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THE MARYLA ND-NA 7701VAL CAP/TAL PARK& PLANNING COMMISSION

Date: May 13, 2005

MEMORANDUM

TO: Robert Hubbard, Director

FROM: Michele Oaks, Senior Planner
Historic Preservation Section

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit for window sash replacement and addition

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached
application for a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP). This application was APPROVED with
conditions. The conditions of approval are:

1. When the applicant's remove the asbestos siding from the house, they will provide a
condition's assessment of the exposed, wood siding for the staffs review. It will be
required, however, if it is determined that a holistic replacement is needed, that the siding
be replaced with wood siding to match the existing in profile and design.

2. The size of the window openings will not be altered during the sash replacement.

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

Applicant: David Reiser and Irene Huntoon

Address: 7211 Maple Avenue, Takoma Park Historic District

This HAWP approval is subject to the general condition that, after issuance of the Montgomery County
Department of Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant arrange for a field inspection by calling
the Montgomery County DPS Field Services Office at 240-777-6210 or online at
http://permits.emontgomery.org prior to commencement of work and not more than two weeks
following completion of work

MONTGOMERYCOUN7YPLANNING BOARD, 8787 GEORGIA A VENUE, SIL VER SPRING, MARYLAND 20910
WWW. MNCPPC. ORG
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APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

ContwPerson: —,VAS

Tax Account No.: 011D(,,762.o

Name of Property owner~i-/Dp.Vlpit. i( I~ul~l~°°f~l~iG.DaytimePhoneNo.: 71DI. 210. 220,

Address: 7211 MAFLa A49% -rAK " PARK MD
Street Nlerrber City sleet LP Code

Contracm 
-t-

rr 10 t1- Phone No.:

Convector Registration No.:

Agent for Owner. I VkTAr y A 'r,-A(- W-e 0-4t*- Je-C •" r P Daytime Phone No.: 2 DZ . ~! 6 2- !✓ 22 ~
-OdAi IF-V-W

House Number. 7211 Street ~LX-- Aft.

Towwcny: -VAMMA FAF-G Nearest Cross Street Q0.` w-t4 AVM.

Lot: 20 Block: S- Subdivision: 1.15

Mac. Form: PanxL•

PARTUNE: TYPE OF PERMIT AMON 0 USE

IA. CHECK ALL APPUCABLE: C, In ALL APPLICABLE:

Ld Condirw O Extend R(Alter/Rerwvate
~/

O A/C O Slab O Room Addition O Porch L7 Deck O Shed

O Move O Install O WradVRaze O Solar O Fireplace: O Woodbum'mg Stove esko Fancy

O Revision 
... 
(D Repair O Revocable O Fence/Waglcomplets Section 4) O Other

18. Construction cost istintate: D00

1C. H this is a revision of i previously approved active permit see Permit #
r

TDMKM FOR NEWCONSTRUCTIONME1 END ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: Ol 0 WSSC 02 O Septic 03 O Other.

28. Type of water suppfr. 01 Q(WSSC 02 O Well 03 O Other.

PARTTREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR ETAININB WALL

3A. Haight leer inches

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

O On party line/prope"Ims, O Entirely on land of owner O On public right of way/easement

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

` ~Soialwe of owner or ouft&od agent

Approved:r'W 6-e~

Disapproved:

Application/Permit No.:

Edit 6/21/99

I—TIe-5nl A F%Chai o on.cP (ion Commission _

Signature: Date: 

_ 

~ 
_MS

Date Filed: Date Issued: 

(/

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE
REQUIRED. DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description of axisting struct x*$) and errviror idnial setting, including their historical features and significance:

Oft, ~CfC~~kl~D

b. General description of project and its effect onto historic resourcels), the environmental setting, and, where applicable, the historic district

SV4 KACW

- r

Sru PLAN
..

Site and ern kenrug tai setting, drawn to took. You rangy use your pfaL Your site plan must include:

the sate, north arrow, and date; +'

-4. dimansione of al existing and proposed struetraes; and ✓

site feraexes such as watitways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping. r'

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You must submit 2 copies of tans and elevations in a format no larger than 11' x 17'. Plans on ll 1!1' x 11' oaoer are preferred.

s $chews* eonsbac6on pleas, with marked dimensions, indicating location, sue and general type of walls, window and door openings, and other

/ 

fixed features of both the exisfirp resource(s) and the proposed work.

'vb, Elevations ( ), with marked 0imsiotrs, dearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context .
Al materials and fixtues proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each
facade alfechd by the proposed wort Is ntaquired.

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General de wription of materiels and mowfact red items proposed for incorporation in the work of the project This information maybe kWuded on your
design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected portions. Al labels should be placed on the 1
front of photographs.

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

6. TREE SURVEY

If yry 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
rn.st fire an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

T. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For M projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners (not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This fist
Should include the owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as well as the ownerls) of lops) or parcels) which lie directly across
the stroeNhighway from Ow,parcal 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.



a. Description of existing structure and environmental setting, including their historical features
and significance.

Our home is a four-square Colonial revival located on a tree-lined street. The home was
originally constructed in 1910, but was extensively damaged by fire and substantially rebuilt in
the 1920s. The exterior has since undergone extensive modifications. The original clapboard
siding has been covered with asbestos shingle. Non-functional shutters have been added to the
windows facing the street, and the original front door was replaced with a low quality Victorian
style door with an ornate oval window. [Shown on photographs ] Also, at some point a rear
porch was enclosed. The windows of this room, used as a breakfast room, do not match the rest
of the house. The kitchen window was replaced, and a rear deck was added..

Our house is listed as a contributing resource in the Takoma Park Historic District. At our
request, Historic Takoma searched for but was unable to find photographs of our house in its
original appearance, however we have obtained photographs of similar houses and surveyed
houses of similar design in the area.

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

Our project has five components:

1. An addition to the rear of the house to expand the kitchen, and related reconfiguration
of the rear deck. The existing enclosed porch adjacent to the new addition will be rebuilt in its
existing location.

2. Removal of front shutters.

3. Removal and replacement of the existing front door with a door more consistent with
the period and area.

4. Removal of 19 windows and the storm/screens that cover them and replacement with
Marvin wood windows sash units that reproduce the size and style of the original windows.

5. Removal of asbestos shingle and restoration and/or replacement of clapboard siding.

Standard of review. Under the Takoma Park Master Plan for Historic Preservation, homes like
ours that are contributing resources "should receive a more lenient level of design review than
those structures that have been classified as outstanding. This design review should emphasize
the importance of the resource to the overall streetscape and its compatibility with existing
patterns rather than focusing on close scrutiny of architectural detailing." None of the
components of our project will adversely affect the contribution of our home to the existing
streetscape or its compatibility with existing patterns. The Master Plan also provides that
exterior alterations, "including those to architectural features and details should be generally



consistent with the predominant architectural style and period of the resource and should
preserve the predominant architectural features of the resource; exact replication of existing
details and features is, however, not required." This standard focuses on the appearance of the
contributing resource, rather than on the preservation of original building components unless
those materials are noteworthy in their own right. Finally, the Master Plan suggests preserving
"the original size and shape of windows and door openings." Our project satisfies all of these
criteria.

1. The one-story (breakfast room) addition is located in the rear of the house and not
visible from the public right-of-way. This single room addition will be a wood-frame
construction and include architectural elements similar to that of the original house (wood
clapboard siding, 2/2 window configuration, large eaves, etc.). The existing enclosed porch (1St

Floor) on the East corner of the house contains windows inconsistent with the original house.
The proposed design rebuilds the walls and roof of this corner porch with windows more
consistent with those on the original house.

2. The removal of the front shutters will restore the appearance of the front facade to that
most commonly found in this style of house, as well as regain continuity with the other facades
that do not have shutters.

3. The existing door is an ornate, low-quality door that is inconsistent with the style of
house. The proposed door will be a simple, solid-wood door w/ glass inserts that is commonly
found in other houses of this style.

4. We propose to replace the double hung 1 over 1 and 2 over 2 windows, which are now
covered with aluminum storm/screens with high quality wood Marvin windows (see cut sheets
showing sash units) of the same size and appearance. We are not proposing to replace the two
casement windows (one in the front and one in the back). Replacement of the existing windows
will restore the function and appearance of the windows as originally designed. Each of the
rooms in our home has natural cross-ventilation from windows on two sides. The windows
cannot be used as intended at this time. Several of the windows have not been opened in many
years and are solidly painted shut. Professional attempts to open them have only broken the
frames. In addition, opening and closing all of the existing windows poses a health hazard to our
4 year old daughter because of lead paint which it is impractical if not impossible to remove from
the existing windows.

Before seeking replacement, we obtained a professional risk assessment including XRF
readings that established lead levels exceeding federal and state standards. (Attached). We
subsequently contacted a number of contractors (including MarChuk, recommended by HPC,
which never returned our calls). We eventually hired EEC, a Maryland state certified lead
abatement and remediation contractor to develop and implement a strategy to reduce lead paint
hazards (at the cost of several thousand dollars). Among other things, EEC used interim controls
to remove loose and flaking paint and stabilize paint surfaces. We also purchased a HEPA filter
vacuum cleaner and use a detergent to remove dust from window surfaces. The use of interim
controls to remediate lead hazards on historic properties is recognized in the Department of the



Interior Preservation Brief 37.

As explained in a post-remediation report from the risk assessor and a letter from EEC
(attached), the windows will still produce lead-contaminated dust because lead cannot practically
be removed from all of the friction surfaces without removing and disassembling the windows.
Consequently, although the windows are not hazardous when they remain closed, they still
present a hazard when opened and closed as intended. Removal and disassembly is impractical
for a number of reasons. The windows have not held up well under attempts to open them, and
removal and disassembly is likely to cause additional damage. It would also be much more
expensive to remove, strip and reinstall the windows than it would be to replace them with
windows that are of the same materials, size and appearance; as contemplated by the Master Plan.
As the letter from EEC (a contractor that performs lead abatement) states: "[I]n accordance with
State and Federal regulations, EEC has made these components lead safe. However, without
replacing the windows we have also hindered their functionality. Removing the components
completely and stripping them would be very costly and may not be feasible given the condition
of the windows, which might well be substantially damaged by stripping." Finally, replacement
will also allow us to remove the existing storm/screen windows that now cover the windows and
flatten the appearance of the building. In addition, leaving the windows in place is not an
option in the long terms, even if we left them closed. The risk assessor noted that the multiple
layers of paint "may cover well now, unfortunately, it causes the windows to stick closed, to
increase friction, and ultimately to increase contamination when the windows are opened and
closed. Therefore these windows will not be able to be maintained with additional paint
coatings. The age and condition are (were) poor and deterioration is ongoing despite this work.
Window replacement is highly recommended." In short, despite the costly lead remediation we
have already done, the windows are not now safe to use, and it is only a matter of time before the
inevitable deterioration of paint surfaces over time cannot be remedied by interim controls.

