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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

of

MONTGOMERY COUNTY
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

301-563-3400

Case No. 35/14/01-01A Received July 14, 2001

* Public Appearance September 12, 2001

Before the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission

Application of Montgomery Farm Women’s Cooperative Market (Carol Carrier, Aoent)

7155 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda

DECISION AND OPINION OF THE COMMISSION

Decision of the Commission: DENY the Applicant’s proposal to install artificial siding.

Commission Motion: At the September 12, 2001 meeting of the Historic Preservation

BACKGROUND:

Commission, Commissioner O’Malley presented a motion to deny the
application to install artificial siding. Commissioner Watkins seconded the
motion. Commissioners Spurlock, Williams, O’Malley, Velasquez,
Watkins, Harbit, and Breslin voted in favor of the motion. Commissioners
Lesser and DiReggi were absent. The motion passed 7-0.

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

Appurtances 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.
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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 July 14, 2001, Carol Carrier as agent for Montgomery Farm Women’s Cooperative Market
completed an application for a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) to install vinyl siding on a
commercial market building. On July 31, 2001, Carol Carrier requested postponement of the
Historic Preservation Commission hearing until September 12, 2001.

7155 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda is designated an individual resource, added to the Master Plan
For Historic Preservation In Montgomery County in 1986. This amendment includes historic
preservation review guidelines which are intended to guide the HPC’s decisions in specific
HAWP cases.

The designation lists the structure as:
J Built in 1935 — a long, narrow 1 %-story frame building with a hipped roof.
. Started as a Depression-era self-help project by upper county farm families..

The Farm Women’s Market is a familiar landmark in downtown Bethesda, clearly seen from
Wisconsin Avenue, the principal street in Bethesda. Much of the original town has been replaced
by high-rise buildings. The historic structure is notable for being an intact remnant of its period
of significance.

The style and materials chosen by the builders in the 1930’s evoke a time of depression and
drought when families in rural Montgomery County were working together to create new markets
for their farm produce.



EVIDENCE IN THE RECORD:

A written staff recommendation on this case was prepared and sent to the Commission on
September 5, 2001. At the September 12, 2001 Historic Preservation Commission meeting, staff
person Perry Kephart Kapsch showed 35MM slides of the site and presented an oral report on the
staff recommendation. Staff recommended denial of the proposed siding installation, as it was
not consistent with the historic and architectural character of the individually designated Master

Plan site.

Staff's specific concerns about the proposed artificial siding installation that constituted reasons
for the denial recommendation were:

(V8]

7155 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda is designated an individual resource, added to
the Master Plan For Historic Preservation In Montgomery County in 1986. As an
individually designated site, changes to the historic resource are subject to the
highest level of review.

The installation of artificial siding is not justified in order to maintain the
property. Both local and sate tax credit programs are available to defray the cost
of repairing and painting the existing wood siding. The local incentive of 10%,
and state incentive of 25% of the cost of maintenance underscore the importance
of retaining and preserving the material integrity of historic properties.

Installation of an out-of-period material would substantially decrease the historic
value of the commercial building. As an intact example of commercial buildings
from the period of significance, it is important that the structure with its original
building materials be preserved.

As istrue for most structures, the walls and trim, together with the roof and
windows, form the majority of the exterior area and architecture of the building.
Covering a significant portion of the historic exterior with an out-of-period
material would destroy the historic integrity of the building with such a large
percentage of the surface no longer intact.

Use of artificial siding can cause irreparable damage to the historic wood cladding
when moisture is trapped against the wood layer by the impermeable artificial
siding layer.

The addition of artificial siding is not recommended as a method of mitigating
lead paint situations. Information on the proper methods of dealmo with lead
paint on historic structures is widely available.

Where wood siding from the era of construction has been maintained, it has been
shown to be a long lasting and effective cladding for historic buildings. Artificial
siding does not have the comparable record for durability. In the case of original
siding that is too deteriorated to be retained, new wood siding material to match
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the original is available.

8. ‘The market building is a familiar landmark along Wisconsin Avenue, the main
street in Bethesda. Much of the original town has been replaced by high-rise
buildings. The historic structure is notable for being an intact remnant of its period
of significance.

Staff also pointed out that the applicants are to be commended for their concern that the historic
market be maintained, but application of artificial siding over, or instead of, historic materials
cannot be considered a satisfactory solution.

The applicant’s agent, Carol Carrier, came forward to testify. She introduced herself as a director
of the Montgomery Farm Women's Cooperative Market. She explained that the condition of the
wood siding and its maintenance was only one of the problems they are having at the market.

She noted that the market is a wonderful place, serving also as a community meeting place. She
explained that farming is somewhat of a dying industry in Montgomery County. As the market is -
a co-operative, although the members have the opportunity to make money selling their products,
not a lot of money is going in for maintenance and improvement of the building. Many of the
problems they are now facing are those that have caught up with them over the years. They have
little internal direction to do maintenance. One of the Board of Directors’ goals was to have
siding put on the building to slow done some of the deterioration of the building. Another big
issu¢ was the condition of the windows, but she was trying to work with one project at a time.

Commissioner Velasquez opened the discussion by noting how familiar and beloved the Farm
Women’s Market is to everyone. She reminisced that when she moved to Bethesda in 1961, she
used to walk to the Market. In her opinion, given the affection of the community for the structure,
and for the market enterprise, and speaking as a preservationist, the installation of artificial or
aluminum siding would ultimately damage the existing wood siding on the building. She noted
how important it was that the building be preserved. She acknowledged the expensive of scraping
and painting wood siding, but noted that there is a 25% state tax credit to offset the costs.

The applicant responded that they would need someone to work along with them to get the tax
credit.

Commissioner Velasquez indicated that HPC staff was available to help.

Staff explained that there was a local preservation group, Montgomery Preservation, Inc., who
might be available to provide advice or assistance, as they had been involved in working to save
the farmstead of one of the founders of the market, Macie King.

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 24A-8(a) provides that:



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

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

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

Standard 5:  Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property shall be retained and preserved.

Standard 6:  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.

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

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:

1. 7155 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda is designated an individual resource, added to
the Master Plan For Historic Preservation In Montgomerv County in 1986. For
this reason, it is essential to preserve the historic character of this resource,
including the wood siding, and to maintain its integrity. As an individually
designated site, changes to the historic resource are subject to the highest level of
review. '




2. The use of artificial siding on the market building is not justified in order to
maintain the property. Both local and state tax credit programs are available to
defray the cost of repairing and painting the existing wood siding. Distinctive
construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship are to be retained and
preserved.

[US]

Changes to the exterior siding of the subject property would be counter to good
preservation practices as they require a major change in a resource specifically
designated in the Master Plan for its architectural details, and a change to a
familiar historic landmark in Bethesda.

4. The use of artificial siding on the property is not warranted for structural or
durability reasons. Wood siding from the era of construction has been shown to
be a long lasting cladding. Historic features are to be repaired and not replaced.

5. The concerns as to lead paint removal can be addressed by other methods that
would not require use of artificial siding.

6. Use of artificial siding could irreparably damage the wood siding and architectural
details.
CONCLUSION:

The Commission was guided in its decision by Chapter 24A, by Historic Preservation Review
Guidelines in the Amendment to the Approved and Adopted Master Plan for Historic
Preservation in Montgomery County. Maryland, 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(a) of the Montgomery County Code, 1984, as amended, the Commission must deny the
application of Montgomery County Farm Women’s Cooperative Market for a Historic Area
Work Permit (HAWP) to install artificial siding on the commercial structure at 7155 Wisconsin
Avenue, Bethesda: ' '

[f 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.

Steven L. rffck, AIA, Chairperson ' Date
Montgomery County

Historic Preservation Commission




HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
of
- MONTGOMERY COUNTY

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

301-563-3400

Case No. 35/14/01-01A Received July 14, 2001

Public Appearance September 12, 2001

Before the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission

Application of Montgomery Farm Women’s Cooperative Market (Carol Carrier, Agent)

7155 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda

DECISION AND OPINION OF THE COMMISSION

Decision of the Commission: DENY the Applicant’s proposal to install artificial siding.

Commission Motion: At the September 12, 2001 meeting of the Historic Preservation

BACKGROUND:

Commission, Commissioner O"Malley presented a motion to deny the
application to install artificial siding. Commissioner Watkins seconded the

- motion. Commissioners Spurlock, Williams, O’Malley, Velasquez,

Watkins, Harbit, and Breslin voted in favor of the motion. Commissioners
Lesser and DiReggi were absent. The motion passed 7-0.

