pioperty%line;

2. Entirely on land of owner.'
;, ~

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

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

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

Ak! oz~,(
Signature of owner or authorized agent (agent must have signature notarized on back) Date-
• ► M Y • N • N iF A ■ N M Y 11 1i'M N 1F ii If"ii ̀w it 1f'li 1F M 1t#`1F 1F 8 IF N A 11 M'• N N % 11 A 11 r N I/ i1 11 IF 11"t 71 •'31 7F M' • ii r •`~̀ ii s-~Fv 8 i i1 • il'i` 11 ♦'a x"'• w' ♦ •'N'M N iF • iF i1 M wY i 1i

APPROVED For Chairpe son, Historic Pr-re rva ' ommission

DISAPPROVED r~ Signa r ` • __Gate

APPLICATION/PERMIT NO:
DATE FILED:

DATE ISSUED:
OWNERSHIP CODE:

FILING FEE:$
PERMIT FEE: $

BALANCE $

RECEIPT NO: FEE WAIVED:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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1'llJl! Histodc Preservation~Commission

51-Monroe Street, Suite 1001,'•Rockville Maryland.20850 y
217=3625''

APPLICATION 'FOR
'HISTORIC  AREAWORK' PERMIT `.ti 

Via-

TAX ACCOUNT.,* - • .

--`=NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER .TELEPHONE NO.

(ContrecdPurchaaer) (Include Area Code)

ADDRESS 
_ e~•

.._C IT.V STATE "'o' .21P

.9_-CONTRACTOR •TELEPHONE NO.

-CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER

PLANS PREPARED BY TELEPHONE NO
*(Include Area Code)

REGISTRATION NUMBER

­LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number 

t

~ Street t~l~ cJ► P ~4VId

Town/City Cl 1r vll ̀, Pa V k M •~ Election District

V.V1U ~-

i~ War.

A 
i-

Nearest Cross Street ~" u ~' " ~'I "~ C,

Lot 95 Block Subdivision ~- ~+ur n~Ln c u',~ r ~~ ̀ 51~r~ 04 L ~+~u+' tai'-d"

+
Liber Folio 6 J Parcel 6.44

—f_

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

Construct Extend/Add Alter/Renovate Repair Porch 'Dock Fireplace Shed Solar oodburnf ng St ve

(Wreck/Raze -, Move Install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) Other u ;T Sc"

CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ S.0 _41; 111-4 r"I""Arr 4M Gam` ( ot o ̀'

IF THIS IS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT*

INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY /

IS THIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? AL—c ~r Ir"f7~r1~ ItTr—ic 5 ~r _;~tr✓ti.' /IuVCQ_

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION'A. NO-EXTEND/ADDITIONS
2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY

01 ( ) WSSC IV ( ) Septic Ol ( ) WSSC 
14
OZ (:) Well

!., Y03 ( 1 Other ; ti O3(_ ►,. Ort6er

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FGAFENCE/RTAINING WALL ;.

4A. HEIGHT feet inches
48. Indicate whether,the fence or retaining wall is to ie•constructed on'one of, the following locations:

1. On party line/Prot; 6 line ^
2. Entirely on land of owner
3. On-public right of way/easement (Revocable Letter Required).

I hereby certify that I have the authority to -make the foregoing application, that the application 4 correct, and that the construction will comply with
plans approved by all agencies listed and I hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

Signature of owner or authorized agent (agent must have signature notarized an back) L't Date

•wswwwwwwwwwwwwwwawa~wra+iw~ww'wwi~~"wwww~wi'wiiwi►~'w'ii~~~»»«wiiwi'iiw'Nil•~"wi~~"N?ii'w'r~s's'wa-~-ws:wiw•wi.~a•►a+

APPROVED 'x̀  For Chair n, Historic P17 ommusion q (R~ fOrA
"DISAPPROVED Signa rAe-o -_Date

APPLICATION/PERMIT NO: FILING FEE:$
DATE FILED:_ PERMIT FEE:$
-DATE ISSUED: BALANCE $
OWNERSHIP CODE: RECEIPT NO: 'FEE WAIVED:'

Z?

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Robert Hubbard, Acting Chief
Division of Development Services and Regulation

Department of Environmental Protection

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

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit

DATE : ~ 4 q9~

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

Approved

Approved with Conditions:

l.~ I 0,11ell) frIP. DA  i,- C&

Denied.