We believe this proposal meets the requirements of section 24A-8(b)(4) ("the proposal is
necessary in order that unsafe conditions or health hazards be remedied), particularly given the
lenient standards of review applied to contributing resources under the Master Plan, the absence
of any special historic significance to the windows, and the extensive changes to the exterior of
our home that have already occurred. We believe that replacement and elimination of the storm
and screen windows will enhance our home's contribution to the streetscape, consistent with the
Master Plan. Please note that we are not seeking tax credits for replacing the windows, so that
the Secretary of Interior's standards applicable to projects eligible for tax credits are not
applicable to approval of this project in accord with the Master Plan and the Commission's
regulations and governing statute.

5. Removal of the existing asbestos shingles will expose wood clapboard siding original
to the house. If the exposed original wood siding is in poor condition, new wood clapboard
siding will be installed to match the original.



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 7211 Maple Avenue, Takoma Park

Applicant: David Reiser and Irene Huntoon

Resource: Contributing Resource
Takoma Park Historic District

Review: HAWP

Case Number: 37/03-05U

PROPOSAL: Window Replacement and Addition

RECOMMENDATION: Approval with conditions

Meeting Date: 05/11/05

Report Date: 05/04/05

Public Notice: 04/27/05

Tax Credit: N/A

Staff: Michele Oaks

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Commission approve this HAWP
application with the following conditions:

1. The applicant will remove the asbestos siding from the house and provide a condition's
assessment of the exposed, wood siding for the staffs review. It will be required,
however, if it is determined that a holistic replacement is needed, that the siding be
replaced with wood siding to match the existing in profile and design.

2. The size of the window openings will not be altered during the sash replacement.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource within the Takoma Park Historic District
STYLE: Colonial Revival
DATE: 1910/ c 1920

The house is a 2-1/2-story, three-bay frame dwelling with a stamped metal shingle hipped roof, a
single story, full-width, front porch detailed with Doric columns and a simple, square-picket
balustrade. The house is clad in wood siding covered with asbestos shingle. The eaves are wide with

closed rafter ends. The west (front) and south elevations of the house contain 1/1 double-hung
windows. The north and east (rear) elevations contain a combination of 2/2, 6/6, 4/4 and 1/1 double
hung windows.

The house is sited on a large lot surrounded by mature trees and vegetation. The property also contains
a garage/shed at the rear of the property.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES

When reviewing alterations and new construction within the Takoma Park Historic District several
documents are to be utilized as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing their decision. These
documents include the historic preservation review guidelines in the approved and adopted amendment

0



for the Takoma Park Historic District (Guidelines), Montgomery County Code Chapter 24A (Chapter
4A), and the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent
information in these documents is outlined below.

Takoma Park Historic District Guidelines

Contributing Resources should receive a more lenient review than those structures that have been
classified as Outstanding. This design review should emphasize the importance of the resource to the
overall streetscape and its compatibility with existing patterns rather than focusing on a close scrutiny
of architectural detailing. In general, however, changes to Contributing Resources should respect the
predominant architectural style of the resource. As stated above, the design review emphasis will be
restricted to changes that are at all visible from the public right-of-way, irrespective of landscaping or
vegetation.

The Guidelines that pertain to this project are as follows:

• all exterior alterations, including those to architectural features and details, should be generally
consistent with the predominant architectural style and period of the resource and should
preserve the predominant architectural features of the resource; exact replication of existing
details and features, is, however, not required;

• original size and shape of window and door openings should be maintained, where feasible

• alterations to areas that do not directly front on a public right-of-way which involve the
replacement of or damage to original ornamental or architectural features are discouraged, but
may be considered and approved on a case-by-case basis;

• alterations to features that are not visible at all from the public right-of-way should be allowed
as a matter of course

• some non-original building materials may be acceptable on a case-by-case basis;

Montgomery County Code, Chapter 24A

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, 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.

• The Commission shall instruct the director to issue a permit, or issue a permit subject to
such conditions as are found to be necessary to insure conformity with the purposes and
requirements of this chapter, if it finds that:

1. The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features of a historic site or historic
resource within a historic district; or



2. The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical archaeological,
architectural or cultural features of the historic site or the historic district in which a historic
resource is located and would not be detrimental thereto of to the achievement of the purposes
of this chapter; or

3. The proposal would enhance or aid in the protection, preservation and public or private
utilization of the historic site or historic resource located within an historic district in a manner
compatible with the historical, archeological, architectural or cultural value of the historic site
or historic district in which an historic resource is located; or

4. The proposal is necessary in order that unsafe conditions or health hazards be remedied; or

5. The proposal is necessary in order that the owner of the subject property not be deprived of
reasonable use of the property or suffer undue hardship; or

In balancing the interests of the public in preserving the historic site or historic resource located
within an historic district, with the interests of the public from the use and benefit of the
alternative proposal, the general public welfare is better served by granting the permit.

Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation:

#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.

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

49 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.

410 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.

PROPOSAL.:

The applicants are proposing to:

1. Construct a one-story addition at the rear of the house clad in wood, clapboard siding and
sheathed with a standing seam metal roof. Demolish the existing, rear wood deck and
construct a new, wood deck at the rear of the house.

2. Replace the existing asbestos siding with wood, clapboard siding.

01?



3. Remove all the shutters from the front fagade.

4. Replace the incompatible, non-historic front door with a new wood, front door, which is
more compatible with the style of the house.

Demolish and reconstruct an enclosed porch at the rear of the house. The new space will
have a new, hipped roof structure clad in standing-seam metal.

6. Replace all the existing windows on the house with new, wood insulated windows.

STAFF DISCUSSION

Item #1 Construct a 1-story addition at the rear of the house clad in wood, clapboard siding and
sheathed with a standing seam metal roof. Demolish the existing, rear wood deck and construct a new,
wood deck at the rear of the house.

The proposal is compatible with the existing architectural detailing on the house and will not
negatively impact the historic character-defining features of the house. Additionally, the subject
addition and deck installation is located at the rear of the house and is not visible from the public right-
of-way, and as per the Takoma Park Guidelines, the Commission is to be lenient on such cases. Staff
recommends approval.

Item #2 Replace the existing asbestos siding with wood, clapboard siding.

Typically, asbestos siding was applied on top of existing wood siding. It has been staff's
experience that once the asbestos is removed, that holistic replacement of the original siding is not
needed. Repair and isolated replacement is typically all that is required. Additionally, staff does not
support the holistic replacement of original building materials. We are recommending that the
applicant remove the asbestos siding and provide a condition's assessment of the wood siding for the
staff's review. It will be required, however, if it is determined that a holistic replacement is needed,
that the siding be replaced with wood siding to match the existing in profile and design.

Item #3 Remove all the shutters from the front facade.

These are not original to the house (they are not consistent in size with the current window
openings), and as such, staff supports their removal.

Item #4 Replace the incompatible, non-historic front door with a new wood, front door, which is more
compatible with the style of the house.

The subject replacement door is a 6-light, single paneled, wood door, typical of the Craftsman
style. Although many Colonial Revival houses had Craftsman details especially during the early 20"'
century, staff would like to encourage the applicant to install a more traditional, glazed and paneled
Colonial Revival door on this house. Some suggested examples can be found on circles

Item #S Demolish and reconstruct an enclosed porch at the rear of the house. The new space will have
a new, hipped roof structure clad in standing-seam metal.



This section of the house has already been altered. The proposed modifications will not
negatively impact the historic fabric on the building. Staff recommends approval.

Item #6 Replace all the existing windows on the house with new, wood insulated windows.

The applicants are proposing to replace all of the window sashes on the house with new, wood
insulated Marvin window sashes and new jamb liners. The applicants are proposing replacement of
the 1/1 and 2/2 single-pane, double-hung, wood windows with wood, double-pane 1/1 and 2/2, true-
divided light, wood windows. The proposed, new 2/2 windows will closely match the original muntins
(see photo of existing window on circle ). The existing muntins are 1-3/4" wide (or 1-
12/16"wide) at the glass face and the applicants are proposing to replace them with the Marvin
window, which has a 1-11 / 16" wide muntin.

The applicants are proposing holistic replacement of the windows based upon the risk
assessment and lead abatement reports that they have received for their house, after an interim controls
had been implemented. These reports can be found on circles

Based on the decision from the Commission on the 49 Elm Street Case (also a Contributing
Resource in the Takoma Park HD), staff believes that the applicants have sufficiently explored
abatement and rehabilitation alternatives and have provided the Commission with this documentation
(see attached reports and narrative ). Furthermore, staff is supporting the replacement of
these windows because the 1/1 windows are more easily replicated, the 2/2 windows are being
replaced with matching sashes of similar muntin thicknesses (1/16" difference) and the size of the
window openings are not being altered.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with the above-stated conditions the HAWP
application as being consistent with Chapter 24A-8(b)1 and 2:

The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features of a historic site or historic resource within a
historic district; and

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

With the general condition that the applicant shall present the 3 permit sets of drawings to HPC staff for
review and stamping prior to submission for building permits, if applicable, and after issuance of the
Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant will arrange for a
field inspection by calling the DPS Field Services Office at (240) 777-6210 or online at
www.pennits.emontgomery.org prior to commencement of work and not more than two weeks
following completion of work.
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301/563-3400

.. APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person:

Daytime Phone No.: 2~2 • 3G2• % Zl~IP

Tax Account No.: — 0ID67520

Name of Property Owner. Mft10PN I0 k ~( { t UNTODNr ( b~ ~, Daytime Phone No.: nl b I 21 D , Z20'

Address: 7211 Mk~'L4 Pfd1;. "f AKOMk PAP-r- MD 2 0q/ 2

-

Sheer member City Steet Tip Code .

