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DECISION AND OPINION OF THE COMMISSION
Decision of the Commission: DENY the Applicant’s proposal to install vinyl siding.

Commission Motion: At the September 12, 2001 meeting of the Historic Preservation
Commission, Commissioner Velasquez presented a motion to deny the
application to install vinyl siding. Commissioner Watkins seconded the
motion. Commissioners Williams, Spurlock, O’Malley, Watkins,
Velasquez, Breslin and Harbit voted in favor of the motion.
Commissioners Lesser and DiReggi were absent. The motion passed 7-0.

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

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

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



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

Exterior features: The architectural style, design and general arrangement of the exterior
of an historic resource, including the color, nature and texture of building materials, and

the type and style of all windows, doors, light fixtures, signs or other similar items found
on or related to the exterior of an historic resource.

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

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

On September 12, 2001, Martha Moulden completed an application for a Historic Area Work
Permit (HAWP) to install vinyl siding on a single family residence.

9904 Capitol View Avenue is designated a contributing resource in the Capitol View Park
Historic District designated as an amendment on the Master Plan For Historic Preservation In
Montgomery County in 1982. It is also designated in the Approved and Adopted Sector Plan for
Capitol View and Vicinity as an amendment to the Master Plan, Kensington-Wheaton Planning
Area VII; and an amendment to the General Plan for the Physical Development of the Maryland.
The designation lists the residence as:

. 1917 - 1935: Characterized by small lots, regularity of set backs, and predominantly of
- the bungalow style, these twenty-three houses are of a lesser architectural

significance, but taken as'a whole do contribute to the historic character of
the district. No. 22: 9816 Capitol View Avenue, Block 31, Lots 20-21.

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

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

. la: Has character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage, or cultural
characteristics of the County, State or Nation;
. 1d:  Exemplifies the cultural, economic, social, political or historic heritage of the

County and its communities;



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

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

The historic resource is part of the district’s contribution to the County’s heritage as an example
of a railroad community which developed gradually over the past 115 years. “The community’s
origin is representative of a number of railroad suburbs which developed following the opening:
of the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O. After its genesis, Capitol View Park developed so as
to exhibit most building styles ‘typical’ in the development of suburban Montgomery County.
Most Capitol View Park structures possess little distinction as architectural entities. When
grouped, however, these resources meet the criteria for district development as a visual example
of suburban development styles. This emphasis on the contiguous visual architectural
contribution of the district is the basis for the boundary (of the historic district).”

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

The subject property is a Bungalow Style house built on Lot 9 between 1917 and 1935.
Representative bungalows as seen in an excerpt from the Unabridged Reprint from Sears,
Roebuck and Co. of the Sears, Roebuck Catalog of Houses, 1926 indicate that the house style
and building materials are characteristic of the Sears, Roebuck houses of that period. A design
called “The Conway” found on Page 6 of the catalog reprint is the same as that of the subject
property. The house 1s located on one building lot with a garage and chicken shed at the rear. To
the left are two non-contributing property, 9900 and 9902. To the right is a contributing property,
9906, a Colonial Revival Cottage.

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 or architectural character of the Capitol View Park Historic
District.



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

1.

The 1nstallation of artificial siding 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. 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 also substantially decrease the
historic value of the individual property. The “Conway” bungalow design used
for the house are seen in an excerpt from the

Unabridged Reprint from Sears, Roebuck and Co. of the Sears, Roebuck Catalog of
Houses, 1926 indicate that the house style and building materials are characteristic
of the Sears, Roebuck - or catalog - houses of that period. As an intact example from
the period of significance, it is important that the house with its original building
materials be preserved.

The Sears bungalow built between 1917 and 1935 is an integral part of the historic
district that meets the architectural criteria for designation, not for the separate
entities in the district, but for the properties that, as grouped, are a visual example of
suburban development styles. These include large Queen Anne houses from the late
19" and early 20" century and more modest Sears-type kit houses from the early 20™
century. Use of artificial siding on the structure would negatively impact the integrity
of the district and is extremely problematic.

Asis 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 vinyl siding can cause irreparable damage to the historic wood cladding when
moisture is trapped against the wood layer by the vinyl layer.

The addition of vinyl siding is not recommended as a method of mitigating lead paint
situattons. Information on the proper methods of dealing with lead paint 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. 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 stding material to match the original is
available '



8. The house is owned by the family who first built it and is the family from which the
name of Leafy Avenue was taken.

. The applicant’s agent from Home Depot, Ron Toole, was not present.

The applicant’s son, James Patrick Moulden, came forward to testify. He explained to the
Commission that he would like to improve the house by maintaining its appearance and any and all
unique architectural features. He indicated that he did not want to alter what had been his family’s
home for five generations. He pointed out that any decorative moldings and brackets would be left
in their original condition.

The neighbor of the applicant, Cindy Thorpe from 9902 Capitol View Avenue came forward to
testify. She noted that she had lived next door to the subject property for 24 years and had known
Leafy Clives, the grandmother of James Patriot Moulden, and mother of the applicant. She noted that
the house has been maintaied, and that it had been built by Leafy’s husband, Charles. She requested
that the application be approved with the original brackets preserved so that the house could be more
easily maintained. She noted that 21* century products should be used, products that Mr. Charles
Clives did not have when he built the house. She also expressed concern that lumber is not easily
accessible and the applicant may have difficulty finding replacement lumber.

A letter, dated August 5, 2001 from Lucinda K. Thorpe, who resides at 9902 Capitol View Avenue
was included in the hearing. It stated that the applicant has been a neighbor for 24 years. It states
that the grandson of the builder, Patrick Moulden grew up at the property and has shown an actrive
interest in maintaining the property. She added that it was her hope that the siding would be
approved and that the contractor would be able to get started without further delays so that the job
could be completed before cold weather comes. .

An e-mail dated August 30, 2001 from the Capitol View Park HPC Local Advisory Panel, signed
by Terrance Ireland, Chair, reported that the LAP that the type of siding is important with respect
to preserving the historic content of the house.

A letter, dated August 6, 2001 from Mary Road who resides at 9906 Capitol View Avenue as
included in the hearing. It stated that the property at 9904 Capitol View Avenue had recently been
sold, and that the new owners wold like to have the house covered with vinyl siding. She
commented on the exterior’s desperate need for repair, the fact that the paint was chipping and
peeling off, and that the house is an eyesore to the community. She also noted that the subject
property is the only house in the 9900 block on the (even numbered) side of the street that is not
covered in either aluminum or vinyl siding or shingles. She indicated that the new owners are
interested in preserving the house and keeping it as maintenance free as possible, while still keeping
the appearance of the house the same.