J

l~ „li~/ I% !I_. ILLYIa. ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~rl /. ~ IL~/i i ,/~~ ✓ II /~

a

The Building Permit for this project should be issued conditional

upon adherance to the approved Historic Area - Work Permit.

Applicant:

Address:



SUPPLEMENTAL APPLICATION FOR HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

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

I
S+V-I.t c 4V-- (1s cz n  /x l F,3

eel aid I~aus~. I-; s e ~s o a6-~'a

+e- ►k++e-A - i ok\ LU 1 0 C L?  ,S'

-}— IS- also OQL IC4' &(e-

5-}'v 

e-

S-}'v G ee, k rAS Se-11 + -1 u cn Ve v1 u ( r 4- 12Q o o A mac. I l

P ro ~CL H Col I r4\0f~ Q~ 1r~ U(.W1 ~r I (/lryt

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

i "I'Yt2 r vG r

A l CAL q

Cyr rs 4d~ d~ Wdd~ l 
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2. Statement of Pro-49- Intent: • w

Short, written statement that describes:

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

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

Serara+'E'A -;-a V10 aes

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

3. Proiect Plan:

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

a. the scale, north arrow, and date;

b. dimensions and heights of all existing and proposed structures;

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

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

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

4. Tree Survey: If applicable, tree survey indicating location, caliper
and species of all trees within project area which are 6" in caliper or
larger (including those to be removed).

-2-



5. Design Features: Schematic construction plans drawn to scale at 1/8"
=1'-0", or 1/4" = P-0", indicating location, size and general type of
walls, window and door openings, roof profiles, and other fixed features
of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.

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

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

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

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

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

Applicant shall submit 2 copies of all materials in a format no larger
than 8 1/2" x 14"; black and white photocopies of color photos are acceptable
with the submission of one original photo.

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

1. Name 4-h r ~~~~ CcCet4-
Address ~.6 ̀~ `~ ~~ ~ avts~

city/zip T-gk--a;,ti,g >° k, My) oci I J

2. Name

Address

City/Zip

-3-



3. Name

Address

City/Zip

4. Name

Address

City/Zip

5. Name

Address

City/Zip

6. Name

Address

City/Zip

7. Name

Address

City/Zip

8. Name

Address

City/Zip

1757E

-4-
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CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
8787 Georgia Avenue • Silver Spring. Maryland 20910-3760

TO: Historic Area Work Permit Applicants

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

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

DATE: %~l 14.0 
1g, 19q¢

Enclosed is a copy of your Historic Area Work Permit application,
approved by the Historic Preservation Commission at its recent
meeting, and a memorandum stating conditions (if any) of approv-
al.

You may now apply for a county building permit from the Depart-
ment of Environmental Protection (DEP), at 250 Hungerford Drive,
Second Floor, in Rockville. Please note that although.your work
has been approved by the Historic Preservation Commission, it
must also be approved by DEP before work can begin.

When you file for vour building permit at DEP, you must take with
you the enclosed forms. as well as the Historic Area Work Permit
that will be mailed to you directly from DEP._ These forms are
proof that the Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed your
project. For.fu_rther information about filing procedures or
materials `-please call DEP at 217-6370.

If your project changes in any way from the approved plans,
either before you apply for your building permit or even after
the work has begun, please contact the Historic Preservation
Commission staff at 495-4570.

Thank you very much for your patience and good luck with your
project!
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Robert Hubbard, Acting Chief
Division of Development Services and Regulation
Department of Environmental Protection

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

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit

DATE:

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

Approved Denied-

Approved with Conditions:

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

Applicant:

Address: ~'"l f Z omf~~ &my,

Tj,m Patz, 94 2,6 912
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are not the addressee, or the person responsible for delivering it
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May 26, 1994

6912 Westmoreland Avenue
Takoma Park, ND 20912
(h) (301) 270-1627
(w) (202) 616-2228

HY FACSIKI B -- (301) 495-1307

Patricia Parker
Historic Preservation Planner
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Dear Me. Parker:

As we agreed this morning, I am formally waiving my right to
file an appeal of the Montgomery County Historic Preservation
Commission's May 11th denial of my application to raze a shed
-behind my house. I am waiving that right with the understanding
that the Commission will reconsider my application at their June
8, 1994 meeting. I also understand that if the Commission
decides to deny my application on June 8th, I will have 45 days
from the day the Commission issues a final decision to file an
appeal.