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

Appurtances 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.
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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, whichris significant in national, state or local
history, architecture, archeology or culture.

On July 14, 2001, Carol Carrier as agent for Montgomery Farm Women’s Cooperative Market
completed an apphcatlon for a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) to install vinyl siding on a
commercial market building. On July 31, 2001, Carol Carrier requested postponement of the
Historic Preservation Commission hearing until September 12, 2001.

7155 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda is designated an individual resource, added to the Master Plan
For Historic Preservation In Montgomery County in 1986. This amendment includes historic

preservation review guidelines which are intended to guide the HPC’s decisions in specific
HAWP cases.

The designation lists the structure as:
J Built in 1935 — a long, narrow 1 Y%-story frame building with a hipped roof. -
. Started as a Depression-era self-help project by upper county farm families..

'The Farm Women’s Market is a familiar landmark in downtown Bethesda; clearly seen from
Wisconsin Avenue, the principal street in Bethesda. Much of the original town has been replaced
by high-rise buildings. The historic structure is notable for being an intact remnant of its period
of significance.

The style and materials chosen by the builders in the 1930°s evoke a time of depression and
drought when families in rural Montgomery County were working together to create new markets
for their farm produce.



EVIDENCE IN THE RECORD:

A written staff recommendation on this case was prepared and sent to the Commission on
September 5, 2001. At the September 12, 2001 Historic Preservation Commission meeting, staff
person Perry Kephart Kapsch showed 35MM slides of the site and presented an oral report on the
staff recommendation. Staff recommended denial of the proposed siding installation, as it was
not consistent with the historic and architectural character of the individually designated Master

Plan site.

Statf’s specific concerns about the proposed artificial siding installation that constituted reasons
for the denial recommendation were:

(O8]
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7155 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda is designated an individual resource, added to
the Master Plan For Historic Preservation In Montgomery Countyv in 1986. As an -
individually designated site, changes to the historic resource are subject to the
highest level of review.

The installation of artificial siding is not justified in order to maintain the
property. Both local and sate tax credit programs are available to defray the cost
of repairing and painting the existing wood siding. The local incentive of 10%,
and state incentive of 25% of the cost of maintenance underscore the importance
of retaining and preserving the material integrity of historic properties.

Installation of an out-of-period material would substantially decrease the historic
value of the commercial building. As an intact example of commercial buildings
from the period of significance, it is important that the structure with its original
building materials be preserved.

Y
As is true for most structures, the walls and trim, together with the roof and
windows, form the majority of the exterior area and architecture of the building.
Covering a significant portion of the historic exterior with an out-of-period
material would destroy the historic integrity of the building with such a large
percentage of the surface no longer intact.

Use of artificial siding can cause irreparable damage to the historic wood cladding
when moisture is trapped against the wood layer by the impermeable artificial
siding layer.

The addition of artificial siding is not recommended as a method of mitigating
lead paint situations. Information on the proper methods of dealing with lead
paint on historic structures is widely available.

Where wood siding from the era of construction has been maintained, it has been
shown to be a long lasting and effective cladding for historic buildings. Artificial
siding does not have the comparable record for durability. In the case of original

siding that is too deteriorated to be retained, new wood siding material to match
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the original is available.

8. The market building is a familiar landmark along Wisconsin Avenue, the main
street in Bethesda. Much of the original town has been replaced by high-rise
buildings. The historic structure is notable for being an intact remnant of its period
of significance.

Staff also pointed out that the applicants are to be commended for their concern that the historic
market be maintained, but application of artificial siding over, or instead of, historic materials
cannot be considered a satisfactory solution.

The applicant’s agent, Carol Carrier, came forward to testify. She introduced herself as a director
of the Montgomery Farm Women’s Cooperative Market. She explained that the condition of the
wood siding and its maintenance was only one of the problems they are having at the market.

She noted that the market is a wonderful place, serving also as a community meeting place. She
explained that farming is somewhat of a dying industry in Montgomery County. As the market is
a co-operative, although the members have the opportunity to make money selling their products,
not a lot of money is going in for maintenance and improvement of the building. Many of the
problems they are now facing are those that have caught up with them over the years. They have
little internal direction to do maintenance. One of the Board of Directors’ goals was to have
siding put on the building to slow done some of the deterioration of the building. Another big
issue was the condition of the windows, but she was trying to work with one project at a time.

Commissioner Velasquez opened the discussion by noting how familiar and beloved the Farm
Women’s Market is to evervone. She reminisced that when she moved to Bethesda in 1961, she
used to walk to the Market. In her opinion, given the affection of the community for the structure,
and for the market enterprise, and speaking as a preservationist, the installation of artificial or
aluminum siding would ultimately damage the existing wood siding on the building. She noted
how important it was that the building be preserved. She acknowledged the expensive of scraping
and painting wood siding, but noted that there is a 25% state tax credit to offset the costs.

The applicant responded that they would need someone to work along with them to get the tax
credit.

Commissioner Velasquez indicated that HPC staff was available to help.

Staff explained that there was a local preservation group, Montgomery Preservation, Inc., who
might be available to provide advice or assistance, as they had been involved in working to save
the farmstead of one of the founders of the market, Macie King.

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 24A-8(a) provides that:



The Commission shall instruct the director to deny a permit if it finds, based on the
evidence and information presented to or before the commission that the alteration for
which the permit is sought would be inappropriate or inconsistent with, or detrimenta] 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 #2, #5, #6,
#9 and #10 are applicable in this case:

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

Standard 5:  Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property shall be retained and preserved.

Standard 6:  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.

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

Standard 10: New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken
in such a manner that, i1f 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. 7155 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda is designated an individual resource, added to
the Master Plan For Historic Preservation In Montgomery County in 1986. For
this reason, it is essential to preserve the historic character of this resource,
including the wood siding, and to maintain its integrity. As an individually
designated site, changes to the historic resource are subject to the highest level of
review.
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2. The use of artificial siding on the market building is not justified in-order to
' maintain the property. Both local and state tax credit programs are available to
defray the cost of repairing and painting the existing wood siding. Distinctive
construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship are to be retained and
preserved.

Changes to the exterior siding of the subject property would be counter to good
preservation practices as they require a major change in a resource specifically
designated in the Master Plan for its architectural details, and a change to a
familiar historic landmark in Bethesda. '

(OS]

4. The use of artificial siding on the property is not warranted for structural or
durability reasons. Wood siding from the era of construction has been shown to
be a long lasting cladding. Historic features are to be repaired and not replaced.

5. The concerns as to lead paint removal can be addressed by other methods that
would not require use of artificial siding.

6. Use of artificial siding could irreparably damage the wood siding and architectural
details.
CONCLUSION:

The Commission was guided in its decision by Chapter 24A, by Historic Preservation Review
Guidelines in the Amendment to the Approved and Adopted Master Plan for Historic
Preservation in Montgomery Countv. Marvland, 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(a) of the Montgomery County Code, 1984, as amended, the Commission must deny the
application of Montgomery County Farm Women’s Cooperative Market for a Historic Area
Work Permit (HAWP) to install artificial siding on the commercial structure at 7155 Wisconsin
Avenue, Bethesda:

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.

%@v&uﬁ% 2 o0\
Steven L. ck, AIA, Chairperson Date
Montgomery County

Historic Preservation Commission




"DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES'
#58 ROCKVILLE IKE, 2 FLOOR; ROCKVILLE anoss s
M0G0 L e .