Commissioner Williams opened the discussion by the Commission by expressing appreciation that
~ the house is being maintained by the same family from one generation to the next. She pointed out



that it is the mission of th eHistoric Preservation Commssion to ensure that historic properties are
retained to the highest integrity possible. In this case the HPC follows the standards of the Secretary
of the Interior that do not allow for vinyl siding over historic wood siding. She indicated that historic
fabric must be retained, but noted that there are financial incentives to do so.

Commissioner Velasquez added that another plus factor to consider is that, as noted by a previous
speaker, wood is becoming a harder-to-renew resource, which is all the more reason to retain it on
a house that already has it. She commented that houses in a few hundred years may not have the
resources to build with wood, which will make this house, if well maintained, an even dearer
treasure. She indicated that this is the mandate of the HPC.

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 bé unimpaired.

Based on this, the Commission finds that:

1.

9904 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring is a contributing resource in the Capitol
View Park Historic District. For this reason, it is essential to preserve the historic
character, including the wood siding, of this resource and maintain its integrity. As
a contributing resource in a historic district, proposed installation of vinyl siding on
the buildings requires the highest level of review.

The use of vinyl siding on the house 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 it requires a major change in a resource specifically noted

- in the designation of the Capitol View Park Historic District, and a change in the

streetscape.

The use of vinyl 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 rather than replaced..

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

Use of vinyl siding could irreparably damage the wood siding and architectural
details.

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



CONCLUSION:

The Commission was guided in its deciston by Chapter 24A and by the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for Rehabilitation.

Based on the evidence in the record and the Commission’s findings, as required by Section 24A-8(a0
of the Montgomery County Code, 1984, as amended, the Commission must deny the application of
Martha Moulden for a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) to install vinyl siding on the buildings
at 9904 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring in the Capitol View Park Historic District.

If any party is aggrieved by the decision of the Commission, pursuant to Section 24 A-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 ,:i sAh authority to affirm, modify, or reverse the order or decision of the Commission.

Steven L. FSﬁlrlock, 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. 31/7-‘011 Received August 15, 2001
Public Appearance September 12, 2001
Before the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission

Application of Martha Moulden ©
9904 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring

DECISION AND OPINION OF THE COMMISSION

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

Commission Motion: At the September 12, 2001 meeting of the Historic Preservation
Commission, Commissioner Velasquez presented a motion to deny the
application to install vinyl siding. Commissioner Watkins seconded the
motion. Commissioners Williams, Spurlock, O’Malley, Watkins,
Velasquez, Breslin and Harbit voted in favor of the motion:.
Commissioners Lesser and DiReggi were absent. The motion passed 7-0.

BACKGROUND:

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

On September 12, 2001, Martha Moulden completed an application for a Historic Area Work
Permit (HAWP) to install vinyl siding on a single family residence.

9904 Capitol View Avenue is designated a contributing resource in the Capitol View Park
Historic District designated as an amendment on the Master Plan For Historic Preservation In
Montgomerv County in 1982. It is also designated in the Approved and Adopted Sector Plan for
Capitol View and Vicinity as an amendment to the Master Plan, Kensington-Wheaton Planning
Area VII; and an amendment to the General Plan for the Physical Development of the Maryland.
The designation lists the residence as: ‘

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

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

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

. la: Has character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage, or cultural
characteristics of the County, State or Nation;
. 1d:  Exemplifies the cultural, economic, social, political or historic heritage of the

County and its communities;

8]



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

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

The historic resource is part of the district’s contribution to the County’s heritage as an example
of a railroad community which developed gradually over the past 115 years. “The community’s
origin is representative of a number of railroad suburbs which developed following the opening
of the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O. After its genesis, Capitol View Park developed so as
to exhibit most building styles ‘typical’ in the development of suburban Montgomery County.
Most Capitol View Park structures possess little distinction as architectural entities. When
grouped, however, these resources meet the criteria for district development as a visual example
of suburban development styles. This emphasis on the contiguous visual architectural
contribution of the district is the basis for the boundary (of the historic district).”

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

The subject property is a Bungalow Style house built on Lot 9 between 1917 and 1933.
Representative bungalows as seen in an excerpt from the Unabridged Reprint from Sears.
Roebuck and Co. of the Sears. Roebuck Catalog of Houses. 1926 indicate that the house style
and building materials are characteristic of the Sears, Roebuck houses of that period. A design
called “The Conway” found on Page 6 of the catalog reprint is the same as that of the subject
property. The house is located on one building lot with a garage and chicken shed at the rear. To
the left are two non-contributing property, 9900 and 9902. To the right is a contributing property,
9906, a Colonial Revival Cottage.

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 or architectural character of the Capitol View Park Historic
District.

Lo



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

o

(98}

The installation of artificial siding 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. 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 also substantially decrease the
historic value of the individual property. The “Conway” bungalow design used
for the house are seen in an excerpt from the

Unabridged Reprint from Sears. Roebuck and Co. of the Sears. Roebuck Catalog of
Houses. 1926 indicate that the house style and building materials are characteristic
of the Sears, Roebuck - or catalog - houses of that period. As an intact example from
the period of significance, it is important that the house with its original building
materials be preserved.

The Sears bungalow built between 1917 and 1935 is an integral part of the historic
district that meets the architectural criteria for designation, not for the separate
entities in the district, but for the properties that, as grouped, are a visual example of
suburban development styles. These include large Queen Anne houses from the late
19 and early 20™ century and more modest Sears-type kit houses from the early 20"
century. Use ofartificial siding on the structure would negatively impact the integrity
of the district and is extremely problematic.

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 vinyl siding can cause irreparable damage to the historic wood cladding when
moisture is trapped against the wood layer by the vinyl layer.

The addition of vinyl siding is not recommended as a method of mitigating lead paint -
situations. Information on the proper methods of dealing with lead paint 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. 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



8. The house is owned by the family who first built it and is the family from which the
name of Leafy Avenue was taken.

. The applicant’s agent from Home Depot, Ron Toole, was not present.

The applicant’s son, James Patrick Moulden, came forward to testify. He explained to the
Commission that he would like to improve the house by maintaining its appearance and any and all
unique architectural features. He indicated that he did not want to alter what had been his family’s
home for five generations. He pointed out that any decorative moldings and brackets would be left
in their original condition.