Of course, I hope there will be no need for an appeal after
the June 8th meeting. I plan to attend the June 8th meeting and
look forward to meeting you and the commissioners.

Sincerely, 

9&LwlP4q 
Bradley H. Blower.

NEIGHBORHOOD DESIGN & ZONING
THE MARYLAND NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

SILVER SPRING, ANJ

20d 
ytia99 : 0 Z ire 19Z 'S0





May 13, 1994

6912 Westmoreland Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912
(h)(301)270-1627
(w) (202) 616-2228

Patricia Parker
Historic Preservation Planner
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Dear Ms. Parker:

I am writing this letter to ask the Montgomery County
Historical Commission to reconsider at their May 25, 1994 meeting
their denial of my application to raze a termite-infested utility
shed in my backyard. There are several independent grounds that
warrant reconsideration of the Commission's denial:

1) I did not have the chance to explain and answer
questions concerning the utility shed because the Commission's
staff representative, Nancy Wetherall, in several conversations
over the telephone lead me to believe attendance was unnecessary
and that approval of my application was pro forma. I have only
lived in Takoma Park for 10 months and this is my first time
applying to the Commission. My impression that attendance was
not required was further confirmed'a few days before the meeting -
when I received a staff recommendation in the mail that my
application be approved by the Commission. Now that I understand
the Commission's concerns and that attendance is encouraged, I
hope to attend the May 25, 1994 meeting to address questions
concerning my application. As it stands now, I feel I was
deprived of that opportunity either by misinformation or
misunderstanding.

Further, you were unable to reach me prior to the
Commission's meeting because my telephone number was not on my
application. I unintentionally did not include it on the
application, but assumed because Ms. Wetherall had called me
several times to discuss the application that your office had my
telephone number.

2) The shed is a public hazard. The shed is termite-
infested and leans to one side. Three landscape architects have
independently examined the shed and without solicitation told me
that the shed should be knocked down because it could fall on my
home (only seven feet away)"or fall on my neighbor's utility shed
(only a few feet away). The three architects also told me that
the shed was irretrievably damaged and inhibited storm water
drainage in my back yard. I am truly concerned that if the shed
is not razed, one of the many children on my street may by hurt
by its collapse. I am also considered that leaving the shed in



the backyard will exacerbate existing drainage problems and
damage my property.

3) The shed does not comply with local ordinances.
Because the shed is termite-infested, is within a year or two of
collapse and waterlogged it should probably be condemned.
Further, I do no believe current housing codes permit a structure
to be within seven feet of a building for obvious safety reasons.

4) The Commission appears not to have considered its own
staff's recommendation that razing the shed will enhance the
space of the area. The staff's recommendation is supported by
the independent conclusions of the three landscape architects.
Further, because I plan to grade the land and plant a tree,
razing the shed will aesthetically enhance the area.

If the Commission does not reconsider their vote, I do plan
to appeal, not only to the Board of Appeals, but also to local
zoning and building authorities. Please forward a copy of my
letter to the Commissioners for their review. I appreciate your
assistance and hope to address the Commission's concerns in
person on May 25, 1994.

Sincerely, 

^/
i

Bradley H. Blower
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May 33, 1914

6912 . We;
Takoma
(h) -(301'
(w) (202

Patricia Parker
Historic Preservation Planner
Maryland-National Capital Park and Pl a, ==g . C
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spriag, MD 20910-3760

Dear Ms. Parker:

I am writing this letter to ask the. Mont
Historical Comiission to reconsider at their'
their denial of my application to raze a tern
shed in. my backyard_ `i'laere are five indepenc
warrant reconsideration of the Commi..ssioa's i

tenor' eland Avenue
arkl MD:20912
270-711627
616=2228

ission

eeryICou~ty
25~ 199a meeting
-infested utility
grounds that

1) 2 did not have the chance to explain and answer'
questions concerning the utility shed because the Commission's
staff representative, Nancy Wetherell- in several conversations
over the telephone lead me to believe attendance was unnecessary
and that approval of my application was pro forma- 1 have only
lived in Takoma Park for 10 months and this is my first time
applying to the Commission. My impression that attendance was
not required was further confirmed a few days before the meeting.
when T received a staff recommendation in the until -that: my
application be approved by the Commission. Naw~that I understand
the Commission's concerns and that attendance is encouraged, I
hope to attend the May 25, 1994 meeting to' so questions
concerning my application. As it stands now,, Ifeel I was
deprived of that opportunity either I?y M3-.S-:" fo=a ip, n  or
misunderstanding-