Contractor I
r+
b tf Phone No.:

Contractor Registration No.:

Agent for Owner. 202. 1 (62.522{

House Number: 7211 Street Mkfl-e AN t

~Town/city: -rAKyMA FA4Nearest Cross Street 'sloW4.1

Lot 20 1 Bbdt: ~3 Subdivision: 1.

Libe Folio: Parcel:

WPEOFIRERMITAMON D USE

IA. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

2 C.W.d O Exbmd dAlledlienovate
~/

❑ A/C O Slab D Room Addition O Porch LrJ Dark O Shed

O Move O Ins tell O Wreck/Raze O Solar D Fireplace D Woodbuming Stove ersktgleFamB►r

O Revision O Repair O Revocable O Fence/Wall (complete Section4) D Qtlrer

I B. Construction cost ristintete: S 21j iv r 000

IC. H this Is a revision of a previously approved active permit see Permit #

ARI TWO RUCTION ANDEMENDADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 WSSC Othe02 O Septic 03 O r.

supply:28. Type of water su 
J

01 6U WSSC 02 O Well 03 O Other.

PARTTHREE: COMPLUE ONLY FOR C ETAINING

3A. Height feet inches

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

O On party line/prop" lint D Entirely on land of owner O On public right of way/easement

I 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 I hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit. 

st 

Lon G~41 

Siyrotura of owner or authorized agent Date

Approved:

Disapproved:

Application/Permit No.:

Signature:

For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission

Date:

Date Filed: Date Issued:

Edit 6/21/99 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS L01



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

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

e Description of existing structuro(s) and environmental setting, including their historical features and significance:

Of-r-, AIVACASO

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

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

.✓d the scale, north arrow, and dote; ✓

b' dimensions of a0 existing and proposed sbucaaaa: and ✓

~E site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping. f/

3. PLANSAND ELEVATIONS

'Lou must submit 2 copies of clans and elevations in a format no lareer than I i" x 17". Plans on 81/2' x 11" DaDer are preferred.

e. Schematic construction plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of walls, window end door openings, and other

/ 

fixed features of both the exMq resources) and the proposed work

mob. Elevations (facades), with m dimensions, dearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing construction and, when approptietef cont xL
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 k required. 3

4. M
//
ATERA S SPECIFICATIONS

/General description of materials and manufeelued hems proposed for incorporation in the work of the project This information maybe included on your
design drawings

5

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

It. 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

K ten:• 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
n. *ifile an accurate tree sunray identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

T. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For AU 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 streWhighway from the,parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,
Rockville, (3011279-1355)•

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



a. Description of existing structure and environmental setting, including their historical features
and significance.

Our home is a four-square Colonial revival located on a tree-lined street. The home was
originally constructed in 1910, but was extensively damaged by fire and substantially rebuilt in
the 1920s. The exterior has since undergone extensive modifications. The original clapboard
siding has been covered with asbestos shingle. Non-functional shutters have been added to the
windows facing the street, and the original front door was replaced with a low quality Victorian
style door with an ornate oval window. [Shown on photographs ] Also, at some point a rear
porch was enclosed. The windows of this room, used as a breakfast room, do not match the rest
of the house. The kitchen window was replaced, and a rear deck was added.

Our house is listed as a contributing resource in the Takoma Park Historic District. At our
request, Historic Takoma searched for but was unable to find photographs of our house in its
original appearance, however we have obtained photographs of similar houses and surveyed
houses of similar design in the area.

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

Our project has five components:

1. An addition to the rear of the house to expand the kitchen, and related reconfiguration
of the rear deck. The existing enclosed porch adjacent to the new addition will be rebuilt in its
existing location.

2. Removal of front shutters.

3. Removal and replacement of the existing front door with a door more consistent with
the period and area.

4. Removal of 19 windows and the storm/screens that cover them and replacement with
Marvin wood windows sash units that reproduce the size and style of the original windows.

5. Removal of asbestos shingle and restoration and/or replacement of clapboard siding.

Standard of review. Under the Takoma Park Master Plan for Historic Preservation, homes like
ours that are contributing resources "should receive a more lenient level of design review than
those structures that have been classified as outstanding. This design review should emphasize
the importance of the resource to the overall streetscape and its compatibility with existing
patterns rather than focusing on close scrutiny of architectural detailing." None of the
components of our project will adversely affect the contribution of our home to the existing
streetscape or its compatibility with existing patterns. The Master Plan also provides that
exterior alterations, "including those to architectural features and details should be generally



consistent with the predominant architectural style and period of the resource and should
preserve the predominant architectural features of the resource; exact replication of existing
details and features is, however, not required." This standard focuses on the appearance of the
contributing resource, rather than on the preservation of original building components unless
those materials are noteworthy in their own right. Finally, the Master Plan suggests preserving
"the original size and shape of windows and door openings." Our project satisfies all of these
criteria.

1. The one-story (breakfast room) addition is located in the rear of the house and not
visible from the public right-of-way. This single room addition will be a wood-frame
construction and include architectural elements similar to that of the original house (wood
clapboard siding, 2/2 window configuration, large eaves, etc.). The existing enclosed porch (1st

Floor) on the East corner of the house contains windows inconsistent with the original house.
The proposed design rebuilds the walls and roof of this corner porch with windows more
consistent with those on the original house.

2. The removal of the front shutters will restore the appearance of the front facade to that
most commonly found in this style of house, as well as regain continuity with the other facades
that do not have shutters.

3. The existing door is an ornate, low-quality door that is inconsistent with the style of
house. The proposed door will be a simple, solid-wood door w/ glass inserts that is commonly
found in other houses of this style.

4. We propose to replace the double hung 1 over 1 and 2 over 2 windows, which are now
covered with aluminum storm/screens with high quality wood Marvin windows (see cut sheets
showing sash units) of the same size and appearance. We are not proposing to replace the two
casement windows (one in the front and one in the back). Replacement of the existing windows
will restore the function and appearance of the windows as originally designed. Each of the
rooms in our home has natural cross-ventilation from windows on two sides. The windows
cannot be used as intended at this time. Several of the windows have not been opened in many
years and are solidly painted shut. Professional attempts to open them have only broken the
frames. In addition, opening and closing all of the existing windows poses a health hazard to our
4 year old daughter because of lead paint which it is impractical if not impossible to remove from
the existing windows.

Before seeking replacement, we obtained a professional risk assessment including XRF
readings that established lead levels exceeding federal and state standards. (Attached). We
subsequently contacted a number of contractors (including MarChuk, recommended by HPC,
which never returned our calls). We eventually hired EEC, a Maryland state certified lead
abatement and remediation contractor to develop and implement a strategy to reduce lead paint
hazards (at the cost of several thousand dollars). Among other things, EEC used interim controls
to remove loose and flaking paint and stabilize paint surfaces. We also purchased a HEPA filter
vacuum cleaner and use a detergent to remove dust from window surfaces. The use of interim
controls to remediate lead hazards on historic properties is recognized in the Department of the



Interior Preservation Brief 37.

As explained in a post-remediation report from the risk assessor and a letter from EEC
(attached), the windows will still produce lead-contaminated dust because lead cannot practically
be removed from all of the friction surfaces without removing and disassembling the windows.
Consequently, although the windows are not hazardous when they remain closed, they still
present a hazard when opened and closed as intended. Removal and disassembly is impractical
for a number of reasons. The windows have not held up well under attempts to open them, and
removal and disassembly is likely to cause additional damage. It would also be much more
expensive to remove, strip and reinstall the windows than it would be to replace them with
windows that are of the same materials, size and appearance, as contemplated by the Master Plan.
As the letter from EEC (a contractor that performs lead abatement) states: "[I]n accordance with
State and Federal regulations, EEC has made these components lead safe. However, without
replacing the windows we have also hindered their functionality. Removing the components
completely and stripping them would be very costly and may not be feasible given the condition
of the windows, which might well be substantially damaged by stripping." Finally, replacement
will also allow us to remove the existing storm/screen windows that now cover the windows and
flatten the appearance of the building. In addition, leaving the windows in place is not an
option in the long terms, even if we left them closed. The risk assessor noted that the multiple
layers of paint "may cover well now, unfortunately, it causes the windows to stick closed, to
increase friction, and ultimately to increase contamination when the windows are opened and
closed. Therefore these windows will not be able to be maintained with additional paint
coatings. The age and condition are (were) poor and deterioration is ongoing despite this work.
Window replacement is highly recommended." In short, despite the costly lead remediation we
have already done, the windows are not now safe to use, and it is only a matter of time before the
inevitable deterioration of paint surfaces over time cannot be remedied by interim controls.

We believe this proposal meets the requirements of section 24A-8(b)(4) ("the proposal is
necessary in order that unsafe conditions or health hazards be remedied), particularly given the
lenient standards of review applied to contributing resources under the Master Plan, the absence
of any special historic significance to the windows, and the extensive changes to the exterior of
our home that have already occurred. We believe that replacement and elimination of the storm
and screen windows will enhance our home's contribution to the streetscape, consistent with the
Master Plan. Please note that we are not seeking tax credits for replacing the windows, so that
the Secretary of Interior's standards applicable to projects eligible for tax credits are not
applicable to approval of this project in accord with the Master Plan and the Commission's
regulations and governing statute.

5. Removal of the existing asbestos shingles will expose wood clapboard siding original
to the house. If the exposed original wood siding is in poor condition, new wood clapboard
siding will be installed to match the original.
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EEC
ENVIRONMENTAL,

ENGINEERING a
CONSTRUCTION. INC.