The neighbor of the applicant, Cindy Thorpe from 9902 Capitol View Avenue came forward to
testify. She noted that she had lived next door to the subject property for 24 years and had known
Leafy Clives, the grandmother of James Patriot Moulden, and mother of the applicant. She noted that
the house has been maintaied, and that it had been built by Leafy’s husband, Charles. She requested
that the application be approved with the original brackets preserved so that the house could be more
easily maintained. She noted that 21* century products should be used, products that Mr. Charles
Clives did not have when he built the house. She also expressed concern that lumber is not easily
accessible and the applicant may have difficulty finding replacement lumber.

A letter, dated August 5, 2001 from Lucinda K. Thorpe, who resides at 9902 Capitol View Avenue
was included in the hearing. It stated that the applicant has been a neighbor for 24 years. It states
that the grandson of the builder, Patrick Moulden grew up at the property and has shown an actrive
interest in maintaining the property. She added that it was her hope that the siding would be
approved and that the contractor would be able to get started without further delays so that the job
could be completed before cold weather comes.

An e-mail dated August 30, 2001 from the Capitol View Park HPC Local Advisory Panel, signed
by Terrance Ireland, Chair, reported that the LAP that the type of siding is important with respect
to preserving the historic content of the house.

A letter, dated August 6, 2001 from Mary Road who resides at 9906 Capitol View Avenue as
included in the hearing. It stated that the property at 9904 Capitol View Avenue had recently been
sold, and that the new owners wold like to have the house covered with vinyl siding. She
commented on the exterior’s desperate need for repair, the fact that the paint was chipping and
peeling off, and that the house is an eyesore to the community. She also noted that the subject
property is the only house in the 9900 block on the (even numbered) side of the street that is not
covered 1n either aluminum or vinyl siding or shingles. She indicated that the new owners are
interested in preserving the house and keeping it as maintenarice free as possible, while still keeping
the appearance of the house the same.

Commissioner Williams opened the discussion by the Commission by expressing appreciation that
the house is being maintained by the same family from one generation to the next. She pointed out



that 1t 1s the mission of th eHistoric Preservation Commssion to ensure that historic properties are
retained to the highest integrity possible. In this case the HPC follows the standards of the Secretary
of the Interior that do not allow for vinyl siding over historic wood siding. She indicated that historic -
fabric must be retained, but noted that there are financial incentives to do so.

Commissioner Velasquez added that another plus factor to consider is that, as noted by a previous
speaker, wood is becoming a harder-to-renew resource, which is all the more reason to retain it on
a house that already has it. She commented that houses in a few hundred years may not have the
resources to build with wood, which will make this house, if well maintained, an even dearer
treasure. She indicated that this is the mandate of the HPC.

CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL AND FINDINGS OF THE COMMISSION:

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

Section 24 A-8(a) provides that:

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

In analyzing whether the criteria for issuance of a Historic Area Work Permit have been met, the
Commission also evaluates the evidence in the record in light of generally accepted principles of
historic preservation, including the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and
Guidelines, adopted by the Commission on February 5, 1987. In particular Standards #2, #3, #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:

U8}

9904 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring is a contributing resource in the Capitol
View Park Historic District. For this reason, it is essential to preserve the historic
character, including the wood siding, of this resource and maintain its integrity. As
a contributing resource in a historic district, proposed installation of vinyl siding on
the buildings requires the highest level of review.

The use of vinyl siding on the house 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 it requires a major change in a resource specifically noted
in the designation of the Capitol View Park Historic District, and a change in the
streetscape. )

The use of vinyl 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 rather than replaced..

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

Use of vinyl siding could irreparably damage the wood siding and architectural
details. |

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



CONCLUSION:

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

Based on the evidence in the record and the Commission’s findings, as required by Section 24 A-8(a0
of the Montgomery County Code, 1984, as amended, the Commission must deny the application of
Martha Moulden for a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) to install vinyl siding on the buildings
~at 9904 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring in the Capitol View Park Historic District.

If any party is aggrieved by the decision of the Commission, pursuant to Section 24A-70(h) of the
Montgomery County Code, an appeal may be filed within thirty (30) days with the Board of Appeals,
which will review the Commission’s decision de novo. The Board of Appeals has full and exclusive
authority to hear and decide all appeals taken from the decision of the Commission. The Board of
Appeals hfisghfe authority to affirm, modify, or reverse the order or decision of the Commission.

Steven L. 7S;§L’1rlock, AlA, Chairperson Date
Montgomery County

Historic Preservation Commission




RETURNTQ: . DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES

255 ROCKVILLE PIKE, 2nd FLOOR, ROCKVILLE, MD 20850
240{777-6370

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

'APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: FOA/ / 09/2
Daytime Phone No.: ‘/‘/3 a sg é? Sb

DPS - #8

Tax Account No.

Name of Property Owner: M,“n/,q /M@ L(/C/E/\/ Daytime Phone No.: .?0/ £38 6/07 2
Address: ?0‘/ K’Aﬂ/ﬁlé U/ZLJ 4{/2' 5/{/&? Sp« //\/9 ) l OFLO
Street Number City . Staet Zip Code
Contractorr: ﬁM 4 //07146 5&2//1 ﬁES L rPhone' No.: 877 639'2 33 vd
Contractor Registration No.. 5:9 03 Q Yy 3 Sé;? o 876 :r&wJ

Agent for Dwner: A’(eﬂlf AE/@ /¢r /49%; (224/, CES Daytime Phone No.: 443 ASS é?\gé eOI\}

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number: 970 1/ Street: {/:ﬂ/ﬁ( 'V/[.a/ ‘/,7(/«[
Town/City: 5 [d% 24 5&5 }# P4 Nearest Cross Street: /' AN T C'/MZ— /44/&
Lot: Block: Subdivision: ‘

Liber: Folio: Parcel:

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: > : . CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
[3 Construct [ Extend (O Alter/Renovate T ac (O slab {1 Room Addition (0 Porch ({1 Deck [} Shed
) Move [HTnstall 1 Wreck/Raze {1 Solar (1 Fireplace (1 Woodburning Stove [B’Sﬁgle Family

[3 Revision [2) Repair {_} Revocable [} Fence/Wall {complete Section 4) (O Other:
18. Construction cost estimate:  $ /f/y. 75/ .