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contac(l"urson: C arol Carrier
Daytime PhoneNo.:_ DD 1~ 253 - 0003

DPS - #8

Tax Account No.: OC) l‘l 3 053 l ‘212()2«[5”1‘2( (Jal‘ 'Mr:»/” ‘l;‘l‘; 'o‘ s 2
Name of Property Owner: r?gg;%?y[\fgvtr anl:\w(\/\ \‘V;il; ren ° Dagtime Phone No: _D01~ 253 ~ 0403
adess:_ 1155 Wisconsin Ave. Bethesda , Maryland K208 14

Sueet Number City Staet Zip Code
Contracton: K? ane Comdra [l /'\,[3 Phone No.. _RH O~ X115 - Q3Y

Contractor Registration No.:_ 57 30k

Agenttor Owner: = Ay Johnson Daytime Phone No.: ot {D = D715 ~ aady

Address: ‘ 50\ E(\\'\O& \l ('\/ . -5"'\\”;, C ,c'._}(,)‘, Wyl. MDD
LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE ! J7

House Number: | | 55 Steet W15 CONSIMN Ave -
Town/City: &-Qﬂf’\ esdo NeatestCrossSteet: {1 W\DW)_ Lane

Lot: Block: Subdivision:

Liber: CRW o 12 fatio: 200 Parcel: P l()qq

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION ANO USE

1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
(7} Construct ‘ () Extend () Aher/Benovate 1w D) Shab () Room Addition (O Porch  [J Deck [ Shed
7 Move M Install (73 WreckMaze {7} Sofar 1.} Fireplace |7 Woodburning Stove [ Single Family
[ Revision ) Repair (3 Revocable £2) Fence/Wall {comiplete Section 4) 3 Other: _y_I_D_\‘d S \Q’i Qg

18. Construction cost estimate:  §

C. Ifthis is a revision of a previotisly appioved active permit, see Permit #

JART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTIDN AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

‘A, Type of sewage disposal: 01 (H/WSSC 02 ] Septic 03 {'] Other:

8. Type of water supply: 1 (WSS 02 17) Well 03 I'] Other:

I

PART THREE; COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

) Y .
IJA‘ Height feel inches N/A . H‘H ll Jub 16 i \""“’,!

2 : DPSAARD L
{7} On party fine/propesty line {2) Entirely on land of owner 1) On public right of way/easement - —

18. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the fellowing focations:

i hereby certily that | have the authority (o make the loregoing application, that the application is coredt, and thal the canstruction will comply with plans
approved by oll agencics listed and I ierehy acknowledye anid accept (s fo e a comlition loi the isskance ol this permit,

Ot (e Y&y

: - Z Y
Siynature of owner or authotized sgeat / [l 1 — g J j/) 02 S Date

s Vo e QZ /- )=o)

25/ 1¢lhi ot

For Chaitperson, Mistoric Preservation Commission



1.

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

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

8. Description of existing structure{s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and'significence:

2,

See. aWaehed

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

S5cc  atached

SITEPLAN

Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may usa your plat. Your site plan must inchide:
8. thte scale, north arow, and date;

b, dimensions of afl existing and proposed structures; and

c. site features such as walkways, driveways, lences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equig 1, and landscaping.

. _PLANSANDELEVATIONS C@m Omi Yt QRS pev Terry Wkapsch, Hisdorie S0ty

You must submil 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format no farger than 11" x 17", Plans on 8 1/2" x 11° paper aie prefemed

a. Schemstic construction plans, with marked dimensions, indicaling location, size anil general lype of walls, window and door openings, end other
tixed features of both the existing resource(s} and the proposed wark. ’

b. Elevations (1acades), with maiked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed wosk in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context.
All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior tnust be nofed on the elevalions drawings. An existing and s proposed clevation drewing of each
facade atfected by the proposed work is required.

'

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

d items proposed lor incorporation in the work of the project. This information m:;y be included on your

General description of materials and
design drawings. .

- Bulders _»_P_r‘.\hc.le‘ - D - Wihite S\clms , 80V "PVC Sherwood Green 4rirmn

PHOTOGRAPHS e e e U S

¢ . Clearly labeled photograpliic prints of eactt facade of existing resource, including details of the affected portions. Alf labels should be placed on the

front of photographs,

b. Clearly label phatagraphic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-ol-way and al the adjaining properties. All labels should be placed on
the frant of phatographs,

IREE SURVEY

If yr: are proposing tion adj to ar within the drigline af any tree 6° of larger in diameter (at approximately 4 feet above the ground), you
et file an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPENTY OWNE(S

For ALL projects, pravide an accurete list of adjacent and confionting praperty owners {not teaants), including names, addresses, and zip cades. This list
should include the owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as well as the awner{s} of lot{s} or parcel(s} which lie directly across
tha streethighway from the patcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Department of As ts and Taxation, 51 M Street, K
Rockville, {301/273-1155).

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



MENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES.

301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR

255 ROCKVILLE PIKE, 2nd FLOOR. ROCK E.Mo‘zoasu
. 240177:8370. K

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: CO ro\ C armev

DPS - #8

Daytime Phone No.: 20|

- 53%-0403

Tax Account No.: OO l“ 205 &‘
OnTqomery Farm Wb men's

Name of Property Owner: ( OQQP CARVE N ovrkeA Daytime Phone No.; jD\ ”

22 Griffidn Pr,
Grevnevshurg .

Mo o6

adess: 1155 Wisconsin Ave. Bethesda | N aryland A08 14

Street Nutber City Staet

coacto:_ K€ an e Comyvaci, N

Phone No.: &Lf 0 -

Contractor Registration No.: 5/30b

Agentfor Owner: = d\/ Johnson

Daytine Phone No.: _&4{D -

Q53 -0403

Zip Coda
Y15 - 2334
U5 - aady

Address: | 50\ E(\Y\O\’L o, Si\yer (':le‘m‘(JJ; Mo

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE
House Number: l 55

st W15 cansi_Ave .

Town/City: % edhe 5 Ao Neaesi CrassSteet: () Voo Lane
Lot Block: Subdivision:
Liber: ChW o W12 Falior 3O pacet P ,49

PART ONE: TYPE DF PERMIT ACTION AND USE
1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

{1 Construct [ Extend (O Altei/Renovate A€ [ Slab

1) Move M/lnslall ) Wreck/Rare ("} Solar U} Fireplace 7] Woadburning Stove

(1 Revision (] Repair (O Revacable

18. Construction cost estimate: §

{J Room Addition [0 Porch (0 Deck (3 Shed

{7 Single Family

C. Ifthis is a revision of a previously approved aclive permit, see Perniit #

17} Fence/Wall {complete Section 4} 0O Dther:  V ‘D}“ S \dl Qg

'ART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

‘A Type of sewage disposal: 01 m\ISSC 02 {7) Septic 03 1’} Other:

B. Type of water supply; 01 ['WsSe 02 (") Well 03 I'] Other:

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

A Height feet _____inches N/A » ' Tml[l

318, Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constiucted on one of the following focations:

Co ) DP/LAND D[‘. 5J
() On party line/property line {1 Entisely on land of owner (-} On public right of way/easamept———————-———"""""""""

Jr‘MLI\H SERVICE

i hereby certily that | have the authority to make the foregoing applicution, that the application is correct, and that the consfruction will comply with plons

approved by all agencies listed ani | hereby acknowledye and accepl this to he a contiiion for Ihe issuance ol this patmit,

Ot Convun

o 7140
Signatue ol owner or autherized agent 7;/ g 5 5502 (( / DBIG)

Approved:

for Chaitperson, Mistoric Preservation Commission

25/ 19/

JU 16 Wi JL

|

LA



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

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description of existing structura(s) and environmental seiting, including their historical features end significence:

See aMNached

b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resourcels}, the enviranmental setting, end, where applicable, the historic district:

Sce  oMached

TE PLAN

Site and environmental selting, drewn to scale. You may use yowr plat. Your site plan must include:
8. the scale, north avow, and date;

b. dimensions of all existing and proposed st es; and

¢. site fealures such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, st , trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, end landscaping.

PLANSANDELEVATIONS Cam Omi¥ @S per Terry Kapsch  thstoric Socedy

You 1pust submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format no targer thap 117 x 17°, Plans on 8 1/2” x 11° papef are prefered

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

b. Flevations (facades), witti marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context.
All materials and fixt proposed for the exterior must ba nated on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevation diawing of each

facade alfected by the proposed woik is required.

'

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General description of materials and | ed items prof

design drawings. )
Puilders Pnde - DH- whide $iding , 0L -FVC Sherwaod Green rim

PHOTOGRAPHS e e v e e

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

1 lof Incotporation in the work of the praject, This information miy be included on your

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

TREE SURVEY

Hyre ate proposing construction adjacent to or within the dripling ol any tree 67 o1 larger in diameter {at approximately 4 feet above the ground), you

muscfile an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tiee of at least that dimension,

ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPEATY OWNERS

For ALL projecis, provide an accurate lst of adjacent and conlronting property owners {not tenants), including names, eddresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of all lots or parcels which adjein the paicel in question, es well as the awner{s) of lot{s) or parcel{s) whict: lie ditectly across
tha straevhighway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this inforrnation from the Depertment of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,

Rockville, {301/279-1355).