Headquarters

3303 Hubbard Road

Landow. MD 20785

(800) 388-1129

(301) 341.1000

Fax: (301) 341.1009

www.eeclM.com

Regional

Offices

3000 Druld Park Drive

Suue C

caltllnom MD 21215

3915 South Capitol

_ Street. SIN

VYaI Nnoon. DC 20032

"Customer

Focused for the

Millennium and

Beyond-

January 28, 2005

Mr. David A. Reiser
Mrs, Irene E. Huntoon
7211 Maple Ave.
Takoma Park, MD 2091

Re: Lead Hazard

Dear Mr. Reiser and M

Environmental Engir
Maryland to perform
implement a strategy
windows and other o
reference to the lead
property, due to the a
components (i.e. win
possible without rept
further lead remediati

lie above referenced property

'onstruction; Inc. is certified by the State of
card reduction. You engaged us to propose and
Icing the lead paint hazards associated with the
its (doors and radiators) in your home. With
;ontrols that EEC performed on the above referenced
iition and the number of layers of paint on the
doors) EEC abated these surfaces as completely as
e components. Because of the accumulation of paint,
tterim controls is not feasible.

In accordance with the & Federals regulations, EEC has made these
components lead safe. F ver, without replacing the windows we have also
hindered their function Umoving the components and stripping them
completely would be ve stly and may not be feasible given the condition of
the windows, which migi ell be substantially damaged by stripping.

As such, constant.maint
all friction and any brak
if you have any questio)

Sincerely,
EEC, Inc.

~-L- . C

Andre J. Do Ley
Pres./CEO

;e of the exiting windows is required- Please avoid
f the painted surfaces. Please contact the undersigned
can be reached at (301) 341-1000 x 101

-T

(D~



® Environmental Services

ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS, TESTING:
301-607-6276 main
301-831-6235fax
www.rtsenvironmental.com

Client /1V1i> 1Z._

Date

Client Phone -7 i a ' k

Site I Mr~~Lrf~
TAKoMA t~Arz r

smWist. J15UAL  W 
I 
2P t

Stilorr~--lrF..r~+ 1~5 ~.s

s t
T

I To S C S
INC • &)T T t

MAINI-e-004CEP, W /~►
CANt?►'~14r~ 1n1PSL~ ~L

Wt

qv qr.1 v LF~ P~cA
Paul R. Ramsey

Services

Payment made:
Check No./Card No.

ADVICE

EDIATION Paul R. Ramsey, Principle
Environmental Consultant
Bio-Medical Engineer, Technologist
B.S., Business & Technology

Time 1 1 ~~ Xam 0 pm

Other

Inspection or Test Services

❑ Estimate

c 

❑ Quotation ❑ Invoice

rC~ST WD I %xa mENN'r A~Tt4n15

W%UT>0 oRac #J4L ID
5k" (Y "CD eElF~ li t G 'CDL37— AAJ 9

T ,

NG s" D
of f LSD IN"N W Wbows. d DEAFrA
!ACA VyWoQW5, ILL. A 10'
TtonllaL~DAr-t~►C,S _ 0(ItI- A<o%19N0

Receipt

Total Due $

Amount $

00



jtt4 W Environmental

DATE: 07-18-2004

IRENE HUNTOON
7216 7TH ST., N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2001

PREPU
RISK A

This report is an assessment of
of exposure to perspective occu

The results are a combination of d,
a Visual Inspection as primary tool
Soil and Water tests as secondary

HUD ( U.S. Department of Housint
Lead Paint Assessment under ,Qui
paint Hazards in Housing publishi
"Lead-Based Paint Inspection' are
The HUD Guidelines were primaril
and control of lead paint for the pu
public housing. This report is a cc
necessary in order to optimize info

ices, Inc.
ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTIONS • TESTING • REMEDIATION

Page 1

FAX: PAGES
TO:

SITE: 7211 MAPLE AVE., TAKOMA PARK, MD

SE LEAD BASED PAINT
3SMENT/ INSPECTION

or potential Lead Based Paint Hazards and the risk
this Test Site.

illected at the site using XRF Technology, and
veil as other techniques such as Dust tests,
if needed and requested by the client.

Urban Development) defines two areas of

June 1995. The "Risk Assessment" and the
hed and described in detail in the HUD document.
ablished to direct those involved in the determination
e of Abatement of multi-family and single-family
-iation of these HUD Guidelines as
ion and minimize unnecessary costs to the consumer.

Performing Lead Paint Abatement 

[eport

ivate homes in most all cases has been found to be
unnecessary and prohibitively exp e. Yet the control of lead hazards through
Awareness, Precaution, and Prev can provide the same if not better results,
affordably and with immediacy. T  is part of the education and awareness process.

For our purposes, this assessmen 

le

ies many of the techniques and guidelines
established by HUD where appli nd to the extent that the results provide a high level
of confidence of essential data an mation so consumers can make educated and
meaningful decisions as part of th  purchase and remodeling process.

Our Purpose: Education, Awar+ ~s, Precaution, Prevention

12620 West Oak Drive Maryland, Washington, D.C. & Northern Virginia
Mount Airy, MD 21771 301-607-6276 • DC/VA 800-722-5589 • Fax 301-831-6235

011~



Data Report Format

■ Fir -floor such as 1st fir, 2nd fir,
■ Room - description as stated or
■ Side - wall of the room or side o

side A is always at the front
side B,C,D are clockwise froi

■ Structure - Wall, window, door, 1
■ Feature - a subcomponent of th,
■ Condition -'Solid' is an intact, c

'Cracked', 'Peeling'
■ Substr. - Substrate, such as wo
■ PbL - Near surface paint, lead I(

In Maryland greater than 0.'
In Virginia greater than 1.0

■ RES - Results as positive 'POS'
are those levels which thE
the standard. For exampl

■ PbK - Sub-surface lead which rrj
also expressed in units of

■ DI - Depth Index, how deep is t
10 is deeply buried. If 1.5 to
grater than 4.0 = lead is d

■ Note - May refer to an exalanati

Site 7 W M NM AVE • i7 P
loom Nom Room No —j

bytr4& ̀ 14am 8

l~~N ►,J V ̀IZ' , 9
~1¢.x Fuzz -

i 10

L6k 0tA)V,,­ 12

`PF MU2 ,(<%fb(L~ 13

Page 2

r basement
idicated below
building
)f the house, In this case the street side is side A

porch, stairs, etc.
icture such as window ̀Sash'
condition
alking' are defective conditions
(aster, concrete, metal, drywall
in units of mili grams per square centimeter

1cm2 is a positive result
:m2 is a positive result
:gative'NEG'. Inconclusive 'INC' results
can not resolve as being greater than

reading of 0.7 may result as an INC measurement
e under layers of paint usually at high levels

I paint, from 1 to 10, 1 is at or near the surface
is moderately covered

the report much like a footnote reference

~Ia4, ". Reading No.s _l . to I
Bathroom No.-1 Other Room

1 N Lt~ 13+x(14

2

A

5

6
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Assessment Date: 07-12-2004

Site: 7211 MAPLE AVE., T,

Construction date: Approximately 1

Comments

Representative X-Ray Spectrum Ar
order to assess the potential for leE
milli grams per square centimeter (i
to be positive for lead. The XRF c

Interior

Page 3

PARK, MD

is (XRF) tests were performed throughout this site in
ant hazards. Lead levels are expressed in units of
m2). Levels at or above 0.7 mg/cm2 are considered
:test for lead on or below layers of paint.

The interior wood trim original to thl, struction indicated for lead throughout this
household. Interior windows and c indicated for significant lead levels (as high as 14
mg/cm2 ).

Paint conditions of the exterior sid ie windows are in need of cleaning and painting with
obvious paint dust and debris. Lea ant dust and debris is a Lead Hazard. Routine paint .
maintenance with precautions to di sub-layers of paint as little as possible are
recommended. Use high quality al rimers and enamel finishes to coat trim and
components.

Where extensive paint disturbance
barriers. Disclose the presence of
sure they are knowledgeable regar
Remove subject components as wt
and affected surfaces or to HEPA \
created on the interior. Loose pal

Again clean floors and thresholds

Exterior

All original wood on the exterior cc
mg/cm2 ). The porch components

For future reference; during refu
properly to control and minimize
should be scrutinized for paint d
scrapings and debris during prei
suggested or using a firm which
is important.

occur, make sure the area is isolated using plastic
to those removing wood trim components. Make
Lead Safe work. Practices and respiratory protection.
pieces. It is a good idea to thoroughly clean floors
um and phosphate wash when dust and debris is
ust and debris is a lead hazard)

especially around windows and at exterior doorways.

lead paint at significant lead levels (as high as 30+
particular concem.

)nt, paint debris should be collected and disposed of
th contamination. Also play areas and foot paths
Disposable plastic should be used to collect paint
t. Using a licensed lead paint removal firm is
form lead sensitive work to not create lead hazards

(9-



Recommendations and Conclu

Pursue a lead safe environment by
knowledgeable regarding lead pain
of the maintenance and remodeling

Routinely have young children
awareness, precaution, and pr

Please call if you have questions or

Thank you,

Paul R. Ramsey, RTS Environmen
Risk Assessor / Inspector
MDE License No. 654
Virginia License No. 3356 000028

❑ Data File: XTRAS 5.71071204

❑ 81 assays, 2 pages of XRF De

❑ XRF Equipment: NITON Model

❑ NIST Paint Standards used in

Page 4

S

sing a contractor which is conscientious and
3rds and preventing and controlling lead as part

blood lead levels as a precaution. Your
provide a lead safe household.

be of further assistance.