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

PART TW0O: COMPLETE FDR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 {1 wssC 02 (J Septic 03 (0 Other:

28, Typeofwatersupply: 01 {1 WSSC 02 CTwel ~ 03 C7 Other:

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet inches

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

L On party line/propesty line [J Entirely on land of owner . {1 On public right of way/easement . -

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

U By s

Signature of owner or authorized agent ) Date

Appfoved:

d:sapproved: ) X Signature

Application/Permit No.: ‘QS/ /)? 5 % ——
Bt 62199 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS 7)"' /0 2-0 [I

/l'Z/DI




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

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

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

Lunsgle /?m’»&// ,h“iiau\/?s ClapBokd SD/A/E.

o

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

Zetsratl iyl Sivels Clapmaed [0 Tz

2. SITEPLAN

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

a. the scale, north arrow, and date;

b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and

c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping. '
3.  PLANS AND ELEVATIONS
You must submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format no larger than 11" x 17", Plans on 8 1/2" x 11" paper are preferred.
a. Schematic construction plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of waIIs window and door openings, and other
fixed features of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.
b. Elevations {facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when apprﬁpriate, context.
All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each
facade affected by the propased work is required.
. I s ' ) 3:=-‘,\;.- ) G
4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS )

',

General description of materials and manufactured items proposed for |ncorporat|on in the work of the prowct This information may be mcluded on your
design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS P :

a. Clearly labeled phatographic prints of each facade of existing resource, lncludmg details of the affected pomons All labels should be placed an the

front of photagraphs. e C

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

6. TREE SURVEY

&

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

7. ADDRESSES DF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

R
d

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners (not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as well as the owner(s) of lot(s) or parcel(s) which lie directly across

the street/highway from the parcel in question. Yeu ¢an obtain this information from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,
Rockville, (301/279-1355).

PLEASE PRINT V(IVN BLUE OR BLACK lNKi OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.



II-G

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 9904 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring Meeting Date: 09/12/01
Applicant:  Martha Moulden > ovvad Neol A\B\gport Date: 09/05/01

(Ron Toole, Agent)
Resource: Capitol View Park Historic District Public Notice: 08/29/01
Review: HAWP Tax Credit: Yes
Case Number: 31/07-011 Staff: Perry Kephart Kapsch
PROPOSAL: Install vinyl siding. . "RECOMMEND: Deny
PROJECT DESCRIPTION \})
SIGNIFICANCE:  Contributing Resource P
STYLE: Craftsman Bungalow CQO
DATE: c. 1917-1935

Side-gable, 1Y% story, 3-bay residence with lapped wood siding, wood brackets and a
central front - gabled porch. The screened porch has a tripartite window in the gable. The
roofing is composite shingle

PROPOSAL

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

STAFF DISCUSSION

9904 Capitol View Avenue was built by the Leafy family for whom Leafy Avenue was
named. It was designated as a contributing resource in the Capitol View Park Historic District in
1982, It is part of the historic district’s contribution to the County’s heritage as an example of a
railroad community, which developed gradually over the past 115 years following the opening of
the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O. The designation describes the houses built between 1917
and 1935 as contributing resources “characterized by small lots, regularity of set backs, and .
predominantly of the bungalow style, these twenty-three houses are of lesser architectural
significance (than the primary resources from the period 1896-1916) but taken as a whole do
contribute to the historic character of the district.”



Covering the lapped wood siding would compromise the historic and architectural
character of the historic district and should not be approved. Although vinyl and aluminum
siding 1s seen in the historic district, this was installed before the district was designated, or was
approved for non-contributing structures. As the first historic district to be designated by
Montgomery County, Capitol View Park Historic District has been the subject of review by the
Historic Preservation Commission for many proposed changes including a number of
applications for artificial siding, none of which have been approved for contributing or
outstanding resources. The subject property isa prominent feature of the streetscape, clearly
visible from the main thoroughtare, Capitol View Avenue. It - and its neighbor, 9906 - are
flanked by out-of-period in-fill homes. They are conspicuously identifiable as part of the historic
fabric of the district. Changes to the subject property would negatively impact the streetscape as a
whole.

Replacement of the wood siding with an out-of-period material would also substantially
decrease the historic value of the individual property. Representative bungalows as seen in an
excerpt from the Unabridged Reprint from Sears. Roebuck and Co. of the Sears. Roebuck
Catalog of Houses. 1926 indicate that the house style and building materials are characteristic of
the Sears, Roebuck — or catalog — houses of that period. As an intact example from the period of
significance, it is important that the house with its original building materials be preserved.

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 laver by the vinyl laver.

Concerns with regard to lead paint removal are brought into proper perspective in
numerous publications. [nformation 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 otfered at both the state and county level of government underscore the
importance of retaining and preserving the material integrity of historic sites and districts. Q

5
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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 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.

VM ’M\sﬁ'b
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RETURNTO:  DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES
255 RQCKVILLE PIKE, 2nd FLOOR, RQCKVILLE, MO 20850

240/777-6370 DPS -#8

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
' 301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR |
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

CantactPerson: EOA/ j/a‘g/f;
Daytime Phane No.  &43 ASE 7S b

Tax Account No.:

Name of Property Owner: ﬂ//,,tﬁ./,{ /{//0 '(.é/fﬁ/ _ Daytime Phone No.: _?0/ £35 o7 3

Address: 9?06/ (’Aﬂ/fié (/;L'AJ £{/€ S/UEI &Amﬁ alA | O FO
Street Number City § Staat . Zip Cade

Contactorr: _ E/V] /4 [Z/WE g&&/z ees . PhoneNo: 877 (3R B396

Contractor Registration No.. .S & OF o 493 Str ©87¢ Teud
Agent for Qwner: Agrlf b%f& A}«;ﬁ r?:lc&.dﬁg Daytime Phone No. _ 4¥'3 ASS 7S Rerd

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE -

House Number:__ G790 | sweet. (72l Uges Ay
TownCity: __ S o/L/5¢ Spank AL NearestCrossteet. (palfSoTTColl AvE
Lot Block: ) Subdi\./ision:

Liber: Folio: Parcel:

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A, CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECKALL APPLICABLE:
1 Construct [} Extend (T Alter;Renovate . At {0 sab {"} Room Addition 15 Porch [ Deck (J Shed
i Move ’ i/’ﬁa[l % ‘Wreck/Raze {7 Solar {7} Fireplace 1 Woadburning Stove MIeFamily
i Revision i Aepair i3 Hevocable 7 7} Fence/Wail (complete Section 4) 7 Other:

1B. Caonstruction cost estimata:  § /?/, 75/

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

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEWW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: - 01 T WSSC 02 ] Septic 03 '_] Other:

28. Type of water supply: 01 {3 WSSC 02 7 Wel 03 3 Other:

PARTTHREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

‘JA. Height feet - inches

3B8. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constricted on one of the following locations:

™ 0On party line/praperty line 3 Entirely an land of owner i On public right of way/easement

I herehy centify that | have the authority to make the loregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will camply with plans
approved by all agencies listed and I hernby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition lor the issuance of this permit.