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) GR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE. AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS,
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 7155 Wisconsin Avenﬁe, Bethesda Meeting Date: 09/12/01

Applicant:  Montgomery Farm Women’s Report Date: 09/05/01
Cooperative Market (Carol Carrier, Agent)

Resource:  Master Plan Site #35/14-01, Public Notice: 08/29/01
Farm Women’s Market

Review: HAWP : ‘ Tax Credit: Yes

Case Number: 35/14/01-01A Staff: Perry Kephart Kapsch

PROPOSAL: Install vinyl siding. . RECOMMEN]j: Deny

- PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Individual Master Plan Site
STYLE: Craftsman
DATE: 1935

Hipped roof. 1'% story, 11-bay, rectangular frame commercial structure with lapped
novelty wood siding, composite shingle roofing, and a centered front gabled entry vestibule. The
entry bay has a circular window in the front gable, and paired front doors flanked by 6/6 double-
hung windows. These windows and the 12/12 windows on all four sides are covered by green
and white aluminum awnings. There is an exterior stove chimney on the north end of the front
(west) fagade. '

PROPOSAL
The applicant proposes to install vinyl siding over the existing wood siding.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The Farm Women’s Market is a familiar landmark in downtown Bethesda that was
designated to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation in 1986 as:

e 1933--long. narrow 1'-story frame building with a hipped roof.
* Started as a Depression self-help project by Upper County farm families.
As an individually designated Master Plan site, it is subject to the highest level of review. :i
1



Vinyl cladding is not consistent with the historic or architectural character of the historic market,
which is a substantially intact example of commercial buildings from the period of significance
(1933), and is clearly visible from Wisconsin Avenue, the principal street in Bethesda. As much
of the original town of Bethesda has been demolished and replaced with high-rise buildings.
retention of a historic building in as intact a condition as possible takes on even greater
signiticance.

The style and materials chosen by the original butlders evoke a time when families in
rural Montgomery County were working to survive. As physical remnants of that era, the style
original materials remind the public of the tradition behind the present day farm women’s
cooperative.

As with many structures, the walls and trim, together with the roof and windows, form
the majority of the exterior area and architecture of the building. Covering a significant portion of
the total historic exterior with an out-of-period material destroys the integrity of the building and
should- not be approved.

The applicant is to be commended for the concerns expressed that the house be properly
maintained, but the use of vinyl siding cannot be considered as a satisfactory maintenance -
practice. Covering of original cladding material with vinyl can cause irreparable damage to the
historic wood cladding when moisture is trapped against the wood layer by the vinyl layer.

Concerns with regard to lead paint removal are brought into proper perspective in
numerous publications. Information on the proper methods of dealing with lead paint on historic
structures is widely available. The addition of vinyl siding is not recommended as a method of
mitigating lead paint situations.

Where wood siding from the era of construction has been maintained. it has been shown
to be a long lasting and effective cladding for historic buildings. Vinyl siding does not have a
comparable record for durabilitv. In the case of original siding that 1s too deteriorated to be
retained. new wood siding material to match the original is available. A HAWP is not required
to paint original siding or to replace it in kind — that is, to replace wood with wood. and there are
knowledgeable craftsmen in this area qualitied to maintain the historic cladding.

The argument that the expense of maintaining painted wood cladding justifies the
elimination of historic materials should not be considered. Both local and state tax credit and
refund programs are available to detray the cost of repairing and painting the wood siding. The
financial incentives offered at both the state and county level of government underscore the
importance of retaining and preserving the material integrity of historic sites and districts.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission deny the HAWP application as required by
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 with the Secretary of the Interior Guidelines #2, #3, #6, and #9:

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 example of craftsmanship that
characterize a property shall be retained and preserved.

Deteriorated histeric 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 rriassing
to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.



="_‘;igruh~1b. - DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES

25§ RQCKVILLE PIKE, an FLQOR. ROCKVIL!;E Mﬁ 20850
0083700

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: C Qaro { C ar;prec

Oaylime Phone No: DD 1 - 253~ 0403
23uL Grafbides D

DPS -#8

TaxAccount Mo (V0 305 | e the e bwry - D JUSE L
nMo nr:jonnc- y FGrm Wu men's )
Name aof Property Owner:  C 00 pRICAhve M arket Daytime Phone No.: _H01 = 25 D ~C403
adiess: 1155 [Uisconsin Ave. Bethesda ., Marviand 20814
Stueat Nwabers Ciy Staec © Zip Code
Contactom:_ KN @ 1y € Cordvaoing )71 Phone No. XM 0= B9 - 233y
Contractor RegistrationNo.. 2/ 30(s ~
Agenttor Owner: = 3,00 Johledon Daytime Phone No: o2tID = 5715 - aa st
Address: \f)OLi:dl‘\O\‘{_ \ 3 0 Ta\yee L L :r_ MmN
LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE ¥
House Number: | 1 D5 sueet W15 oSN Ave .
TfawryCity: \)) E€3-hes A G NeacestCrossSteet: (U VN0t LAane
Lot Block: Subdivision:
uber: CAW no W12 Faliec 3LD Pacet: b [pqq
PART ONE: TYPEQF PEAMIT ACTION AND USE
TA. CHECK ALLAPPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
{7} Constiuct (7} Extend (3 AhewTenovate IaC 1Sk I'] Roo Addition (0 Poich (3 Oeck (0 Shed
[} Move I*{lns:aﬂ [J WieckRaze ‘ { ) Solae {2} fireplace | ) Woodburning Stove 17} Single Family
{_] Revisian L7 Repan {3 Revocable I FencesWall [comiplete Sectian 1) O Otter: \/m\]l[ 3 \dl QS(

i8. Cunsliuction cost estimate:  §

C. I tlus is 3 revision of a previously appraved active pevi, see Perant #

JART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADOITIONS

A Type of sewage dispasal: 0t (M wsst 02 {.] Septic 03 | ] Other:

8. Type of water supply: 0t (wssc 0z 1} wel 0311 Other; : o

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCEMETAINING WALL
3A. Height feet ____inches N/A

38. Indicale whether the lence ac relaining walt is to be constructed un une of the foitowing lecations:

171 On party line/property line 12 Entisely on tand of owner

i hiereby certily that | have ihe authatity fo make the loreqainy anpheating, that tha ppphcation is cosrect, and that the construction will camply with plans
approved by alf agencies histed and ! hereby acknawledye and accent this 0 he a combtion lur ihe 1ssuanca of this parmit.

N vy s /L o > _ju
N e — 7))
( /‘t s,,,,,,rm. ulu/v)vmlulflhwiudsqaul 7/25\:{')&\)(( Daie

Appraved: _Fur Chanperson, thisteric Preservation Commission

%%//L}[(bpol,%‘



2.

3.

4,

5.

_PLANS ANDELEVATIONS €O OMmi ¥ QS ¢

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

WRITTEN DESCRIPYION OF PROJECT

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

See o WNackhyd

b. General description of project and its effect on tha historic resuurce(s), the envirotinental setting, and, where applicabls, the historic distict:

< L o e e

SITEPLAN

' Site and environmental setting, dcawn to scale, You may usa your plat. Your site plan must include:

8. the scale, noith attow, and dats;
b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and

c. site fealures such as walkways, drivaways, fences, punds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, énd landscaping.

bor Tercy Kapsch, HisHor e Sociey

You (nust subenit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format ne farger than 18" x 177, Plans on 8 1/2° x 117 paper are preferred, -

a. Schemastic constrisction plans, with maiked dimensions, indicating location, site and general type of walls, window and door openings, and other
lixed fedtures of both the existing resaurcel(s) and the proposeit work,

b. flevalions {{acades), with marked dimensions, cleadly imlicating proposed work in relation 1o existing construction and, when appropriate, context.

All materials and lixtures proposed for the extenof must be noted on the elevations drawings, An exisling and s proposed elévation drawing of each
facade slfected Ly the proposed work is cequired.

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General description of materials and manufactured items proposed for incorporetion in the work of the praject. This information may be included on your
design drawings,
'E)u_\ lL\e > P(I(_I e -~ DH -~ wihnte i)ldlns ) BOW "PVC She ru_.g'mc] Green 4rimn

PHOTOGRAPHS - e e

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the atfected portions. All 1sbels should be placed an the
lront of photographs.

b Clearly lsbel photographic prints of the resource as viewed liom the public right-of-way and of the adjoining properties. Afl tabels should ba placed an

the front of photographs,

TREE SYRVEY

it ye: are proposing construction adjacent 1o of within the diipline of any tree 67 or farger in diameter (at approximately 4 feet above the ground), you
.t lile an accurate trea survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at leasi that dimension.

ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT ANO CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNENS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and conliomting property owners [not tenants), including names, addresses, and 2ip codes. This list
should include the owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the prarcel in question, as well as the owner{s) of lot{s) or parcel{s) which lie directly acrass
tha streethighway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Department of Assessments and Taxalion, 51 Moncoe Street,
Rockville, (301/279-1155).

PLEASE PRINT {IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR TYPE TIIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIOES OF TIIE TEMPLATE, AS TMIS WitL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.



7. Adjacent and Confronting property owners to The Montgomery Farm Women's
Cooperative Market: - »

7201 Wisconsin Ave. owned by Central Properties LTD PTNSP
¢/o CRC Commercial
6305 Ivy Lane suite 202
Greenbelt, MD 20770-1465
7121 Wisconsin Ave. owned by Columbia Realty Venture LLC
¢/0 Columbia Realty MGT INC
5301 Wisconsin Ave. NW #600
Washington DC 20015-2044
7200 Wisconsin Ave. owned by Artery Plaza Assoc. LTD PTSP
c/o Chriss Hulett
2345 Crystal Dr.
Arlington, VA 22202
7140 Wisconsin Ave. owned by C & G Associates
c/o Midland Co.
1228 31% St. NW
v ' Washington DC 20007
7126 Wisconsin Ave. owned by C & G Associates
c/o Midland Co.
1228 31% St. NW
Washington DC 20007
Public Parking Facility no. 24 owned by Montgomery County, MD
101 Moaroe St.
Rockville, MD
7235 Wisconsin Ave. (faces Willow Ln.) owned by
Potomac Land & INV CO
7235 Wisconsin Ave.
Bethesda, MD 20814

-



1. WRITTEN DECSCRIPTION OF PROJECT

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

‘The Montgomery Farm Women’s Cooperative Market is sited amid high rise office
and commercial buildings in the heart of downtown Bethesda, MD. The cooperative
market serves the community by providing fresh seasonal produce, flowers and home-
style foods as it has since 1932 . when Montgomery County farm women organized an
outlet to sell their farm products in an effort to relieve the poor economic conditions
brought about by the Depression and a drought. The organization was originally guided
and supported by the Extension Service of the University of Maryland in cooperation
with Montgomery County and the United States Department of Agriculture.

The building itself remains the original 105 x 45 foot rectangular frame structure on a
concrete foundation. Painted white with green trim and aluminum awnings, stately
sycamore trees grace the green space facing Wisconsin Ave. Asphalt parking space
surrounds three sides of the building with decorative fencing on Wisconsin Ave. and
Willlow Lane.

After sixty nine years of continuous service as a farm market, the cooperative is still
heralded as an example of support to the agricultural community as well as providing a
meeting place for friends and neighbors. The market cooperates with Bethesda Urban
Partnership as well as smaller community groups to enhance Bethesda. We provide an
oasis of personal retail service on a very human scale to the big city” environment that
has become downtown Bethesda. :

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

In an effort to maintain the structural integrity of a nearly seventy year old wood
building, we are applying for permission to clad the building’s wood with vinyl siding in

a similar clapboard with a wood texture in the same white with green trim as the original.

Visually the building would bear no change. The market has reached a tenuous situation
regarding the expense of the maintenance of painting and wood repair. Application of

vinyl siding would stave off further deterioration to the structure. We are not seeking to-

make any further changes to the landscaping or the rest of the site.
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Would it be Bethesda
without ‘the n'rarket"’

JouRMNAL- ols

IFace 1t. ‘The world is fist becoming one ¢l mdy held mega-
franchise in which we are 1) greeted at onr tables hy young
girls named Kathy, agin “Hello, vy name is Kathy. I'll be your
wailress,” 2) served precision-weighed all-beef hamburgers
(cooked medinm — regardless of our preference), and 1)
handed a check Inan Average Elapsed Thime of 24 minntes
("“Have a nice day. Please come again.”).

And there's nothing we can do abont it,

No act of Congress can keep the Merger Kings from buylng
up old bars, prying authentic antiques from (he walls and re-
placing them with authentic recreations, hanging vast
amounts of shrubbery front the ceiling, and charging you for
$2.60 for a lukewarm deatt. No act of Goll can leeep the Profit
Pharoalis from tearing down old family-owned enterprises
(Est. 1926) to build businesses designed to see black by the
end oflheaemnd quarter. e

.

So, when you chance upon a place where the waitress
doesn't feel compelted to tell yon her nane (and suspects
yau're siart enough to guess her ocenpation), or yon happen
upoita joint where the barlender will point you out the door if
you wint 1o sce plants, or you stumble upon a business where
a “second quarter’ is sontething you save for avainy day, you
remtember it

The Montgomery Farm Women'’s Macket in Bethesda is one
such place. iU is an anachronism which, together with the old
Bethesda Post Office, sticks out like two red kernels on an ear
of Sitver Queen. Withonut the IFarm Wonien'’s Marlet and a few
other notable Tandimarks (1ot Shoppes and the old Bethesda
movle theater, now the Cinema '’ Draftiionse come to mind),
yon could hang a sign at cither end of Bethesda reading,
“Welecome to Rogslyn.” Someday, the Hyalt and other edi-
fices might achieve similar status, but we're not taking any
Lots,

So county efforts to protect the Farm Women's Market
from rising tax assessments are much appreciated. The mar-
ket, which opened in latp 1932 to give up-connty fannm women
a neans of eking out an Income during the Depresston, is ex-

peviencing a rapid Increase In its property tax assessments,
Largely becauge of its development potential. The asscssul
value of the land and bullding jumped from $1. 6 million In;
1084 to $2.0 million in J 987, That méant the property fax |
jumped J9 percentthis year, from $21,167 o $26,189, . v
©Ihe prospect of steadily increasing land valites pluces prés-
sure on the 166 owners of the site (o sell the market, If song
suitable solutlon can’t be found.

The county’s course of action seemns logical, County nfﬁ-
cials are lpoking for available programs that might benefit the
market: If some program, or combination of programs, won't
work, copyty officials say they may fannnlate legislatjon that
conld glve tax breaks to the Farin Women's Market and othey-
county historic sites, pusslhly in exchange for easements that
would ensure the sites aren’t apipreciably changed. Such com-;
prehensive legistation wauld prevent the county from glving
the appegrance of handing preferential treatment tp one bugi-
ness, and wonld establish a methog! by which other historie
sites conld slave off ﬂnanclnl thr cpts Ihnt are not of tllelr ownh
making. g

50, come fo think ofit, mnyl)e there's somethlng we con do

.nlmnt(hth-lgerI(lngsaﬂcrnll Co Al

O
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Farm Women’s Market: birth and early years

by Willlam Offutt
Special 1o the Gazelle

fn Montgomery County, the big story
in 1930 was not the spreading Depression.
Nor was it the population boom ro more
than 40,000 chac the 1930 census had
reveated, ‘The big story was the drought

Obd-timers compared it to the summer
of 1864 when Jubal Larly's Confederate
arnmuy had marched through the scared
com Nelds and past the dry stream beds.

i hie smmnmer ol 1930 saw less than half
the nornal amouat of minfatl and inelud-
ed 11 days when temiperatures topped 100
degrees. Rock Creek barely wickled, w<.ll~.
tan dry and crops withered.

In 1930, more than 300 picces of prop-
erty were sold at auction for delinguent
taxes. Many farners organized, demand-
ing lower taxes and an end to programs
such as WSSC's water antl sewer projects.

Blanche Corwin, ageat for the
University of Maryland’s Extension
Service, held a series of meetings with
several groups of farm women. These led
to a decision to attempe to sell farm pro-
duce and products directly to suborban-
tws.

Club women, civic activists, educators,
and many others expressed interest and
support. 'The women planned as the
county suffered through another dry silent
spring. No frogs croakedl.

Molly Gladhill, one of the pioneers, -
recalled, “We worked on it for a year, at
lugst, before we had the first sales day,”
‘T'hat came on Feb. 2, 1932,

The women had chosen Bethesda as
the site and brought their folding tables
and their baked goods, egps, jellies and

— Dickled relish, along with their hopes, toa

W

small vacant store on Wisconsin Avenue
just south of Leland Street. Mrs. Walter

Tuckerman .m(l Mirs. B. Peyton Wh.llcn
were among the Bethesda Leaders who
saw to 1t that handbills were distribured
and posted in store windows. The farm
women's menlolk helped them unpack
and then disappeared

to Imirie’s Garage or down to
Georgetown, hiding their knowing smiles,
but hoping for the best.