IWei M.

check
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No Flr Side Roam Stye Sub Feat Cod Nets DI Result Pbl * Prx Pbk t Prec
1 Sid Cal 1 0.0 NEG NA NA
2 Coh'6aate 0.0 1.0 NEG 0.00 * 0.14 -1.11 t 1.22

Odor is LQ 1.0 POS LOl * 038 436 * L35
A Patch. Door

A. 

w Casing lA Solid 5.6 NEG 0.13 t 0.41 0.05 * 1.08
5 A Porch Door W Casing IA Solid 4.9 POS »5.0 28.65 t 7.40
6 A Porch Door w Solid 10.0 POS L76* L67 2170 f 

6.227Flow A Patch Patch w Flo . 2.3 NEG . 0_561 0.55 0.78 * 1.16
8 A Poch Patch w Flow Solid 5.4 NEG 0.54+ 1.36 1.72± 1.54
9 A Patch "Patch w Rs0 cap Solid 26 . NEG 0.33 f 0.57 -0.49 k 1.22
10 A Paia+ch Par+ch Woo Rag Lwr Sold ' 110 POS 3.63 * 3AS 2&72* 732
11 A Parch Parch woo Ba1mAa Solid 10.0 PUS »5.0 2i.0.8+ 5.81
12 A Porch Porch woo Cabana Soli 5.9 POS 2AS * 3AS S.Li * L"
13 A Porch Porch woo Trio Upr. . Sold 3.1 POS 1.54 * L16 L"* L51
14 A Patch Porch, Woo Trim Upr Solid 10.0 POS »5.0 32.08* 8:10

..Is  A Outside Beat wall Tile Siding Solid 1.0 MG 0.01 * 0.19 4.77:h 1.85 .
16 A Parch Parch w Ceabag Solid 3:1 • FOS »5.0 5.11 * .1.98
17 B Prreh Whim woo Est Peer 7.0 POS 4.10 * 2.08 *GA1 * 2:40
is B Parch Window w Casing R Pb1114. 10.0 POS »5.0 7.44 * 2.36
19 C Outside. Ed wall T Siding Pbelmg 2.9. NEG .028+  1.02 11.03 * _ 414
29 1 A RNm 1 Witdow w Stsoi Solid 10.0 ' POS L73* L64 . 13.72:k',,991
21 ' 1 A Altimim i . ~Vlodow ̀ :: w Caslot LQ <saBid 10.0 POS 2.20 * 2.13 .: •r ;13.l4.L*1'1:..
12 1 . A . Roi~ ":.1 •. Wi.diw. W Sub Lwr : •.:: :: lu POS . 2.45 *. 3A .: >.:-10O f 4.51`
23 L A Roam 1 wipdoiw. W Sill Bet ~Crodood 3.7 POS ' »5.0 31.77 f 8.24
24 1 A Room. 1 -wall Woc Baseboard Solid 10.0 PUS »5.0 10.75':k 4.34
25 1 A, R~o~~ ~̀gia 1 :?3Vall : wallLwt Solid lA NE(i 0.00t 0.01. A.Ot'1.62

,iMR}IR i;.;.^. ~'} old . drtoltd 
e.. _.. .. < 

Y ' y..:' .
.. 

,~:~Dooc,>
., 

r11,i Casing .:~i. rF:N$(~, :OLSi.'.~.rr;Q~,~'fYr
.̀:
094*_?0. 9

I A 
c

Ratim`t` 
1 , 

° :Dos' 'w `Gasra~ $RLot obd `" °r 1B PUS ,i>3.0' ' :6.753 3;35
2s 1 C . Roam .1 wall Kfifie wall Solid' 1.0 NEG' . 0.00 *4: 0.12 ' -0.05'* 1:53
29 1 A Roam 2 . Door W Casing Rht Solid o 1.0' : IM c oo * 0.12. -0.36:L 1.36
30 1: A ' Room 2 'Door w Casing Rat Solid 1.0 .. , NEG 0.00 * 0.16 0.11:k 1.67

l A Roam. 2 wan wall Up Solid 1.6 NEG 0.01 t 0.23. 0.12+0.96
1 A Room . 2 .wan w Bw&amni Solid 1.0 NBG 0.60:k 0.19 .'0. 15 f 127

33 1 B Room 2. Door W Casing I$ Solid 1.0 NEG 0.00:k 0.02 0.15+137
34 1 C Roan 2 wall w Chmir rats Solid 1.0 NEG 0.00:k 0.19 -0.60+ 1.74 .
35. 1 C . Ram 2 WsM met Radlater . ChwW 3.4 POS 334 * L76 7." * 3.49
36 1 D Room ' 2 Widow We, I Siod Slid 14LO POS L43* L48 L"* 331
37 1 A ̀ 1Citohen Door w Casing LB .. Solid 1.0 NEG ON * 018. -0.34 *4.6T ,
38 1 A' Michm Door We Jiro RM. Sold 10 POS 173 * :332 IL92 * 4.27
39 1, A, KhelmCabimt wo Shelf ' ' Sa id 10.0 NEG ̀ 023 * 031' . -0.16 *`102-
46 

.1.02. -
46 1 B Kltchm was PUS WAR - hold. 3.9 POS ̀ O." k LIO 434* L98
41 1 B Kitchen wan Plas Wdle wan Solid 1.0 NEG 0.00:L 0.10 .0.10:L 1.32
42 1 A Rom-3 Window wo Stud Solid 1.0 NEG 0.01+0.19 0.38* 1.30
43 1 A Roan .3 Window W CasWg L8 Solid 1.0 NEG 0.01 * 0.29 -1.54:k 1.89
44 1 A Room - 3 Window W Sash Lwr Solid 1.7 POS »5.0 10.81:k 4.41
45 1 A . Room 3 Window W Sol Bat Solid 3.2 POS »5.0 31.36* 8.10
46 1 A Room 3 wlodsw Radislor Sold 2.5 POS 2M* L15 2.41 * 2.07.
47 1 A Rom, .3 Wan W Baaobou d Solid 1.0 NEG 0.00+0.04 1.10+ 1.28
48 1 A Roam 3 wan W Bamboard Solid 1.0 NEG 0.60:k 0.16 -029 f 1.65
49. 1 C Roam 3 Will PIN Mob wall Solid 2.2 IM 0.02:k 0.22 -G.10* 1.42
50 1 A Room 4 wan Dir 1iidle Wan Solid 1.0 NEG 0.00;L 0.08 0.22:k 1.01
51 1 B Room 4. Wmdaw _ wo Stool Solid 2.0 NEG 0.08:L 0.46 -0.71+ 1.04
52 1 B Roam 4 Window Wo Sash Lwr Solid 3.1 NEG 0.11:k 0.64 1.18:L 1.08
53 1 C Roam 4 Window Wo Stool Cos dwd 1.0 NEU 0.00 * 0.09 -0.37:k 1.32

I C Room 4 Door wo Door Solid 6.0 NEG 0.23:k 0.55 -0.12:L 1.23
1 C Room 4 Door Me Radiator Cracked 10.0 POS 4.19 * 167 13.90 * 4.94

56 1 C Room 4 Door wo Door Cmalmd 4.7 POS »5.0 9.11 * 3.89

• •.~,~,~1_1:~'H~t,kwx,/~,.~,:,~. .{ ~l!tli~,'l ;il;%''ti.•~{', t  •ttii. }y ..  
.. •' 't:. ;y i':'•

(.. ~fi ,L+1W' ~f;I~'► ,̀~~1<~.~<~l4 ~~jl.'j.~1 4~ ['~~'+'Yi y~'r.f 

.t:t'C 
 - 1•

1



,; 
A;'..•n ~ 

Y

•':.

N

~a^ -ry t r•c i4••

Fir bide Room Sim Su
o f 1 A Room 5 window wo
58 1 A Room 5 window wo
59 1 A Room 5 Wmdow Wo
c^ l A Roam 5 Wmdow wo

1 A Room 5 Wall Pin
62 1- A Room 5 wall Wo
63 1 B Roan'" 5 Closet . Wo
64 1, B It" 5 .:.Dow. wo
65 1 B Raem 5 Dow woi
66 1 B ' Room S wall Wo
67 1 B Roam 5 Wall Drym
U 1 D Room S Wan Met
69 1 , A Roam 6 Door Wo
70 1 A Roam 6 Door Woc
71 1 B Room 6 Door Woc
72 1 B Roam 6 Closet Woc
73 1 B Roan 6 . Window Wa
74 1 B .Room 6 Window. Vim
75 1 B Rona: 6 Wan. Wo:
76- 1 'A . •'- Roam 7 Window " Woc
77 1.. A Rona 7 . ' Window Woc
78 :

80" 1- A ,.'Roma 7.WaB
81 1 C Room 7 Door w

M.

Feat Cad Note DI Re aft PM t Pnc Pbk t Prec
Stoll %u 10A POS 276 t 3.34 16.54 t 3.94

Sash Lwr Peeling 10.0 POS »5.0 9.61 t 3.91
Sill Eat Peeling 3.7 POS »5.0 27.14 t 7.70
Sash Lwr Peeling . 2.6 POS »5.0 29-54.+ 7.20.

Nfidle Wall Solid 1.0 NEG 0.00 f 0.13 0.24:k 1.11
Ba dKWd Solid . 1.0 NEC} 0.00 t 0.18 ,0.19~ 1.52
Door. '. Solid 1.0 NEG 0.00:k 6.11. =0.30 t
Door Solid M POS 437 * 4.69 12.381.'432

Jamb Rht.. • SoBd '. .9A POS 237 t 3M 1L00 t 4.62
Baseboard 'Solid _:.1.0 : NEQ 0.001.0.11. 4661 139:,'
Wag Lwr Solid 1.0, 7NHG

.,
0.00* 0.19 . •O.O .:i .1.08'

RadL%r SdU 8.6 POS 24"13650  : 3.02.# 2.28
Door Solid 1.6 . NECK 0.02 f 0.29 1.09* 1.10-
Door Solid 7S POS »5.0 963: 3.54
Door Cnwftd : 9.5. , FOS .. , : »5.0 -J52.S f 2.25
Door C udmd -7.8 #OS »5.0 7.41 # 3.18

SeahUpr 'Cmclmd . -1.0. NEG ,.. 0.10*.0.06. -6.60f 1.91.
Blinds Solid 1.6. NE(i 0.50 *6.J7,. 1.01* 1:18.

Busohoeid Solid _ 1.0 NEG .0.01 * 027 - ' -0.42:k  1.47
Stool. Solid 5.7 NEG 033 f 0.82 0.96 t 1.04

Sash Lwr Slid 22 °POS »5.0 19.94* 5.79
Baseboard'.'.. : 'Solid 10., .NEC1•.:: _ ,O,QOt:i018..,...-0.25x,132
Radiator `. Solid "~"^ ;.:'6.0 - ..NBG .23'* -OM ;. `031* 1.70
Melia wan Solid 1.0 : °•NS(} `. ̀:.. Or00 f Q03 ',,--; .04-021 f 1.04-
DoorDoor Se6d '. ..10.0 POS 2.08 f 1.83 2.06 L31 -

:ti
.. •..r.' 

r5~y 
:,r r.' 7f.~~r.~• ~~+.`. ce' 

'~ ,,` ti•
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rt'.-< _ l°iti w.: -'i,.,. ;iz , •y:4 ..d :X_t''t, .•~>„i. ~.



WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Made{oryou'

SECTION DETAILS: DIVIDED LITE OPTIONS
NOT TO SCALE

Operator and Transom

Insulating Glass

1~1IIE>~

Insulating Glass
with 718' SOL

_I ~_
T 
4~
)

E9=E=Q

Insulating Glass
With 314" Grillo

Insulating Glass
with 718'SDL
and Spacer Bar

Insulating Glass
with 718' Grille

Insulating Gross
with 1 118' SDL

1 
(29 118'3

Insulating Glass
with 1 118" Grillo

Insulating Glass
with 1 118" SOL
and Spacer Bar

Insulating AOL Single Glaze Single Glaze Single Glaze
with Energy Panel with 314° Grille

• 1 it29 2) M;

Single Glaze Single Glaze Single Glaze
with 1 118" Grillo with 718` SOL with 1 118' SOL

Single Glaze AOL Singlet Glaze AOL
with Energy Panel

13QJE;.
Picture sash available in 1-518" and 2" sash thickness (2" picture sash not available in ADL).

Insulating Glass
With 314' Grille

Insulating Glass
with 1 U8" Grille

(22)

Eg:::v

t- 
' (29)

insulating Glass

-Ut:v

Insulating Glass
Hbth 718' SOL with 1 118" SOL
Spacer Bar

JO

NOTE:
Grille = Removable interior divider
SDL = Simulated divided Site

--{ ' -- (22)

ng::40

Insulating Glass
with 718` SOL

Insulating Glass
with 1 118' SOL
and Spacer Bar



W6n4ews and Doars '-

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Made for you!
SECTION DETAILS: OPERATOR
SC .yALE: 3" = 1 r d" rX

4 9116'

i
2 27132'

(72)

q
rn~
3.
00

2 11132' /

(60)

U
1= IM
~'pC

~O

3 9116`
(91)

1 1/4'
(32)

Head Jamb, Checkrail,
with Beveled Frame

i
2 27132'

(72)

G
•g''C

00

2 11132'
(60)

tit16'

127132*
(47)

I

227132

(72)

1

4 S/W11116'
(its) "~j~ (17)

2 27132'
(7

!

2)

~
j

C 1
00

211132"
(60)

E /
6L

t

as

3 9116'
(91 }

1 7132'

f
T

31i

i
Head Jamb, Checkrail

with Flat Frame

2.27132'

(72)

t 
Gl

SC

190

f 2 11132'

E (60)
L~

co

3 91J6'
(91)

I

1 7132'
(31)

219132'
(66)

2 '19132'
(66)

Head Jamb, Checkrail, with Beveled Frame Head Jamb, Checkrail, with Flat Frame
installed in existing frame installed in existing frame Z



MARVIH ,
W tin da.$ end boots

WOOD ULTIMATE INSERT DOUBLE HUNG Madeforyouf

SECTION DETAILS: OPERATOR
SCALE: 3" =1, 0"

1 11132'

(3A)

1 23/32'
(43)

3116' 1 11132'

(6) —~ (34)

3 2132^
(a2)

rame
size

Jambs

Frgme
Size

11132*(34)34)

/ 
d-T

4 9116'
(116)

1 15/32-1 1 123132°
(3T) (43)

Jambs installed in existing frame

W03 37A.10 
(4





1 _ 1_i11WPPKG. 
iman TRE~.ACY & EAGLEBURGER

L.iiVTOOi REiSE  ® -----. -----
t~XIST. CONDITIONS A - f2 ;•i f T E C T. S

,211 MAPLE AVE.. r •

Tl AIeQj%,1;, PARK. ,~1D 
3335 CONNECTiCUf AVENUE, NAV, • WASHUNIGTON,.DC:. 20008

0.1.20.0i j 2 o 2 162 22*6. T A X: 201-162--r-91

■



s

SIDE ELEVATION (NORTH-EAST)

i

}-ILINTOON REISE
iNIAPLE AVE.

TAKOXIA PARK, ;;ML)

EAGLEBU RGER

3335 CO\NEcricuT A%ILNUE. NW, WASHINCTON, DC 20008
'i (l -)- 2 A i_ c 9 -) 6, P A Y - 7 n l_ 7 h^_,^ n .



RESIDENCE AS SEEN FROM MAPLE AVE.

UNTOON REISER HAWP PKG,
EXIST. CONDITIONS

211 MAPLE AVE.

TAKONIA PARK, MD
0}.20.03

~pin TREACY & E.AGLEBURGER
A R C H I T E C T S

3335 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, NW, WASHINGTON, DC 20008
202-362-5226 F A X: X02-363-77.91



TruStile Glass Doors: PL 100 Page 1 of 1

PL100

DDOR PR CHILE UPTIONS. RlAkL i:1°Tll `ice DS7 ItEa:'r SPEC4.4.

D DESIGN THS DOOR TO YOUR
EXACT QCs TAMAD

Fired a dealer
i

State
I
i
3

Diagrams shown with
"OG" sticking and an "A"
panel profile.
Learn more about profile
options

Available in paint-grade
MDF or 12 different wood
species.
Learn more about
material options

http://www.trustile.com/catalog/glassdoors/default.asp?product=225 5/3/2005 (5~t)



TruStile Glass Doors: PL200 Page 1 of 1

R 41~

PL200

QkiUR F{IF LE CE m JP•!a ryem—ERJ L +PT1+3:.':e ,.... .{lET

_ _......_ ........ ............................... _...... ... ... ......
13 MIGN TM DOOR M YOUR
MCI .CIPFCs.:'J TRUCAD

f / WiMi, .fir

L

Find a [feeler
r i

State

h

i

is

i!

~

I

1

y

is

... ...... ... ..... ~.—._.~,—........E
1

Diagrams shown with
"OG" sticking and an "A"
panel profile.
Learn more about profile t

! options

Available in paint-grade
MDF or 12 different wood
species.
Learn more about
material options

http://www.trustile.com/catalog/glassdoors/default.asp?product=237 5/3/2005%Z



TruStile Glass Doors: PL220 Page 1 of 1

PL220

DOOR 01F:LE aFT±C~i1S E"iAL Li°TIIJ? S DFA LED SPEC-S''

0 DESIGN niM DWR M Y43UR
EYACT SPECS 4'Jft'Fi WWOW

E

i
(

s

d t]t3Mti7A 

c

k Find a reeler
4
fi

State. 7 2
is

..

rr:

l

li

1:
t

I

Ir:

Diagrams shown with
"OG" sticking and an "A"
panel profile.
Learn more about profile

E
Qt ions

Available in paint-grade
MDF or 12 different wood
species.

f

Learn more about
material options

.... ..... ..... .........

http://www.trustile.com/catalog/glassdoors/default.asp?product=242 5/3/2005 
(5~~)



TruStile Glass Doors: PL209 Page 1 of 1

PL209

DOOR fi~F E' F :~f1S nip"'E"r',l li1E~.ALELn —_4S

"W,

Diagrams shown with
"OG" sticking and an "A"
panel profile. j
Learn more about r)rofile I
options

Available in paint-grade
i MDF or 12 different wood

species.
Learn more about
material options

10 DEsrN T14S DOOR M YUUR
EST" SPECS E'D`ITH TRUOM

f •=s ~  ~ s r

_......... ............._.____.........
i
t

Fired a Beeler

State

http://www.trustile.com/catalog/glassdoors/?product=240&panel=51&series=49&p= 5/3/2005 ~~



TruStile Glass Doors: PL229 Page 1 of 1

Product Catalog

PL229

D' IJR ?ROF .E (F~7 oI`1 : NI IE.'r:lr.LLE= FE

Diagrams shown with
"OG" sticking and an "A"
panel profile.
Learn more about profile
options

Available in paint-grade
MDF or 12 different wood
species.
Learn more about
material options

0 MIGN NHS MR To YOUR
FXAIrT MS :'M9-tTAU=

I
I Fired a Dealer

i
State

1

M

http://www.trustile. com/catalog/glassdoors/default. asp?product=245 5/3/2005 r;~)



TruStile Glass Doors: PL109 Page 1 of 1

PL109

— -- - -
DOOR :''RULE:> F:TJON'' MATERIAL OPTIi iNS..` I ;

Diagrams shown with
"OG" sticking and an "A"
panel profile.
Learn more _about_ profile
options

Available in paint-grade
MDF or 12 different wood
species.
Learn more about
material options

[a MkON THIS OMR tiei YOUR

http://www.trustile. com/catalog/glassdoors/default. asp?product=228 5/3/2005 ~'



TruStile Glass Doors: PL104 Page 1 of 1

Product Catalog

PL104

DOU filELE CPTCJN "f4TErii;L 'OPTION IS SKSC

p DMION TM5 OWR ro YUUFt
E3& CT SPECS MIH 1 UQW

z
f

Find a Dealer
i

State

,...,.. ._...... ....... a

Diagrams shown with
"OG" sticking and an "A"
panel profile.
Learn more about profile
options

Available in paint-grade
MDF or 12 different wood
species.
Learn more about E
material options

http://www.trustile.com/catalog/glassdoors/default.asp?product=226 5/3/2005 ~~~~,



TruStile Glass Doors: PL204 Page 1 of 1

PL204

©QDR riGF LE Pi fl%1 . 1 MATERIAL OPTIONS   DE TA _LJ S ::uS:~.