&, Bienrr) : g-~t13-0/
Signatura of awner or aithonized agent . . Oata

Approved: For Chairpersan, Historic Preservation Cammissian
Disapproved: Signature: g ( g’g //) / %Q’\ Date:

s W
ApplicatonPermitNo:  _« O r,l _)f) ‘_J) Date Filed: > Cate Issued:

e e SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS 5 / . (.
o I8 - -



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

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECY

a Descnpnon fex?g structure(s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and significance:

by Dusellichs clspgored Sypuss

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

;7;57'44/ J/A)',z’/ .S:Az;\(/; Clipmppeld (X Wil .

2. SITEPLAN
Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use y;)ur plat. Your site plan must include:
a. the ;cale, north arrow, and date;
b. dimensions of all.exis(ing and proposed structures; and

c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You nust submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a turmat no larger than 11" x 17°. Plans on 8 1/2* x 11” paper are preferred.

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

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

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

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

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

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

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

6. TREE SURVEY

If you: are propasing construction adjacent to or vuithu the dnpline of any tree 6" or larger in diameter {at approximately 4 feet abave the ground), you :
musdfile an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners {not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This fist
should inctude the owners of all Iots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in questian, as well as the owner(s) of fot(s) or parcel(s) which lie directly across
the street highway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Oepartment of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monrae Street,
Rockville, (301/279-1355).

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR 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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Wolverine® Siding Systems
Brought to you by The Home Depot

YOI

WNolverine

e/

. 7 ’ -
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Let Home Depot build your
Siding System from the ground up.

' The Right Beginning Beauty, Performance & Durability'

* Premium Insulation (A) - A rigid
insulation creates a flat nailing
surface, minimizes air infiltration
and makes your hceme more snergy

+ J-Channel (A) — Serves as a
weather barrier and attractive trim
around all windows and doars.

s Inside & Outside Corner Posts (B} —
Significantly reduces air and water
infiltraticn, seals any cracks and creates
a finished, mcre authentic look.

afficient.

* Foundation Cap (B) — The
foundation for our siding, virtuaily
eliminating air iniilration and . i .

: h P * Premium Vinyl'Siding (C) — We install the
meisture at the tase of the wall. industry’s #1 quality rated siding.

» Steel Starter System (C) — Our galvanized stesl starter . .
b ; \ traim ataue atraicht h +» Perma-Tab Locking System — Provides a
iglt?clrgs;r?got‘hat the wall starts straight and stays straight. cermanent lcck at the top pane! 5o that when we

putit up, it stays up.

7 ~ Soffit and Fascia B The Finishing Touches '

* Soffit (A} — Our iow-maintenance
ventilated vinyl soffit system covers
saves and cverhangs and helgs
prevent meisiure damage and
ice dams.

» MountMASTER™ (A) — Tnese provicde a
finished icck arcund lignt fixtures. faucets.
aryer vents. alc.

» Gable Vents (B} — Heducs heat buiic-up
ini the attic during the summer months.
Availacie in ccercinating celers.

Fascia (B) — =ascia toard will
te coversd with sremium BYC
aluminum ccil :o create a finished.
virually maintenance-frae lcck to
yeur neme.

s Custom Fabricated Trim (C) (octicnal) —
‘Me'll wrag your windew and deor casings
with PYC alumirum cail to create a
mairterancs- fres finisned icck.

Congratulations.
Your new Siding System is now complete.

1-800-79-DEPOT

Proudly soid, furmisked ard installed by BMA Heme Services 'nc.. a Heme Cepot authcnzeg scrtracicr. Lcerse

numbers availatie upcn ‘equest Colors shown are reproduced by hae lithograghic procass and may vary from
O eI']ne ac!ual caicrs. Consuit procuct samples kx‘coiof accuaq Warranty available for examination prior to purchasa.
% o, Wolverine, Millennium, SmartWall, NaiTight, PermaFiax, GrioLock, American Lagend. Encare, PermaColorPVC.

S_ureVlsxorss and Restoration Craftsman are ail Registerad Trademarks of Wolvenna Sicing Systems.

Grear looks thar lasc
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- 9902 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910
August 5, 2001 :

Montgomery County Historical Society
Rockuville,
Maryland

Gentlemen:.

For 24 years | have lived at the return address. It was my privilege to
live next to and get to know the widow of the man who buiilt the Sears
home at 9904 Capitol View Avenue. Itis also my pleasure to watch his
grandson, Mr. Patrick Moulden, grow up and show an active interestin
maintaining the property at 9904. '

- lam well aware of Mr. Moulden’s desires and look forward to his being
able to have siding put on this historic home in our community.

Itis my hope that it won’t be too much longer before the contractor can
get started without further delays so that the job is completed before the
cold weather comes to our area. Thank you for your attention in this
matter. :

Sincerely yours,

i) A s

Lucinda K. Thorpe



9906 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910

August 6, 2001

Montgomery County Historical Society
Rockville, MD

To Whom It May Concern:

The property at 9904 Capitol View Avenue has recelntly been so'ld‘ and the
new owners would like to have the house covered with vinyl siding. The exterior
is in desperate need of repair, the paint is chipping and peeling off and is an

eyesore to the community.

This is the only house in the 9900 block on this side of the street that is not
covered in either aluminum or vinyl siding, or shingles. The new owners interest
is in preserving and keeping the house as maintenance free as possible and also
keeping the appearance the same as it has always been.

Any help you can give to expedite this will be appreciated.

| Sincerely,

/Z?fszf e
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BUI LT 5 OUR
CUSTOMERS at
SUBSTANTIAL
SAVINGS

The voluntary words of our
customers prove the wisdom in
buying “Honor Bilt” Modem
Homes. *Hare ar2 just a few
photograpis azd cooies of parss
of lerters that wers raken at raa-
dom from our huge tesumonial
fles. Over thirty-icur thousand
customers nave purchased
“Honor Bilt"” Modera Homes.

rrllllllllll[llllllll(lll
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All material wa3 veary zood
and suficient. The lumber was
350 carpeaters
\ that could be ob-
tained Zers. W2 nighly TaC0m.
mend your “"Hoaor Bilt'r !
houses. Hope that everyone !
that builds one will be a3 *
plensed a3 %e are in cost, con~

vemence and, comrfart.