Further, you were uva le to reach me pri.orl to the '
Commission's meeting because my telephone number was not on my
application. I unintentionally did not includelit on the'
application, but assumed because Ms. Wetherell bad called:me
several times to discuss the application that your office'had my
telephone number.

i
2) The shed is a public hazard_ The shed isjtermi.te-

infested and leans to one side. Three landscape azch t:ects have:'
independently examined the shed and Vithaut solicitation told me
that the shed should be knocked down. 'because its could fall on gay
home (only seven feet away) or fall on my nei.gh~or'!s utility shed
(only a few feet away) . The three architects also ;told me that
the shed was irretrievably damaged and inhibited storm water
drainage 

.
in my back yard. i am truly concerned that if the shed-

is
hed

is not razed . one -of the manv chi I d_ 6n . on _ TMt sheet maY bk hart 'I
Lts collapse. I am also Considered that:leasring the shed in.
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the backyard will exacerbate existing. dxa nage problems and
damage my property- i

3) The shed does not comply -wi th local ok i nances . '
Because the shed is termite-infested,; is with in year or two of
collapse and waterlogged it should probably be con7d6mned_
Further, I do not believe current. housing codes ! periait a
structure to be within seven feet of :ia buil4ngi for obvious
safety reasons.

I
4) The Commission appears not to have considered its own

staff's rar-om+iandation that razing -the shed will enhance the
space of the area. The staff's recoz~ndation is supported by
the independent conclusions of the th*-ee landscape architects_
Further, because I plan to grade the land and plant:a tree,
razing the shed will aesthetically enhance the area:

I

5) The shed is only partially visible from the street. It
does nothing to aesthetically enhance the street front.

If the Commission does not reconsider theik vote, I do plan
to appeal, not only to the Board of Appeals, bud also to local
zoning and buildi-r g authorities. Please forward a ' copy, of my
letter to the Commissioners for their; review. I appreciate your
assistance and hope to address the ccbmisolon,s1concarns in
person on May 25, 1994. I

Sincerely,

Bradley) H.' 3l000ex

i

i

Z 002



May 26, 1994

Mr. Bradley H. Blower
6912 Westmoreland Avenue
Takoma Park, Maryland 20912

Dear Mr. Blower:

Enclosed is the Decision and Opinion of the Historic
Preservation Commission with regard to your Historic Area Work
Permit application for alterations to the property at 6912
Westmoreland Avenue, Takoma Park, a contributing structure in the
Takoma Park Historic District.

At the Commission's meeting of May 11, 1994, the Commission
voted to deny your application. You were informed that if you
wished to appeal the Commission's decision, you could do so within
30 days of the date of the decision ( May 25, 1994). This
information is stated in the last paragraph of the Decision. In
addition, I am enclosing a copy of the County Ordinance, as well as
your copy of the HAWP application form. The Department of
Environmental Protection has been informed that your HAWP
application was denied.

4570.
If you have any questions, please call Patricia Parker at 495-

sincerely,

Gwen Marcus
Historic Preservation
Coordinator
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Historic Preservation Commission

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

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT
TAX ACCOUNT #

NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER
(Contract/Purchaser) _

ADDRESS

CONTRACTOR

PLANS PREPARED BY

TELEPHONE NO.
(Include Area Code)

CITY STATE

TELEPHONE NO.
CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER

TELEPHONE NO.
(Include Area Code)

ZIP

REGISTRATION NUMBER

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE 
,Q

House Number 6f1~ Street (f0- t-P-K0/~1gm*A /Iye'''iL( ~—

TG ~c v lit N Ct r ~` 3 c vaTown/City I Election District 

Nearest Cross Street w a I h Lc~ o, NI Z)dc CI rte, 

I
Lot i5 Block . _ Subdivision /r ~- ' Tkor-Ah ~s~~ ~~ Lh3i0'1 U~ Lo~- kcc"ego(

1-53 3 36cl GS 1,6 / / 1~/ 19 '1-~jjB,F, 6;I6Q,+- i%'nn +b r
Liber Folio Parcel :