Diagrams shown with
"OG" sticking and an "A"
panel profile.
Learn more about profile
options

Available in paint-grade
MDF or 12 different wood
species.
Learn more about
material options

http://www.trustile.com/catalog/glassdoors/Default.asp?product=238 5/3/2005 
('-



517E NOTES

SITE INFORMATION
LOT 20, BLOCK 3
72 1 1 MAPLE AVENUE, TAKOMA PARK, MD.
OBTAINED FROM BOUNDARY SURVEY BY:
CAPITOL SURVEYS, INC., 07/27/04

A SITE

o le -
MAPLE AVENUE

u
8

N 32'30'E - 50
0

PROP05ED WORK oLLI ~, N

ADDITION -
I

3A. NEW I -STORY ADDITION (BREAKFAST RM) AT REAR X
B. NEW WD DECK AT REAR

EXTERIOR - = Z

A. REPLACEMENT OF EXISTING ASBESTOS 51DING WITH WOOD V v
z

i CLAPBOARD SIDING Q ¢ ~o
B. REMOVAL OF WINDOW SHUTTERS ON FRONT FACADE w ce F ̂ '
C. DOOR REPLACEMENT AT FRONT ENTRANCE u Ln
D. NEW METAL ROOF ATOP EXISTING EAST REAR CORNER OF ¢ N

HOUSE
z

E. REPLACEMENT OF EXIST. WINDOWS W/ NEW WOOD, m V
I INSULATED WINDOWS OF THE SAME APPEARANCE Ln N■ cn

M p

— _

— — — — —

I M N

37-0" 3 ,6'

REPLACEMENT WINDOW TYPES
MARVIN - WOOD, ULTIMATE INSERT REPLACEMENT WINDOWS V

TYPE DESCRIPTION_
SIZE (APPROX. pY

oSASH DIM.) j N

IiN>o—EXST I10U A
DOUBLE-HUNG, I OVER I ,INSUL. GLASS,

2'-O"x5'- 12" zi RIMED W/ SCREEN
I

— — DOUBLE-HUNG, 2 OVER 2, ACTUAL DIVIDED
B ITE (ADL) W/ I -i 6" MUNTIN5, PRIMED W/ 2'-72"x5 '- 12"

CREEN

- NEW METAL
ROOF

C

~OUBLE-HUNG, I OVER 1 , IN5UL. GLASS,
2'-4"x5'-I 2"

co NEW ADDITION RIMED W/ SCREEN

(METAL ROOF)

W WD REMOVE EXIST. D
OUBLE-HUNG, I OVER 1 , INSUL. GLASS, t.. 1„2 -72x5 - 12

V

LLJC4
0
2`.CK TREE STUMP RIMED W/ SCREEN U3>

LLB Q Y
ce

12-3 I/2' I Z
E

OUBLE-HUNG, I OVER 1 , IN5UL. GLASS,
2'-0"x 5'-I2'

LLl
Z -' m

24'-8 1/2" i `v RIMEDW/SCREEN
O < <

0
(rn

"' N 
OY

EXIST. RETAINING Z F¢-

WALL A i N

I

_
I

1
OF 4



ATTIC FLR

SECOND FLR

FIRST FLR

BASEMENT FLR - - - - - - - - -

A EXI TING RONT ELEV.

ATTIC FLR — - - - - - - - -

SECOND FLR — - - -

FIRST FLR

BASEMENT FLR — - -A~M- - - - - - -

C EXISTING SIDE ELEV. D EXIST. REAR ELEV. (CGS")

2 1 /8"= 1 '-a

w
Ln 00 -CDN

V `D
M

O
LLI

-j
L11 N

Z
_ u¢ N

ri] 3 X

z
~-
V V

U .
~z

¢ 2
w ce F N

U 
N

Q U
L7 N
Z
'O
M

U
_

N N

■

M p

M N

O
E

per.

O.

D
z

o
o

3
N

V o

= X
LL)

C4
w
uo 0
LLJ Li
C4 ¢

zLLj¢
O

O ~ ¢

z

2
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i

NEW WD SIDING —
TO REPLACE EXIST.
ASBESTOS SHINGLES

ATTIC FLR — - -

SECOND FLR ---

IF I R5T FIRST FLR — -

NEW FRONT DOOR

- -~,,r-,~~-----------BASEMENT FLR

A PROP ED PRONT ELEV. ,~---- - -- -r..
3 r' •

i
f'

NEW METAL ROOF

NEW BREAKFAST KM
ADDITION w/ METAL ROOF

NEW DECK-~

C SIDE ELEV

J'

-------------

B PROPOSED cJ- IDE ELEV.
3 1/811=  1 '-a'

NEW WD SIDING ;
TO REPLACE EXIST.
ASBESTOS SHINGLES

NEW BREAKFAST RM
ADDITION w/ METAL ROOF

I I NEW WOOD DECK

D REAR ELEVATION

3 1/8-I a

NEW BREAKFAST KM
ADDITION

r--NEW DECK

•

3
OF 4



oG v) o
w

~ U N

O 
M

- W 
UJ F NU

24'-8 112" z o

3̀â

I a

~
Z

12'-3 12" I 12'-3 1 2" 
DECK y"

EXIST. CORNER
I I

Q >
i TO BE REBUILT ';' ;;' w F-

ININ SAME LOC.
Ln

(CRAWL SPACE) iq RKFST Z NI
i` 

' I

z
M

•. V n
Cl

en 0

i"• KITCHEN

UREF.

CE CL ~ o
N

---~---

0t)NtW5TAIK

OoO
T a

UP

O

GL
LL7

UP 4 ❑

-
LLa L~

o H111+ftit+ti ~

I I u.l

I I
O a <

~:
~ I O 

N O

DRAWING KEY ~---------------- ---------- ----------------J
DEMO. WALL

rA-' PROPOSED - BASEMENT A PROPOSED - FIRST FLOOR PLAN NEW WALL

EXIST. WALL o
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Page 1 of 1

JA
peaks, Michele ~..n n.tJ,n

1
From: Roselie Enriquez [roselie@treacyeagleburger.com]

Sent: Monday, April 11, 2005 9:20 AM

To: Oaks, Michele

Subject: 7211 Maple Ave. Replacement Windows

Michele:

In response to your suggestions at the April 6th meeting (with clients David Reiser, Irene Huntoon and architect
Jane Treacy) we've looked into manufacturers of true-divided lite replacement windows. Marvin provides an
insulated true-divided lite ("actual divided lite"-ADL) option and I wanted to run the choice by you to see if the
committee would have any objections.

One item noted during the meeting was that the existing 2 over 2 windows have unusually wide muntins. Irene
measured the muntins and they measure approximately 1-3/8" wide and widen to 1-3/4" at the glass face. The
Marvin windows have muntins 1-11/16" wide at the glass face. The Marvin windows have a slightly more ornate
muntin, which is why I wanted to run this by you. I've attached an image of a typical existing 2 over 2 window and
you'll see that it has a very simple taper to the muntin. We're afraid customizing windows to achieve this existing
profile will escalate the cost significantly, so we would prefer to utilize the Marvin windows.

If you would please take a look at the attached cut-sheets and let me know your thoughts, we would really
appreciate it. Thanks for your time.

Roselie Enriquez
Treacy & Eagleburger Architects, PC
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Phone (301) 417-2400 Senior Associate
Fax (301) 417-2730
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GT C C T S.:

L E T T E R O F

DATE: 04.20.05

Michele Oaks
T O : 1109 Spring Street

Suite 801
Silver Spring, MD 20910

PHONE:

T R A N S M I T T A L

PROJECT: Huntoon Reiser Residence

7211 Maple Ave.
Takoma Park, MD 20912

RE: HAWP Preliminary Review Package

PAGES TO

FAX FOLLOW: enclosed

WE ARE SENDING YOU BY ❑ FAX ONLY ® MAIL ONLY ❑ FAX AND MAIL

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS:

COPIES DATE DESCRIPTION

2 04.20.05 HA WP Package (drawings & photos)

1 04.20.05 HA WP Application

Michele:

Enclosed is the HAWP package for the Huntoon Reiser Residence. If you have any questions, please feel free to give us a
call. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roselie Enriquez

3335 CONNECTICUT AVE. NW, 2ND FLR. ■ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20008-1302

202-362-5226 ■ FAX: 202-362-7791 ■ email@treacyeagleburger.com



RESIDENCE AS SEEN FROM MAPLE AVE.

UNTOON RE1SE
7211 MAPLE AVE.

TAKOMA PARK, MD
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MEMOEXIST. CONDITIONS 
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SITE NOTES

SITE INFORMATION
LOT 20, BLOCK 3
721 1 MAPLE AVENUE, TAKOMA PARK, MD.
OBTAINED FROM BOUNDARY SURVEY BY:
CAPITOL SURVEYS, INC., 07/27/04
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1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description of existing structure and environmental setting, including their
historical features and significance.

Our home is listed as a contributing resource, probably based on its age and its overall
design, as its exterior has been extensively modified. The home is a four-square colonial revival,
originally constructed in 1910, however there was a major fire not long after it was built, and the
house sustained substantial damage, resulting in considerable repair and reconstruction. In
addition, there have been changes to the appearance of the exterior, based on a comparison to
historical photographs of houses of similar design, as well as a comparison to other homes in the
vicinity of similar design. At our request, Historic Takoma searched for, but was unable to locate
any photographs of our home before it was altered. The original clapboard has been covered over
with asbestos shingle, and shutters have been added to the windows facing Maple Avenue.
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The original door (appearance unknown) has been replaced by a low quality Victorian style door
with an ornate oval window.



A rear porch area has been enclosed and is used as a breakfast room, and has 6 over 6 double
hung windows that do not match the rest of the house.



All of the exterior windows save the small windows located in upstairs closets and new windows in
the kitchen rear breakfast room are covered with aluminum storm/screen windows.
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A number of the windows (Windows 5, 9, 15, 16 and 18)are completely inoperable, and appear to
have been unused for many years, as illustrated in the photograph below of window 15. .
Attempts to free several windows have resulted in cracks in the window frames (5, 9, 16 and 18).



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

We propose to restore the windows (except the "new" breakfast room and kitchen
windows) to their original function and appearance, by substituting high quality wood windows of
the same size and appearance for the existing windows and storms. We also propose to remove
the shutters and install a front door that is more in keeping with the overall design of the building,
and that is consistent with doors on other nearby homes from a similar era.



By using double-paned insulated windows, we will be able to eliminate the existing storm windows.
This will restore the original depth and texture to the building facade. This will reinforce, rather
than impair the existing streetscape.