ALBZRT J. XEGEL,
5119 Jewertt 3t.,

Washington, D.c

— e

THE OSBORNE

Wa ars wal sati 3ned —::u‘x our "Os—-
borne” house.

@mezd you W 1=y0ce about 0 SuLd.

LARINCE L. PARKER,
9 Olmastead Ave
Dearbora. Mica.

THE AMERICUS

Jast stanned touse {

INRE ML JUNG,
23 Lowry Ave
Norwveed. Chio.

THE CONWAY
{ sutit the house
QAysel. M leid
only uier the nof
w33 oa iand ihe
wmatter boardisg.
{ sgeimate [ saved
Decvasa  $1.300.00
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Facsimile Cover

To: 1-301-563-3412 From: - Bourke, Tom

Fax Number: 1-301-563-3412 Subject: FW:HPC
Date: September 12, 2001 : Pages: 2
Note: Sending again, fax was busy

From: Bourke, Tom

Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2001 10:53 AM ‘

To: HPC fax; Kephart, Perry (M-NCPPC); Naru, Michele (M-NCPPC); Wright, Gwen
(M-NCPPC), Ziek, Robin (M-NCPPC)

Cc: 'Jerry Schiro'; Elliott, Bob; Feldman, Gail; Jacobs c/o angela muckenfuss; Marsh,
Joan; Stephens, Betsy; Wellington, Peter

Subject: HPC hearing 9/12/01

The following are the Chevy Chase Village LAP comments for the agenda items listed
below.

Normally we comment after we receive the HPC staff report, but as of this writing, no
LAP member has received a staff report.

Chevy Chase Village Hall

- Alterations and addition.

- The LAP strongly supports the proposed design. Several members of the LAP were on
the Village Committee which oversaw the design effort. The Village has worked very
hard to respond to neighborhood concerns and to respect the fabric of the old building.
The resulting design scheme is a net positive for historic preservation and for the
continued vibrancy of this social center for the Village. The main facades of the building
are left untouched and preserved. The rear fagade had been redone to remove a
loading dock and maintenance storage area which was totally at odds with the character
of the surrounding residential street. The new additions on the rear are in the same
vernacular as the existing facades and they were carefully designed so as not to take
away from the Connecticut Ave entrances. It is difficult to imagine a more sensitive and
respectful renovation.

F. Baschuk — 36 Primrose
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Garage Alterations

The LAP supports the proposed design. It is clearly subject to very Lenient Scrutiny. It is an improvement
to a rear accessory building which does not appear to be visible from any public street. Itis charming and
appropriate and should be approved

Melrod — 11 West Kirke.

Demolition and reconstruction of rear addition

The LAP supports the proposed design. On the rear of the property it is subject to lenient scrutiny. It
removes a less successful addition and replaces it with an elegant and fully appropriate addition. The
owners are to be thanked for their very appropriate treatment of this McKim, Mead & White resource. This
is an excellent example of how houses in Chevy Chase Village should be permitted to evolve and grow with
the changing times while protecting the essential character of the architecture

. Bassindale — 12 Primrose
Side and rear additions

LAP recommends approval. Preliminary consultatlon in 1998 was positive. New proposai expands on prior
design but is still appropriate.

McReady — 4 Primrose St
Wrought iron fence. '
LAP recommends approval and commend neighbors for workmg together in such a positive manner.
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9902 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910
~August 5, 2001

Montgomery County Historical Society
Rockville,
Maryland

Gentlemen:

For 24 years | have lived at the return address. It was my privilege to
live next to and get to know the widow of the man who buiilt the Sears
home at 9904 Capitol View Avenue. It is also my pleasure to watch his
grandson, Mr. Patrick Moulden, grow up and show an active interest in
maintaining the property at 9904.

| am well aware of Mr. Moulden’s desires and look forward to his being
able to have siding put on this historic home in our community.

It is my hope that it won’t be too much longer before the contraétor can
get started without further delays so that the job is completed before the
cold weather comes to our area. Thank you for your attention in this
matter.

Sincerely yours,

oﬁm%%@

Lucinda K. Thorpe



9906 Capitol View Avenue
~Silver Spring, MD 20910

August 6, 2001

Mohtgomery County Historical Society
Rockville, MD

To Whom It May Concern:

The property at 9904 Capitol View Avenue has recently been sold and the
new owners would like to have the house covered with vinyl siding. The exterior
is in desperate need of repair, the paint is chipping and peehng off and is an
eyesore to the community.

This is the only house in the 9900 block on this side of the street that is not
covered in either aluminum or vinyl siding, or shingles. The new owners interest
is in preserving and keeping the house as maintenance free as p033|ble and also
keeping the appearance the same as it has always been.

Any help you can give to expedite this will be appreciated.

Sincerely,

m:/a@k

Mary R



9902 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910
August 5, 2001 :

Montgomery County Historical Society
Rockville,
Maryland

Gentlemen:

For 24 years | have lived at the return address. 1t was my privilege to
live next to and get to know the widow of the man who buiilt the Sears
home at 9904 Capitol View Avenue. ltis also my pleasure to watch his
grandson, Mr. Patrick Moulden, grow up and show an active interest in
maintaining the property at 9904. '

| am well aware of Mr. Moulden’s desires and look forward to his being
able to have siding put on this historic home in our community.

It is my hope that it won’t be too much longer before the contractor can
get started without further delays so that the job is completed before the
cold weather comes to our area. Thank you for your attention in this
matter. :

Sincerely yours,

Lucinda K. Thorpe



9906 Capitol View Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910

August 6, 2001

Montgomery County Historical Society
Rockville, MD

To Whom It May Concern:

The property at 9904 Capitol View Avenue has recently been sold and the
new owners would like to have the house covered with vinyl siding. The exterior
is in desperate need of repair, the paint is chipping and peehng off and is an
eyesore to the community. . _

This is the only house in the 9900 block on this side of the street that is not
covered in either aluminum or vinyl siding, or shingles. The new owners interest
is in preserving and keeping the house as maintenance free as possible and also
keeping the appearance the same as it has always been.

~ Any help you can give to expedite this will be appreciated.

Sincerely,

ﬂvryaszf e



All material was very good
and sufficient. The lumber was
far superior, so carpenters
said, to any that could be ob-
tained here. We highly recom-
mend your ‘‘Honor Bilt’’
houses. ~ Hope that everyone
that builds one will be as
pleased as we are in cost, con~
venience and comfort.

ALBERT J. KEGEL,
5119 Jewett St.,
Washington, D. C.