1A. TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION: (circle one) Circle One: A/C Slab Room Addition
Coustruct Extend/Add Alter/Renovate Repair Porch Deck .- Fireplace Shed Solar Woodburn* ng St ve

(W- 
rock/Raze Move Install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) Other u 7/1,4S

1B. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ LSO [0 rarL+ C01k11Z_ 1 Q.c( Ct wCC

1C. IF THIS IS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT*
10. INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY
IE. IS THIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? hnur~_ ~K ~r~-1~r1`c

I
iS7vr̀~ S iyt. c~ctrsL--

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS
2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY

01 ( ) WSSC 02 ( ► Septic 01 ( 1 WSSC 02 ( ) Well
03 ( I Other 03 (1 Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL
4A. HEIGHT feet inches
4B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

1. On party line/Property line
2. Entirely on land of owner
3. On public right of way/easement (Revocable Letter Required).

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

9 A_QA~l J. ' 49~' 9&A' yl)-,)-/L~-~
Signature of owner or autho ized agent (agent must have signature notarized on back) Date

w N N N N N N w N N r w M w N N N N N N N N N r N r Y r r w N N w w w w w w r w N i w r w w M N N w N N M w w r r## r w w w w w w w w w w### w► w w w w w w A A w w w w w w R w# A

APPROVED

DISAPPROVED

APPLICATION/PERMIT NO:
DATE FILED:
DATE ISSUED:
OWNERSHIP CODE:

For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission

Signature

FILING FEE:$
PERMIT FEE: $
BALANCE$ _
RECEIPT NO: _

Date

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

FEE WAIVED:



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

APPLICATION

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

U.1; (~

~cf S Yb i-3-Q~ a S T`~d ✓Y1 i I y\ .S' ct k td' 9",

Ulek`it L4

r

(If more space is needed, attach additional sheets on plain or lined paper to this application)

ATTACH TO THIS APPLICATION (2) COPIES OF: SUCH SITE PLANS (lot dimensions, building location with dimensions,
drives, walks, fences, patios, etc. proposed or existing) and/or ARCHITECTURAL DRAWINGS (floor plans, elevations, etc.),.
PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE AREA AFFECTED, as are necessary to fully describe the proposed work.

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

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
100 MARYLAND AVENUE

ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20850

a



June 15, 1994

6912 Westmoreland Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912
(w)(202)616-2228

Patricia Parker
Maryland-National Capital Park and
Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Dear Pat:

Enclosed is my intended site plan for the space currently
occupied by the shed. Subject to consultation with a landscape
architect, I intend to plant an old fashioned lilac tree as
indicated in the enclosed plan. As we discussed on the phone this
week, I have been informed by the Department of Environmental
Protection that I do not need to apply for a permit to raze the
shed because it is smaller than their minimum threshold for a
permit.

Again thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

6 ~ It, A&"
Bradley H. Blower

Enclosure
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April 22, 1994

6912 Westmoreland Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912

Nancy Witherell
Historic Preservation Planner
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Dear Ms. Witherell:

Enclosed are an original and a duplicate of my application
to raze a utility shed in my backyard. The structure is decrepit
and will probably collapse on itself in the next few years. I
would prefer to knock it down and then grade the ground for
better drainage and plant a tree.

I appreciate your assistance in speeding the process along.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

4 &A 
"tAtA4

Bradley H. Blower



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 6912 Westmoreland Avenue Meeting Date: 06/8/94

Resource: Takoma Park Historic District HAWP: Demolition

Case Number: 37/3-94J RECONSIDERATION Tax Credit: No

Public Notice: 05/25/94 Report Date: 06/01/94

Applicant: Bradley H. Blower Staff: Patricia Parker

PROPOSAL: Shed Demolition RECOMMEND: Approval w/
condition

The applicant requests that the HPC reconsider his applica-
tion to demolish a 10' x 18' shed in the Takoma Park Historic
District. The HPC determined that, due to the receipt of addi-
tional information about the condition of the shed and the
opportunity for Commissioners to make a site visit to view the
interior and exterior, further discussion was warranted. Further,
that another opportunity would exist for the applicant to appear
before the Commission to fully discuss all issues pertaining to
the proposed changes.