The day was very cold and blustery.
Lunchtime temperittare was 32 degrees,
But the aproned women sold almost
everything, -

News spread quickly on the party lines
and two weeks later, augmented with a
few friends they tried again. ‘The cus--
tomers flocked to their tables, smiled and

bought, "That nighrt there was money o0
count in two dozen furm houses.

‘The sales quickly became weekly
events, looked forward to by both a cadre
of sellers and a larger group of Bethesda-
area housewives happy (o serve someone
else's homemade pie and have a steady
supply of fresh brown eggs.

The women leased a small store on
Lcland Street and established a
Wednesday and Saturday schedule that.
they still follow. By the spring, 4 tent
appeared in front of the store because so
many had joined the effort. They were
taking in more than $1,000 4 week'aca
time when many men didn’t make $2 a
day and a Cake cost a nickel. ‘

Obviously a.more format organization”
was soon needed, Thar was when the
trouble started.

‘I'he women began discussing the for-
mation of a co©operative and a perma-
nent site in the middle

of Bethesda. Opponents emerged ta
both of those ideas. The operation out-
grew the small store and moved into a
large tent on the northeast corner of

Leland and Wisconsin. They purchased a
big ice-box and the customers kept com-
ing.

At the end of August 1932, aftera
series of noisy meetings, the university
fired Bianche Corwin and the majority of

sellers decided to form a co-op and elect-

ed Mrs. James D. King as their first presi-
dent. 'the Corwin loyalists, most of whom
opposed the co-op idea, started their own
separate marker and soon had stores in
both Bethesda and Takoma Park.

“The co-op leaders agreed to rent the
building thar sull houses them for $125a
month and moved into it in December
1932, T'wo years later, under the leader-
ship of Mrs. Julian W.ucrs they borrowed
$30,000 from a Baltimore bank and
bought the building and property. By
then the co-op was taking in $10,000 cach
month.

They never looked back. The compet-
ing market disappeared in the second
World War and many of its loyal sellers,
including Mrs. A.A. Potter, soon hecame
co-op members.

The market saved farmsg, helped pay
for children’s educations aud got barns
painted. It also improved the long-
strained relations between the suburhs
and the country. It still serves many pus-
poses and is an institution which our
much changed county can be rightfully
proud

N
o

QfloTo o -,
VerT eheE



-

PR
R R
|
3
o

f|

s

¢

| zl@m '

Avangue,

1

Zarsin

IS

am 03 Moarc

[Rotnal

A

Farm ¢

rkin

axtericr of e

oI ol

.

Salow, W-

SFE3.

4



II-E

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 7155 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda Meeting Date: 09/12/01

Applicant:  Montgomery Farm Women’s Report Date: 09/05/01
Cooperative Market (Carol Carrier, Agent)

Resource:  Capitol View Park Historic District Public Notice: 08/29/01

Review: HAWP Tax Credit: - Yes

Case Number: - 35/14/01-01A Staff: Perry Kephart Kapsch-

PROPOSAL: Install vinyl siding.

RECOMMEND: Deny

- PROJECT DESCRIPTION
SIGNIFICANCE: Individual Master Plan Site
STYLE: Craftsman
DATE: 1935

Hipped roof, 1% story, 11-bay, rectangular frame commercial structure with lapped
novelty wood siding, composite shingle roofing, and a centered front gabled entry vestibule. The -
entry bay has a circular window in the front gable, and paired front doors flanked by 6/6 double-
hung windows. These windows and the 12/12 windows on all four sides are covered by green
and white aluminum awnings. There is an exterior stove chimney on the north end of the front
(west) facade.

PROPOSAL
“The applicant proposes to install vinyl siding over the existing wood siding.

Y

STAFF DISCUSSION

The Farm Women’s Market is a familiar landmark in downtown Bethesda that was
designated to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation in 1986 as:

® 1935--long, narrow 1%;-story frame building with a hipped roof.
e Started as a Depression self-help project by Upper County farm families.



As an individually designated Master Plan site, it is subject to the highest level of review.

Vinyl cladding is not consistent with the historic or architectural character of the historic market
which is a substantially intact example of commercial buildings from the period of significance
(1935), and is clearly visible from Wisconsin Avenue, the principal street in Bethesda. As much
of the original town of Bethesda has been demolished and replaced with high-rise buildings,
retention of a historic building in as intact a condition as possible takes on even greater
significance.

>

The style and materials chosen by the original builders evoke a time when families in
rural Montgomery County were working to survive. As physical remnants of that era, the style
original materials remind the public of the tradition behind the present day farm women’s
cooperative.

As with many structures, the walls and trim, together with the roof and windows, form
the majority of the exterior area and architecture of the building. Covering a significant portion of
the total historic exterior with an out-of-period material destroys the integrity of the building and
should not be approved.

The applicant is to be commended for the concerns expressed that the house be properly
maintained, but the use of vinyl siding cannot be considered as a satisfactory maintenance
practice. Covering of original cladding material with vinyl can cause irreparable damage to the
historic wood cladding when moisture is trapped against the wood layer by the vinyl layer.

Concerns with regard to lead paint removal are brought into proper perspective in
numerous publications. Information on the proper methods of dealing with lead paint on historic
structures is widely available. The addition of vinyl siding is not recommended as a method of .
mitigating lead paint situations.

Where wood siding from the era of construction has been maintained, it has been shown
to be a long lasting and effective cladding for historic buildings. Vinyl siding does not have a
comparable record for durability. In the case of original siding that is too deteriorated to be
retained, new wood siding material to match the original is available. A HAWP is not required
to paint original siding or to replace it in kind — that is, to replace wood with wood, and there are
knowledgeable craftsmen in this area qualified to maintain the historic cladding.

The argument that the expense of maintaining painted wood cladding justifies the
elimination of historic materials should not be considered. Both local and state tax credit and
refund programs are available to defray the cost of repairing and painting the wood siding. The
financial incentives offered at both the state and county level of government underscore the
importance of retaining and preserving the material integrity of historic sites and districts.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission deny the HAWP application as required by
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

2



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 with the Secretary of the Interior Guidelines #2, #5, #6, and #9:

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 example 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.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 7155 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda Meeting Date: 09/12/01

Applicant:  Montgomery Farm Women’s Report Date: 09/05/01
Cooperative Market (Carol Carrier, Agent)

Resource: Master Plan Site #35/14-01, ' Public Notice: 08/29/01
Farm Women’s Market

Review: HAWP ' Tax Credit: Yes

Case Number: 35/14/01-01A Staff: Perry Kephart Kapsch

PROPOSAL: Install vinyl siding. RECOMMEND: Deny

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE:  Individual Master Plan Site

STYLE: Craftsman

DATE: 1935

Hipped roof, 1% story, 11-bay, rectangular frame commercial structure with lapped
novelty wood siding, composite shingle roofing, and a centered front gabled entry vestibule. The
entry bay has a circular window in the front gable, and paired front doors flanked by 6/6 double-
hung windows. These windows and the 12/12 windows on all four sides are covered by green
and white aluminum awnings. There is an exterior stove chimney on the north end of the front
(west) fagade.

PROPOSAL
The applicant proposes to install vinyl siding over the existing wood siding.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The Farm Women’s Market is a familiar landmark in downtown Bethesda that was
designated to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation in 1986 as:

e 1935--long, narrow 1%-story frame building with a hipped roof.
o Started as a Depression self-help project by Upper County farm families. ‘
As an individually designated Master Plan site, it is subject to the highest level of review. :—\—
: 1



Vinyl cladding is not consistent with the historic.or architectural character of the historic market,
which is a substantially intact example of commercial buildings from the period of significance
(1935), and is clearly visible from Wisconsin Avenue, the principal street in Bethesda. As much -
of the original town of Bethesda has been demolished and replaced with high-rise buildings,
retention of a historic building in as intact a condition as possible takes on even greater
significance.

The style and materials chosen by the original builders evoke a time when families in
rural Montgomery County were working to survive. As physical remnants of that era, the style
original materials remind the public of the tradition behind the present day farm women’s
cooperative.

As with many structures, the walls and trim, together with the roof and windows, form
the majority of the exterior area and architecture of the building. Covering a significant portion of
the total historic exterior with an out-of-period material destroys the integrity of the building and
should not be approved.

The applicant is to be commended for the concerns expressed that the house be properly
maintained, but the use of vinyl siding cannot be considered as a satisfactory maintenance
practice. Covering of original cladding material with vinyl can cause irreparable damage to the
historic wood cladding when muoisture is trapped against the wood layer by the vinyl layer.