THE AMERICUS

It is the best planned house I ever saw.
Several carpenters told me it was the best
material they ever used. Everything fits

to a “T." I saved just $1,500.00.

JOHN HALL,
R. F. D. 2, Box 445,

Brooklyn Sta.,

Cleveland, Ohio.

BUILT
CUSTOMERS «f
SUBSTANTIAL
SAVINGS

OUR

D 0 T A 8 A O

s

THE OSBORNE

We are well satisfied with our *“QOs-
borne” house. The material is as good
as can be got anywhere and way above the
average. I made a big saving by the
use of “Honor Bilt" Ready Cut material.

Qur dealings with your company have
been unusually satistactory and recom-
mend you to anyone about to build.

CLARENCE L. PARKER,
19 Olmstead Ave.,
Dearborn, Mich.

THE CONWAY
1 built the house
myself, with bhelp
only after the roof
was on and the
weather boarding.
1 estimale I saved
between $1.500.00
and $2.000.00.
J. A. Paddleford,
2300 Monroe St.,
N.E

N.E..
Washington, D. C,

OLIVIA
I amso well pleased I am thinking of buyh{} another.
WILLIAM BLYLY,
R.F.D.7, Box 5,
Elkhart, Ind.

The voluntary words of our
customers prove the wisdom in
buying ‘“Homor Bilt” Modern
Homes. Here are just a few
photographs and copies of parts
of letters that were taken at ran-
dom from our huge testimonial
files. Over thirty-four thousand
customers have purchased
“Honor Bilt” Modern Homes.

THE LANGSTON

In 1921 I bought, erected and am
now living in the Americus.s I have
since built the Alpha and now working
on a Langston and an Adeline. Your
service, quality and courtesy makes me
a booster for “Honor Bilt” homes.

HENRY M. JUNG,
4223 Lowry Ave.,
Norwood, Ohio.

I gure about 31 500,00 sl oy Read
gure about $1, .00 saved by getting it Y-
Cut from Secars, Roebuck I'gnd Co.

RED W. KROMP,
R.'1, Box 390B,
West Albany, N. Y.

P600

SEARS, ROEBUCK A!
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FAX COVER SHEET

CAPITOL VIEW PARK
HPC LOCAL ADVISORY PANEL
10023 Menlo Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910

301-588-4420

vFOR: HISTORIC PRESERVATION PLANNERS, M-NCPPC

To: HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Telephone: 301-563-3400

Title: Historic Area Work Permit Application Reviewo -
Organlzatio'n: Montgomery Count Department of Park & Planning
Date: 30 August 2001

Dear Planners:
Message:

The Capitol View Park LAP gupports the application of George and Sarah Carr, for addition at 0830 Cepicol
View Avenue, Silver Spring (HPC CAse No. 31/07-01H) (Capitol View Park Hlstorlc District),

We have a question about a rocent application from Martha Moulden{Ron Toole, Agent) for siding installation
at 9904 Capitol View Avonue, Silver Spring (HPC Case No. 31/07-011) (Capitol View Park Historic District).
This house is a Sears House, a house constructed from a kit sold by the Sears, Roebuck, and Co. It is an
historic resource. Before expressing an opinion on thls application, we need further detalls about the nature
of the planned siding. This house was having work done on changing the siding several months ago without
the required HPC permit. The work was apparently postponed until a HPC permit was granted. However,
the typoe of siding is important with respect to prescrving the historic content of this house.

" Sinceraly,

Terrence Ireland
Chair, CVPLAP

NUMBER OF PAGES SENT INCLUDING THIS COVER: 1
Sendling Fax: 301-588-7284
Recoiving Fax: 301-563-3412

TH(S MESRAGE I8 INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF TIIE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WIHICH IT 18 ADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMA.
PION THAT 18 PRUVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL, OR EXEMPT FROM DIECLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW, IF THE READER Of THIS MESSAGR 19
NQT THC INTENDEZD RECIPIENT OR THE EMPLOYEEZ OR AQENT REIPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING THE MESSAGCE TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT,
YOU ARE HEREZDY NOTIPIED THAT ANY DIS8EMINATION, DISTRIBUTION, CR COPYING OF THII COMMUNIUATION 1% STRIQTLY PROHIBITED.
(F YOU HAVE RECEIVED TIIa SOMMUNICATION IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIPY US IMMEDIATELY BY TELEPHONE AND RETURN TME ORIQINAL
MEHIBAOE TO UG AT THE ABOVE ADDINZSS VIA THE U.3. POSTAL 8ERVICE. THANK YOU,

Please call 301-588-4420 in the cvent of transmlssion difficulty.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 9904 Capitol View Avenue, Silver Spring Meeting Date: 09/12/01

Applicant:  Martha Moulden Report Date: 09/05/01
(Ron Toole, Agent)

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

Review: HAWP Tax Credit: Yes

Case Number: 31/07-011 | Staff: Perry Kephart Kapsch

PROPOSAL: Install vinyl siding. RECOMMEND:  Deny

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource

STYLE: Craftsman Bungalow

DATE: c. 1917-1935

Side-gable, 1%% story, 3-bay residence with lapped wood siding, wood brackets and a
central front - gabled porch. The screened porch has a tripartite window in the gable. The
roofing is composite shingle '

PROPOSAL

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

STAFF DISCUSSION

9904 Capitol View Avenue was built by the Leafy family for whom Leafy Avenue was
named. It was designated as a contributing resource in the Capitol View Park Historic District in
1982. 1t is part of the historic district’s contribution to the County’s heritage as an example of a
railroad community, which developed gradually over the past 115 years following the opening of
the Metropolitan Branch of the B & O. The designation describes the houses built between 1917
and 1935 as contributing resources “characterized by small lots, regularity of set backs, and
predominantly of the bungalow style, these twenty-three houses are of lesser architectural
significance (than the primary resources from the period 1896-1916) but taken as a whole do
contribute to the historic character of the district.”



Covering the lapped wood siding would compromise the historic and architectural
character of the historic district and should not be approved. Although vinyl and aluminum
siding is seen in the historic district, this was installed before the district was designated, or was
approved for non-contributing structures. As the first historic district to be designated by
Montgomery County, Capitol View Park Historic District has been the subject of review by the
Historic Preservation Commission for many proposed changes including a number of
applications for artificial siding, none of Wthh have been approved for contributing or
outstanding resources. The subject property iSa prominent feature of the streetscape, clearly
visible from the main thoroughfare, Capitol View Avenue. It - and its neighbor, 9906 - are
flanked by out-of-period in-fill homes. They are conspicuously identifiable as part of the historic
fabric of the district. Changes to the subject property would negatively impact the streetscape as a .
whole.