The shed, approximately 8' in height, is located at the rear
of a one and one-half story bungalow, a contributing resource, in
the District. It is covered with undesirable growth on the
interior and exterior, and is slanting from its concrete founda-
tion. The applicant reports rotten wood timbers and termite
infestation.

The applicant reports that because of the location of the
shed, it inhibits adequate storm water drainage (See pages A-B -
the May 13, 1994 letter). The shed is located approximately seven
feet from the main house and very close to the property line. It
is partially visible from the street.

If demolition is approved, the applicant proposes to grade
the surface and plant a tree..

STAFF DISCUSSION

Staff, in its previous report (See attached Staff Report
05/04/94), recommended that the shed be demolished because:

i) The structure is only partially visible from the public
right-of-way.



2)The shed is not a notable structure.

3) The location of the shed is very close to the main house;
demolition would provide open space. In its place, the applicant
proposes to plant a tree. The Takoma Park Historic District
Guidelines support open space.

Staff continues to support these arguments for razing the
shed. The shed is located at the terminus of a paved driveway,
behind the house - far back from the street. Therefore, the
streetscape is only marginally affected. Again, the Master Plan
for Historic Preservation specific to Takoma Park states that
" .. alterations to'areas that do not directly front on a public
right-of-way which involve the replacement of or damage to ...
architectural features are discouraged but may be considered and
approved on a case-by-case basis."

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Therefore, with the following condition, staff again recom-
mends that the Commission find the proposal consistent with the
purposes of Chapter 24A-8(b)2:

The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the
historical, archeological, architectural or cultural fea-
tures of the historic site, or the historic district in
which an historic resource is located and would not be
detrimental thereto or to the achievement of the purposes of
this chapter;

and with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabili-
tation #2:

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

and with the following condition:

1. The new tree proposed should be identified and located on
a site plan for staff review;

and with the general condition for all Historic Area Work Per-
mits:

The applicant shall notify the Department of Environmental
Protection (DEP) five days prior to commencing work and within
two weeks after completion.

and with the Takoma Park Historic Historic Preservation Review
Guidelines.



May 13, 1994

6912 Westmoreland Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912
(h)(301)270-1627
(w) (202) 616-2228

Patricia Parker
Historic Preservation Planner
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Dear Ms. Parker:

I am writing this letter to ask the Montgomery County
Historical Commission to reconsider at their May 25, 1994 meeting
their denial of my application to raze a termite-infested utility
shed in my backyard. There are several independent grounds that
warrant reconsideration of the Commission's denial:

1) I did not have the chance to explain and answer
questions concerning the utility shed because the Commission's
staff representative, Nancy Wetherall, in several conversations
over the telephone lead me to believe attendance was unnecessary
and that approval of my application was pro forma. I have only
lived in Takoma Park for 10 months and this is my first time
applying to the Commission. My impression that attendance was
not required was further confirmed a.few days before the meeting
when I received a staff recommendation in the mail that my
application be approved by the Commission. Now that I understand
the Commission's concerns and that attendance is encouraged, I
hope to attend the May 25, 1994 meeting to address questions
concerning my application. As it stands now, I feel I was
deprived of that opportunity either by misinformation or
misunderstanding.

Further, you were unable to reach me prior to the
Commission's meeting because my telephone number was not
application. I unintentionally did not include it on the
application, but assumed because Ms. Wetherall had called
several times to discuss the application that your office
telephone number.

on my

me
had my

2) The shed is a public hazard. The shed is termite-
infested and leans to one side. Three landscape architects have
independently examined the shed and without solicitation told me
that the shed should be knocked down because it could fall on my
home (only seven feet away) or fall on my neighbor's utility shed
(only a few feet away). The three architects also told me that
the shed was irretrievably damaged and inhibited storm water
drainage in my back yard. I am truly concerned that if the shed
is not razed, one of the manv children on my street may by hurt
by its collapse. I am also considered that leaving the shed in



• U

the backyard will exacerbate existing drainage problems and
damage my property.

3) The shed does not comply with local ordinances.
Because the shed is termite-infested, is within a year or two of
collapse and waterlogged it should probably be condemned.
Further, I do no believe current housing codes permit a structure
to be within seven feet of a building for obvious safety reasons.