Concerns with regard to lead paint removal are brought into proper perspective in
numerous publications. Information on the proper methods of dealing with lead paint on historic
structures is widely available. The addition of vinyl siding is not recommended as a method of
mitigating lead paint situations.

Where wood siding from the era of construction has been maintained, it has been shown
to be a long lasting and effective cladding for historic buildings. Vinyl siding does not have a
comparable record for durability. In the case of original siding that is too deteriorated to be
retained, new wood siding material to match the original is available. A HAWP is not required
to paint original siding or to replace it in kind — that is, to replace wood with wood, and there are
knowledgeable craftsmen in this area qualified to maintain the historic cladding.

The argument that the expense of maintaining painted wood cladding justifies the
elimination of historic materials should not be considered. Both local and state tax credit and
refund programs are available to defray the cost of repairing and painting the wood siding. The
financial incentives offered at both the state and county level of government underscore the
importance of retaining and preserving the material integrity of historic sites and districts.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission deny the HAWP application as required by
Chapter 24 A-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 protectionQ
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of the historic site, or historic resource within an historic district, and to the purposes of this chapter,

and with the Secretary of the Interior Guidelines #2, #5, #6, and #9:
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 example of éraftsmanship 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.



" DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING BERVICES ™
255 ROCKVILLE PIKE, 2nd FLQOR. ROCKWLLE MD 20850
24006310, :

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: C O o \ C a rri e

Daytime Phone No.: 301~ 253-0403
22 Gy i ot Dy,

DPS - #8

Tax Account No,: OO% 23050 Gradihevsbhurg . ND QU2
Name of Property Owner: ngtt))(:‘:; %orrvc\\ewv é‘( ‘err‘x r'V\li(‘)z r en's Daytime Phone No:_AD1 ~ A5 3 ~ 0403
adess_ 1155 [isconsin Ave. Bevhesda , Maryland K08 14

Street Number City Steet Zip Code
Contiactor: . KA @ A vy @ Comdracy \ l‘;./i) Phone No.. X0~ H715 - 2d3Y

Contractor Registration No.: 5/ 30(9

AgenttorOwner: 124y Johnson Daytime Phore No: X410 = D715 - ad 3y

Address: | 50\ iI—i(\/\'\(ﬂ?u o Saver Todng, MD
[OCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE L—

House Number: [ 1 B sueet._ WIS consin_Ave .
TownCity: __Phed-hesd o Nearest Cioss Sueet: _ () V)00 Lanme

Lot; Block: Subdivision: »

Liber: CRW po o2 Folion 3 WO Pacet:. P [,99

PART DNE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTIDN AND USE

IA. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
{7} Constiuct () Extend (O Aler/Renovate Y e D) Stab {) Room Addition 3 Poich {3 Deck (0 Shed
{3 Move l?ﬁ(lnslall ) Wieck/MRaze {2} Sofar L) Fireplace  {.) Woodburning Stove [2) Single Family

) Revision £ Repair [ Revocable {") Fence/Wall [complete Section 4} I oer: \/ ‘Dl}ll 3 \Q’i Dg

18. Conshuction cost estimate: §

C. Ifthis is a revision of a previously approved active peimit, see Permit #

JART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

‘A Type of sewage disposal; 01 M/\/VSSC 07 1.) Seplic 03 {') Othet:

B. Type of water supply: 01 F'wssc 02 ) well 01 ) Other:

¥
bl
PART THREE; COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL o i
: |
|

JA. Height feet inches N/A

38. Indicate whethes the fence of retaining wall is to be constiucted on one of the following locations:

1
i
1
i
i
i

' BFL ALK U UL SLRVICLS
() On party line/properly line 13 Entirely on land of owner ") On public sight of wey/ebsemant -~ - IS

i hereby cerify thar f have the authority to make the foregoing application, that tho application is cosrect, and that the construction will comply w:lh plans
approverl by olf agencies listed and f hereby acknowledye and accept lis to he a condition lot the issuance of this parmit,

Siynafuce of owner or authorized agent Date

25/ 1401

Ot Convuen 55 — 7)Y -0)

&

Approved: For Chaitperson, Historic Preservation Commission




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

t. WRITTEN OESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

. Description of existing stuctwre(s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and significence:

See aMached

b. General description ol project and its effect on the historic re (s}, the envi tal setting, and, where applicable, tha historic district:

See alached

2. TE PLAN
Site and environmental setting, drawn ta scale, You may use your plal. Your site plan must include:
a. the scale, north arrow, sad date;
b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and
c. site leatures such as walkways, drivaways, fences, ponds, streams, lrash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, end landscaping.

3. PLANSANODELEVATIONS C&nm omvY Qs f)(_{r Te \"Il’_y |§(JL").S ch o, His4or e .50('.&’)'\1

You must submit 2 copies ol plans and elevations in a format no larger than 11" x 177, Plans on 8 1/2° x 117 paper are preferred

a. Schematic construction plens, with matked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type ol walls, window and door openings, 8nd other
lixed features ol both the existing resaurce(s) and the proposed woik.

b. Flevatiens (facades), with maiked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed woik in relation to existing construction snd, when appropriate, context.
Al materials and lixtures proposed lor the exterior tmust be nated on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed efevation drawing of gach

facade effected by the proposed work is required.

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

ials and factured items proposed for incasparation in the wark of the project. This information mnly be included on your

General description of
design drawings, .
Builders Pode - D= whie siding , 80U Pve Sherwood Green +rim

5. PHOTOGRAPHS e © e e e e

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

b. Clearly label photographlc prints of the rasource as viewed from the public right-of-way end of the adjoining properties. All labels should be placed on
the fiont al photographs,

6. EE S y

Wyt are proposing ion edj to or within the duipline of any tree 6" or laiger in diameter (at appraximately 4 feet above the ground), you

st lile an accurate tree survey Jdentifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least thet dimension.

7. AODRESSES OF AD.JACENT ANO CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL profects, provide an accurate st of adjacent and confronting property owners (not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the awners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as well as the awner(s) of lot{s} ar parcel(s} which lie directly acress
the streeihighway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this inforrnation from the Department of Assessments and Texation, 51 Monroe Street,

Rockville, (301/279-1355).

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



7. Adjacent and Confronting property owners to The Montgomery Farm Women'’s
Cooperative Market:

7201 Wisconsin Ave. owned by Central Properties LTD PTNSP
c/o CRC Commercial
6305 Ivy Lane suite 202
Greenbelt, MD 20770-1465
7121 Wisconsin Ave. owned by Columbia Realty Venture LLC
c/o Columbia Realty MGT INC
5301 Wisconsin Ave. NW #600
Washington DC 20015-2044
7200 Wisconsin Ave. owned by Artery Plaza Assoc. LTD PTSP
c/o Chriss Hulett
2345 Crystal Dr.
Arlington, VA 22202
7140 Wisconsin Ave. owned by C & G Associates
c/o Midland Co.
1228 31 St. NW
Washington DC 20007
7126 Wisconsin Ave. owned by C & G Associates
c/o Midland Co.
1228 31" St. NW
Washington DC 20007
Public Parking Facility no. 24 owned by Montgomery County, MD
101 Monroe St.
Rockyville, MD
7235 Wisconsin Ave. (faces Willow Ln.) owned by
Potomac Land & INV CO
7235 Wisconsin Ave.
Bethesda, MD 20814



1. WRITTEN DECSCRIPTION OF PROJECT
a. Description of existing structure(s) and environmental setting, including their
historical features and significance:

The Montgomery Farm Women’s Cooperative Market is sited amid high rise office
and commercial buildings in the heart of downtown Bethesda, MD. The cooperative
market serves the community by providing fresh seasonal produce, flowers and home-
style foods as it has since 1932 when Montgomery County farm women organized an
outlet to sell their farm products in an effort to relieve the poor economic conditions
brought about by the Depression and a drought. The organization was originally guided
and supported by the Extension Service of the University of Maryland in cooperation
with Montgomery County and the United States Department of Agriculture.

The building itself remains the original 105 x 45 foot rectangular frame structure on a
concrete foundation. Painted white with green trim and aluminum awnings, stately
sycamore trees grace the green space facing Wisconsin Ave. Asphalt parking space
surrounds three sides of the building with decorative fencing on Wisconsin Ave. and
Willlow Lane.

After sixty nine years of continuous service as a farm market, the cooperative is still
heralded as an example of support to the agricultural community as well as providing a
meeting place for friends and neighbors. The market cooperates with Bethesda Urban
Partnership as well as smaller community groups to enhance Bethesda. We provide an
oasis of personal retail service on a very human scale to the “big city” environment that
has become downtown Bethesda.