Replacement of the wood siding with an out-of-period material would also substantially
decrease the historic value of the individual property. Representative bungalows as seen in an
excerpt from the Unabridged Reprint from Sears, Roebuck and Co. of the Sears, Roebuck
Catalog of Houses, 1926 indicate that the house style and building materials are characteristic of
the Sears, Roebuck — or catalog — houses of that period. As an intact example from the period of
significance, it is important that the house with its original building materials be preserved.

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. @
2



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, #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. 4 :

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.



RETURNTO: DEPARTMENT OF P}ERMIT‘TING SERVICES
255 ROCKVILLE PIKE, 2nd FLOOR, ROCKVILLE, MD 20850
240/777-6370

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: FO/\/ ﬁa/g
Daytime Phone No.: 443 A8% é? Sk

DPS - #8

Tax Account No.:

Name of Property Owner: MA[THA /MK»"‘(’&/E/\/ ) Daytime Phone No.: .20/ £35 9/07 3

Address: 9?06/ [’Aﬁ/ﬁlé (//LtJ 4l/£ ‘S;/l/il &A/./;)C} ’ /{/{A N 020 7/0
Street Number ) City 7 ) Staet Zip Cade

Contractorr: KM /¢ /7{077/I€ gér@/l CES ) PhoneNo. S77 3R B39¢6

Contractor Registration No.: 50’) = Q : - 443 SGR o887 é jzm,J
 Agent for Owner: ﬁéﬂf bﬁeﬁgf A Hooms Seevpecs ‘Daytime Phone No.. _¥/7'3 ASS _ ¢fS b Rer

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number: 9 ?0 5/ Street: (ﬂfjﬂ/ﬁ( 'M[ l«/ /i Z/E )
Town/City: 5 Td% 24 5‘p5‘/$ AL Nearest Cross Street: Gﬂd&‘,ﬁ CMZ_ M
Lot: Block: Subdivision: .

Liber: Folio: Parcel:

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A. CHECK A{L APPLICABLE: : CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
“ (0 Construct (1] Extend [ After/Renovate D Aac L shb {2J Room Addition (0 Porch (0 Deck [ Shed
21 Move [P nstall [0 Wreck/Raze [73 Solar ] Fireplace (7} Woodburning Stove IT«YSi/ngle Family
{0 Revision ] Repair O Revocable {7 Fence/Wall {complete Section 4) ] Other:

1B. Constru?t;on cost estimate:  § /7/]7, ?5/

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

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 [ WSSC 02 [J Septic 03 [J Other:

2B. Type of water supply: 0t CJ wsse 02 CJ Well 03 [J Other:

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet inches

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

[} On party line/property line ] Entirely on land of owner T} On public right of way/easement

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

%%%wﬂ | C~12 -0/

Signature of owner or authorized agent . Date

Approved: . - For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission
Disapproved: Signature: ) g’ GQ ]P / %4()’\ Date:
Ve TPy e ’- - - b
Application/Permit No.: ‘725 «78\) b \_j) Date Filed: 5 % 5,7 87/ Date Issued:
L4

it 62198 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIGONS % | /() 7 O ij_




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

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description f ex?@ structure(s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and significance:

Z,ale /;m’L&/ Dudellils  alapsornd Syoeeds

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

Zatratl Uyl Sipenly Clogmopen () ulais.

2. SITEPLAN
Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use v;)ur plat. Your site plan must include:
a. the scale, north arrow, and date;
b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and

c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You nwst submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format no larger than 11" x 17", Plans on 8 1/2" x 11" paper are preferred.

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

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

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

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

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

_a Clearly labeled photagraphic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected portions. All labels should be placed dn the
front of photographs. ) .

'

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

6. TREE SURVEY

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

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners (not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of all ots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as well as the owner(s) of lot{s) or parcel{s) which lie directly across
the street/highway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,
Rockville, {301/279-1355).

PLEASE PRINT {IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR 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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- Wolverine® Siding Systems
Brought to you by The Home Depot

AT i

Wolverme:

Great looks that last.™




Let Home Depot build your
Siding System from the ground up.

The Right Beginning Beauty, Performance & Durability

* J-Channel (A) — Serves as a
weather barrier and attractive trim
around all windows and doors.

+ Inside & Outside Corner Posts (B) —
Significantly reduces air and water
infiltration, seals any cracks and creates
a finished, more authentic look.

* Premium Insulation (A) - A rigid
insulation creates a flat naiiing
surface, minimizes air infiltration
and makes your home more energy
efficient.

* Foundation Cap (B) — The
foundation for our siding, virtually
eliminating air infiltration and

- * Premium Vinyl Siding (C) — We install the
moisture at the base of the wall. industry's #1 qualiy rated siding.
» Steel Starter System (C) — Our galvanized steel starter . '
strip insures that the wall starts straight and stays straight, E% g:m:r-]glt)llagl(ctl;ﬂgestgt%?nel for?r\]/ﬁe;hz e
botton to top. b put it up, it stays up.

Soffit and Fascia The Finishing Touches

* MountMASTER™ (A) — These provide a
finished look around light fixtures, faucets,
dryer vents, etc.

» Soffit (A) — Our low-maintenance
ventilated vinyl soffit system covers
eaves and overhangs and helps
prevent moisture damage and

ice dams. « Gable Vents (B) — Reduce heat build-up

in the attic during the summer months.

» Fascia (B) — Fascia board wil Available in coordinating colors.

be covered with premium PVC

aluminum coil to create a finished, ' , . .

virtually maintenance-free look to " * Custom Fabricated Trim (C) (optional) —

your home. j= We'll wrap your window and door casings
with PVC aluminum coil to create a

maintenance- free finished look.

Congratulations.
Your new Siding System is now complete.

™ . - . - <y
. : o "

~ 1-800-79-DEPOT

- Proudly sold, furnished and installed by RMA Home Services Inc.. a Home Depot authorized contractor. License

. - numbers available upon request. Colors shown are reproduced by the lithographic process and may vary from
O enne' . actual oolors. Consult product samples for color accuracy. Warranty available for examination prior to purchase. -

Wolvérine, Mlllennium SmanWall Nalmght P;:n“a'Flex GripLock, American Legend, Encore, PermaColorPVC,
SureV on55 and Restoration Craftsman are all Regnstered Trademarks of Wolverine Siding Systems.

7
~ 3 AHSWSIOOORMAHomeSeNms Inc.
. % i &

Great looks that last™
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