4) The Commission appears not to have considered its own
staff's recommendation that razing the shed will enhance the
space of the area. The staff's recommendation is supported by
the independent conclusions of the three landscape architects.
Further, because I plan to grade the land and plant a tree,
razing the shed will aesthetically enhance the area.

If the Commission does not reconsider their vote, I do plan
to appeal, not only to the Board of Appeals, but also to local
zoning and building authorities. Please forward a copy of my
letter to the Commissioners for their review. I appreciate your
assistance and hope to address the Commission's concerns in
person on May 25, 1994.

Sincerely,

g '7
Bradley H. Blower
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 6912 Westmoreland Avenue Meeting Date: 05/11/94

Resource: Takoma Park Historic District HAWP: Demolition

Case Number: 37/3-94J Tax Credit: No

Public Notice: 04/27/94 Report Date: 05/04/94

Applicant: Bradley H. Blower.

PROPOSAL: Shed Demolition

BACKGROUND

Staff: Patricia Parker

RECOMMEND: Approval w/
condition

The applicant seeks HPC approval to demolish a 10' x 18'
shed in the Takoma Park Historic District. The shed, approximate-
ly 8' in height, is located at the rear of a one and one-half
story bungalow, a contributing resource, in the District. It is
covered with undesirable growth on the interior and exterior, and
is slanting from its concrete foundation. The applicant reports
rotten wood timbers. The shed is located approximately seven feet
from the main house and very close to the property line. It is
partially visible from the street.

If demolition is approved, the applicant proposes to grade
the surface and plant a tree.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The shed, which is proposed to be demolished, appears to be
of frame construction on a concrete foundation with painted
clapboard siding. The structure is gently leaning away from its
foundation. It is apparent that the shed has not received ordi-
nary maintenance to remove undesirable growth and stabilize it.

This application to demolish an ancillary building of a
contributing resource causes staff some concern. The Secretary of
the Interior's Standards clearly state that the historic charac-
ter of a property shall be maintained and preserved. Further, the
Standards, which are used as guidelines by the HPC, state that
deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than
replaced.

Other secondary buildings within the district have features
that are more notable than this structure. It should be clear
that demolition of notable outbuildings/ancillary structures
would not be recommended. However, HAWP review is accomplished on



a case-by-case basis - any decision in this case should not be
construed as a precedent.

This structure is only partially visible from the public
right-of-way. The Guidelines within the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation specific to Takoma Park state that "...minor alter-
ations to areas that do not directly front on a public right-of-
way should be allowed; and ...alterations to areas that do not
directly front on a public right-of-way which involve the re-
placement of or damage to ... architectural features are discour-
aged but may be considered and approved on a case-by-case basis."

For staff, the most compelling argument to support demoli-
tion rests not with the condition of the shed - but its location.
Demolition of a shed not notable within the District and which is
located so close to the main house, is supportable in that it
will provide open space to collectively embellish the District.

The tree to be planted should be carefully selected to
achieve specific landscape objectives and it should not be
planted too close to the house. Close planting to the house could
cause damage to the foundation.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Therefore, with the following condition, staff recommends
that the Commission find the proposal consistent with the purpos-
es of Chapter 24A-8(b)2:

The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the
historical, archeological, architectural or cultural fea-
tures of the historic site, or the historic district in
which an historic resource is located and would not be
detrimental thereto or to the achievement of the purposes of
this chapter;

and with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabili-
tation #2:

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

and with the following condition:

1. The new tree proposed should be identified and located on
a site plan for staff review;

and with the Takoma Park Historic Historic Preservation Review
Guidelines.
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April 22, 1994

6912 Westmoreland Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912

Nancy Witherell
Historic Preservation Planner
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3760

Dear Ms. Witherell:

Enclosed are an original and a duplicate of my application
to raze a utility shed in my backyard. The structure is decrepit
and will probably collapse on itself in the next few years. I
would prefer to knock it down and then grade the ground for
better drainage and plant a tree.