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

In an effort to maintain the structural integrity of a nearly seventy year old wood
building, we are applying for permission to clad the building’s wood with vinyl siding in
a similar clapboard with a wood texture in the same white with green trim as the original.
Visually the building would bear no change. The market has reached a tenuous situation
regarding the expense of the maintenance of painting and wood repair. Application of
vinyl siding would stave off further deterioration to the structure. We are not seeking to
make any further changes to the landscaping or the rest of the site.
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Would it be Bethesda
without ‘the market’?

JoukMAL-  /o(S|¥

Face it. The world is fast becoming one clvsely held mega-
franchise in which we are 1) greeted at our tables by young
girls named Kathy, as in “‘Hello, my name is Kathy. I'll be your
waitress,’’ 2) served preclsion-weighed all-beef hamburgers
(cooked medium — regardless of our preference), and 3)
handed a check in an Average Elapsed Time of 24 mimites
(“Have a nice day. Please come again.”").

And there’s nothing we can do about it.

. No act of Congress can keep the Merger Kings from buying
up old bars, prying authentic antiques from the walls and re-
placing them with authentic recreations, hanging vast
amounts of shrubbery from the ceiling, and charging you for
$2.60 for a lukewarm draft. No act of God can keep the Profit
Pharoahs from tearing down old family-owned enterprises
(Est. 1925) to build businesses designed to see black by the
end of the second quarter.

So, when you chance upon a place where the waitress
doesn't feel compelled to tell you her name (and suspects
you're smart enough to guess her occupation), or yon happen
upon a joint where the bhartender will point you out the door if
you want to see plants, or you stumble upon a business where
1 *second quarter”” is something you save for a rainy day, you
remember it.

The Montgomery FFarm Women's Market in Bethesda is one
such place. It is an anachronism which, together with the old
Bethesda Post Office, sticks out like two red kernels on an ear
of Sitver Queen. Without the Farm Women’s Market and a few
other notable landmarks (Hot Shoppes and the old Bethesda
movle theater, now the Cinema 'n’ Drafthouse come Lo mind),
you could hang a sign at either end of Bethesda reading,
“Welcome (o Rosslyn.”” Someday, the Hyalt and other edi-
fices might achieve similar status, but we're not taking any
bels.

So county efforts to protect the Farm Women's Market
from rlsing tax assessmenls are much appreciated. The war-
ket, which opened in latg 1932 to give up-county farm woinen
a means of eking out an income during the Depression, is ex-

periencing a rapid increase In its property tax assessmerits,

largely because of its development potential. . The assessed
value of the land and building jumped from $l 6 million in
1084 to $2.8 million in J987. That méant the property tax |-
Jumped ]9 percent this year, from $21,167 to $26,189, g

The prospect of steadily increasing Iand values places pres-
sure on the 1656 owners of the site to sell the market, if some
suitable sohition can't be found.

The county’s course of action seems logical. County ofﬂ-
cials are looking for available programs that might benefit the
market: If some program, or combination of programs, woi't
work, copnty officials say they may forinulate legistatjon that
could glve tax breaks to the Farm Women's Market and othey-
county historic sites, possibly in exchange for easements that
would ensure the sites aren’t appreciably changed. Such com-;
prehensive legislation would prevent the county from givmg
the appearance of handing preferential treatment tp one busi-
ness, and would establish a methogd by which other historie
sites could stave off fmanclal lhreats that are not of thejr own
making.

. 80, come to think of it, mayl)e there ] somethlng we can do,
about the Merger Km&,s afierall. " ” 1o

i
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Farm Women’s Market: birth and early years

by Willlam Offutt
Special to the Gazetlte

lu Montgomery County, the big story
in 1930 was not the spreading Depression.
Nor was it the population boom to more
than 40,000 that the 1930 census had
revealed. The big story was the drought.

Old-titmers compared it to the summer
of 1864 when Jubal Larly's Confederate
army had marched through the seared
corn fields and past the dry stream beds.

T he summer of 1930 saw less than half
the normal amount of rainfall and includ-
ed 11 days when temperatures topped 100
degrees. Rock Creek barely, wrickled, wclls
ran dry and crops withered.

In 1930, more than 300 pieces of prop-
eny were sold at auction for delinquent
taxes. Many farmers organized, demand-
ing lower taxes and an end to programs
such as WSSC's water and sewer projects,

Blanche Corwin, agent for the
University of Maryland’s Extension
Service, held a series of meetings with
several groups of farm women. These led
to a decision to attempt to sell farm pro-
duce and products directly to suburban-
tes.

Club women, civic activists, educators,
and many others expressed interest and
support. The women planned as the
county suffered through another dry silent
spring. No fiogs croaked.

Molly Gladhill, one of the pioneers, -
recalled, “We worked on it for a year, atf
tagt, before we had the first sales day.”
‘That came on Feb. 2, 1932,

The women had chosen Bethesda as
the site and brought their folding tables

nd their baked goods, egps, jetlies and

sickled relish, along with their hopes, to a

mall vacant store on Wisconsin Avenue
just south of Leland Street. Mrs, Walter

Tuckerman and Ms. B. Peyton Whalcn
were among the Bethesda Leaders who
saw to it that handbills were distributed
and posted in store windows. The farm
women's menfolk helped them unpack
and then disappeared

to Imirie’s (garagc or down to
Georgetown, hiding their knowing smiles,
but hoping for the best.

The day was very cold and blustery.
Lunchtime temperature was 32 degrees.
But the aproned women sotd almost
everything.

News spread quickly on the paity lines
and two weeks fater, augmented with a
few friends they tried again. The cus--
tomers flocked to their tables, smiled and

bought. That night there was money to
count in.two dozen farm houses.

The sates quickly became weekly
events, looked forward to by both a cadre

: of sellers and a larger group of Bethesda-
I area housewives happy to serve someone

else’s homemade pie and have a steady
supply of fresh brown eggs. :
The women leased a small store on
Leland-Stréer and established a
Wednesday and Saturday schedule that.
they still follow. By the spring, a tent

.appeared in front of the store because so

many had joined the effort. They were
taking in more than $1,000 a week'ata
time when many men didn’t make $2 a
day and a Coke cost a nickel. :

Obviously a more formal organization
was soon needed. That was when the
trouble started.

The women began discussing the for-
mation of a co@operative and a perma-
nent site in the middle

of Bethesda. Opponents emerged to
both of those ideas. The operation out-
grew the small store and moved into a
large tent on the northeast corner of

Leland and Wisconsin. They purchascd a
big ice-box and the customers kept com-
ing.

At the end of August 1932, after a
series of noisy meetings, the university
fired Blanche Corwin and the majority of
sellers decided to form a co-op and elect-
ed Mrs. James D. King as their first presi-
dent. The Corwin loyalists, most of whom
opposed the co-op idea, started their own
separate market and soon had stores in
both Bethesda and Takoma Park.

‘The co-op leaders agreéd to rent the
buifding that still houses them for $125 a
month and moved into it in December
1932. T'wo years later, under the leader-
ship of Mrs. Julian Waters, they borrowed
$30,000 from a Baltimore bank and

‘bought the building and property. By

then the co-op was taking in $10,000 each
month.

They never looked back. The compet-
ing market disappeared in the second
World War and many of its loyal sellers,
including Mrs. A.A. Potter, soon became
co-0 members.

he market saved farms, helped pay
for children’s educations and got bamns
painted. It also improved the long-
strained relations between the suburbs
and the country. It still serves many pur-
poses and is an institution which our
much changed county can be rightfuily
proud.
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Photos countesy of Montgomery County Historical Society
Top, exterlor of the Farm Woman's Market on Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda, May
23, 1968. Below, Working Inside the market.
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Montgomery Farm Women’s
v Cooperative Market .
7155 Wisconsin Ave.
Bethesda, MD 20814
July 31,2001
Historic Preservation Commission
8787 Georgia Ave.
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Attn: Perry Kapsch
Dear Ms. Kapsch;

As per our telephone conversation this morning I am requesting to postpone the HPC
hearing concerning the Farm Women’s Market until September 12, 2001. I understand
this is agreeable with the commission. I appreciate your help on our behalf on this
matter.

I may be reached by ‘phone at (301) 253-0903, fax at (301) 253-4821, or mail at
22617 Griffith Dr., Gaithersburg, MD 20882.

Sincerely,

CmMCaW
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