I appreciate your assistance in speeding the process along.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bradley H. Blower
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Historic Preservation Commission

51 Munroe Street,'Sufte 1001, Rockville, Maryland 20850
217-3625

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT -
TAX ACCOUNT-* 

.. - ---

NAMED F-PROPERTY OWNER... TELEPHONE NO.-

(Contract/Purchaser) (Include Area Code)

ADDRESS -
CITY STATE

CONTRACTOR TELEPHONE NO.
-" - "- `'-'CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER'"

PLANS PREPARED BY TELEPHONE NO.

ZIP

_.-. (Include Area Code) 
_.. ..._ ......

REGISTRATION NUMBER

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE
— -- 

~1+i'ylOre (4y1~ ~(House Number Street 2 -

Town/City T p f I 
II 

Election District

Nearest Cross Street

Lot- AS Block ~'' Subdivision~kJ f

IIS3 3 6 t-S 16 17 1~ 19 f--J e,F 6 Ib rrs
T 

WtiVb {,~ t
I Thor F fin 3 [ ParrPI . _ _ —..~~ 7h ~~ .. _ I- J_

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

Colisiluct Extend/Add Alter/flenbvate Repair - Porch Deck Fireplace ' Shed ' Solar Woodburning St ve

Wreck/Raze Move Install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) Other u+4,7,-i
1B. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $
1C. IF THIS IS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT*

10. INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY
IE. IS THIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? o saa I h LyJI) l`~ 

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS
2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 28. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY

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

03 ( I Other 03 ( ) Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL
4A. HEIGHT feet inches
48. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

1. On party line/Property line
2. Entirely on land of owner
3. On public right of way/easement (Revocable Letter Required).

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

Signature of owner or autho zed agent (agent must have signature notarized on back) Date
rwrwrrwrwwrrwrrwrwrwrw wrrwrrwrrrwwwwrrrrwrrer♦rrrrrrrrrrwrrrrwwrwrrwrrwrrwwwwrrwrrrrwwwwrwwww

APPROVED For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission

DISAPPROVED

APPLICATION/PERMIT NO:
DATE FILED:
DATE ISSUED:

Signature

FILING FEE:$
PERMIT FEE: $
BALANCE$

Date



SUPPLEMENTAL APPLICATION FOR HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

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

cx cion "'0 10, 3 /X "3 x

mi QVXJ 4E y~Aa~~4 ~ o 6,r c,4 p

tre s aid ha~s~. s S V-0  4

+t" wt i + Qh UJ d %mac I ,1'

:T+— 1,~- cAgo pav4~JW 04-~, hooprj'~-L~CL(e-

Q, v'e 0( Q 4- 1 eo J a 0 J

p►~ b a ~' u C 011 r"0 1-~ 0',~`i s U~ LA./k A~

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

4e~~ r~ ode 
-f a ~a~ d ►~ (~~r 6 a C& d f

iei ,p— s Pf> Yiva cr,, o ( 

V _._ _ .,-,~ ry ~ ~ , ~ ~ ~4-~(~ u Yv U b 'Q- of d1 e.-
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r, (-_

3
-1-



2. Statement of Project Intent: •

Short, written statement that describes:

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

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

Sew a ra+Q_A ;"),,I, o"~fQ i-ie~.r L ++-~ P_- +0 Vi o o es

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

3. Project Plan:

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

a.. the scale, north arrow, and date;

b. dimensions and heights of all existing and proposed structures;

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

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

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

4. Tree Survey: If applicable, tree survey indicating location, caliper
and species of all trees within project area which are 6" in caliper or
larger (including those to be removed).

D



11 9
5. Design Features: Schematic construction plans drawn to scale at 1/8"

=1'-0", or 1/4" = 1'-0", indicating location, size and general type of
walls, window and door openings, roof profiles, and other fixed features
of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.

6. Facades: Elevation drawings, drawn to scale at 1/8" = 1'0", or 1/4" =
1 10", clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing
construction and, when appropriate, context. All materials and fixtures
proposed for exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An
existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each facade affected by the
proposed work is reouired.

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

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

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

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

Applicant shall submit 2 copies of all materials in a format no larger
than 8 1/2" x 14"; black and white photocopies of color photos are acceptable
with the submission of one original photo.

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

1. Name ~~~ 5,4 ktAj

Address

city/zip i—gvv, Pik , My) a-o=i i
A-~ ►-~~ ~-~~- ~ ham. ~ kok(~ b o -(-v~.~ ~(~ ~ ,

2. Name

Address

City/zip

-3-
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