Under the Takoma Master Plan for Historic Preservation, contributing resources "should
receive a more lenient level of design review than those structures that have been classified as
Outstanding. This design review should emphasize the importance of the resource to the overall
streetscape and its compatibility with existing patters rather than focusing on close scrutiny of
architectural detailing." In particular, exterior alterations, "including those to architectural features
and details should be generally consistent with the predominant architectural style and period of
the resource and should preserve the predominant architectural features of the resource; exact
replication of existing details and features is, however, not required." This, I think, implies that the
primary consideration is the preservation of the visual and esthetic impact of the contributing
resource within its setting, rather than the literal preservation of building components which are not
noteworthy or historic in their own right. Our proposal will preserve (and enhance) the original size
and shape of window and door openings," which (as noted) have been obscured by aluminum
storm windows,

This is the first of three projects we envision. The second, a small kitchen addition, will
vastly improve the appearance of the rear of our house, making it more symmetrical and consistent
in materials and design. The third phase (depending on feasibility) would be to remove the
asbestos shingles added in the 1950s or 60s and restore a clapboard facade,

One of the attractive features of the original layout of our home is that each room has
windows on two sides, allowing natural ventilation and cooling. Unfortunately, the existing windows
do not serve this purpose. As noted above, several of the windows are completely inoperable.
Professional attempts to open them have simply cracked the frames. The large number of
inoperable windows precludes the intended air flow. In addition, as explained below, the opening
and closing of those windows that do work presents a substantial health and safety risk.

Replacement of the existing windows is also required because the windows present a
health hazard, which cannot be remedied without replacement. Md. Code sec. 24A-8(b)(4)
(commission to instruct the director to issue permit if necessary "in order that unsafe conditions or
health hazards be remedied"). As is typical of older homes, the windows (other than the new ones
in the breakfast room and kitchen) contain high levels of lead, from applications of lead paint before
its use was banned in 1978. (See attached XRF readings). Lead paint is hazardous, particularly to
children under the age of 6. Although at one time, concern about lead paint focused exclusively on
chipping paint, that could be ingested by very young children, more recent research has shown that
dust created by friction on intact painted surfaces also can produce health hazards. Moreover,
other research has shown that children suffer adverse effects from exposure to lead at levels below
the EPA's 10 nanograms/liter "level of concern."

After obtaining a professional analysis of lead paint levels in our home and a risk
assessment, (see DOI, Preservation Brief 37, II) we interviewed a number of firms to develop and
implement a strategy for reducing the risk to our daughter, who is now 4. One firm recommended
by Commission staff, MarcChuk, never returned our calls, however we received proposals from



three contractors, eventually hiring EEC, a firm certified by the State of Maryland for lead paint
remediation. We hired EEC (at the cost of more than six thousand dollars) to strip the door jambs
in our daughter's room, and to remediate lead hazards on all other windows and radiators using
"interim controls," which consist of paint stabilization and repainting, followed by a thorough clean-
up. (DOI Preservation Brief 37, III). We also purchased a HEPA-filter vacuum cleaner and use a
special detergent to remove dust from window surfaces.

Notwithstanding these expenses and efforts, both EEC and the inspector who performed
our risk assessment (who returned after the work was completed) have advised us that the
windows still present a substantial health risk if and when they are opened and closed, generating
friction and dust. The inspector commented:

The lead safety actions appear satisfactory for the short-term basis. The double-
hung windows original to the construction are still subject to releasing dust and
debris with high lead content. Multiple layers of subsequent paint may cover well
now, unfortunately, it also causes the windows to stick closed, to increase friction,
and ultimately increase contamination when windows are opened and closed.
Therefore these windows will not be able to be maintained with additional paint
coatings. The age and condition are (were)poor and deterioration is ongoing
despite this work. Window replacement is highly recommended,

(Report of RTS Environmental Services, 10/1/2004, emphasis added). Similarly, the President of
EEC stated that, "[I]n accordance with State and Federal regulations, EEC has made these
components lead safe. However, without replacing the windows we have also hindered their
functionality. Removing the components completely and stripping them would be very costly and
may not be feasible given the condition of the windows, which might well be substantially damaged
by stripping." (Letter, Andre J. Downey, 1/28105). In short, despite the costly lead remediation we
have already done, the windows are not safe to use. Moreover, because of the accumulation of
paint layers, it is only a matter of time before they would have to be replaced anyway, because of
inevitable deterioration of the paint surfaces, which can no longer be remedied by interim controls.
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1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description of existing structure and environmental setting, including their
historical features and significance.

Our home is listed as a contributing resource, probably based on its age and its overall
design, as its exterior has been extensively modified. The home is a four-square colonial revival,
originally constructed in 1910, however there was a major fire not long after it was built, and the
house sustained substantial damage, resulting in considerable repair and reconstruction. In
addition, there have been changes to the appearance of the exterior, based on a comparison to
historical photographs of houses of similar design, as well as a comparison to other homes in the
vicinity of similar design. At our request, Historic Takoma searched for, but was unable to locate
any photographs of our home before it was altered. The original clapboard has been covered over
with asbestos shingle, and shutters have been added to the windows facing Maple Avenue.



The original door (appearance unknown) has been replaced by a low quality Victorian style door
with an ornate oval window.



A rear porch area has been enclosed and is used as a breakfast room, and has 6 over 6 double
hung windows that do not match the rest of the house.
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All of the exterior windows save the small windows located in upstairs closets and new windows in
the kitchen rear breakfast room are covered with aluminum storm/screen windows.
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A number of the windows (Windows 5, 9, 15, 16 and 18)are completely inoperable, and appear to
have been unused for many years, as illustrated in the photograph below of window 15. .
Attempts to free several windows have resulted in cracks in the window frames (5, 9, 16 and 18).



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

We propose to restore the windows (except the "new" breakfast room and kitchen
windows) to their original function and appearance, by substituting high quality wood windows of
the same size and appearance for the existing windows and storms. We also propose to remove
the shutters and install a front door that is more in keeping with the overall design of the building,
and that is consistent with doors on other nearby homes from a similar era.



By using double-paned insulated windows, we will be able to eliminate the existing storm windows.
This will restore the original depth and texture to the building fagade. This will reinforce, rather
than impair the existing streetscape.

Under the Takoma Master Plan for Historic Preservation, contributing resources "should
receive a more lenient level of design review than those structures that have been classified as
Outstanding. This design review should emphasize the importance of the resource to the overall
streetscape and its compatibility with existing patters rather than focusing on close scrutiny of
architectural detailing." In particular, exterior alterations, "including those to architectural features
and details should be generally consistent with the predominant architectural style and period of
the resource and should preserve the predominant architectural features of the resource; exact
replication of existing details and features is, however, not required." This, I think, implies that the
primary consideration is the preservation of the visual and esthetic impact of the contributing
resource within its setting, rather than the literal preservation of building components which are not
noteworthy or historic in their own right. Our proposal will preserve (and enhance) the original size
and shape of window and door openings," which (as noted) have been obscured by aluminum
storm windows.

This is the first of three projects we envision. The second, a small kitchen addition, will
vastly improve the appearance of the rear of our house, making it more symmetrical and consistent
in materials and design. The third phase (depending on feasibility) would be to remove the
asbestos shingles added in the 1950s or 60s and restore a clapboard fagade.

One of the attractive features of the original layout of our home is that each room has
windows on two sides, allowing natural ventilation and cooling. Unfortunately, the existing windows
do not serve this purpose. As noted above, several of the windows are completely inoperable.
Professional attempts to open them have simply cracked the frames. The large number of
inoperable windows precludes the intended air flow. In addition, as explained below, the opening
and closing of those windows that do work presents a substantial health and safety risk.

Replacement of the existing windows is also required because the windows present a
health hazard, which cannot be remedied without replacement. Md. Code sec. 24A-8(b)(4)
(commission to instruct the director to issue permit if necessary "in order that unsafe conditions or
health hazards be remedied"). As is typical of older homes, the windows (other than the new ones
in the breakfast room and kitchen) contain high levels of lead, from applications of lead paint before
its use was banned in 1978. (See attached XRF readings). Lead paint is hazardous, particularly to
children under the age of 6. Although at one time, concern about lead paint focused exclusively on
chipping paint, that could be ingested by very young children, more recent research has shown that
dust created by friction on intact painted surfaces also can produce health hazards. Moreover,
other research has shown that children suffer adverse effects from exposure to lead at levels below
the EPA's 10 nanograms/liter "level of concern."

After obtaining a professional analysis of lead paint levels in our home and a risk
assessment, (see DOI, Preservation Brief 37, II) we interviewed a number of firms to develop and
implement a strategy for reducing the risk to our daughter, who is now 4. One firm recommended
by Commission staff, MarcChuk, never returned our calls, however we received proposals from



three contractors, eventually hiring EEC, a firm certified by the State of Maryland for lead paint
remediation. We hired EEC (at the cost of more than six thousand dollars) to strip the door jambs
in our daughter's room, and to remediate lead hazards on all other windows and radiators using
"interim controls," which consist of paint stabilization and repainting, followed by a thorough clean-
up. (DOI Preservation Brief 37, III). We also purchased a HEPA-filter vacuum cleaner and use a
special detergent to remove dust from window surfaces,

Notwithstanding these expenses and efforts, both EEC and the inspector who performed
our risk assessment (who returned after the work was completed) have advised us that the
windows still present a substantial health risk if and when they are opened and closed, generating
friction and dust. The inspector commented:

The lead safety actions appear satisfactory for the short-term basis. The double-
hung windows original to the construction are still subject to releasing dust and
debris with high lead content. Multiple layers of subsequent paint may cover well
now, unfortunately, it also causes the windows to stick closed, to increase friction,
and ultimately increase contamination when windows are opened and closed.
Therefore these windows will not be able to be maintained with additional paint
coatings. The age and condition are (were)poor and deterioration is ongoing
despite this work. Window replacement is highly recommended.

(Report of RTS Environmental Services, 10/1/2004, emphasis added). Similarly, the President of
EEC stated that, "[I]n accordance with State and Federal regulations, EEC has made these
components lead safe. However, without replacing the windows we have also hindered their
functionality. Removing the components completely and stripping them would be very costly and
may not be feasible given the condition of the windows, which might well be substantially damaged
by stripping." (Letter, Andre J. Downey, 1/28105). In short, despite the costly lead remediation we
have already done, the windows are not safe to use. Moreover, because of the accumulation of
paint layers, it is only a matter of time before they would have to be replaced anyway, because of
inevitable deterioration of the paint surfaces, which can no longer be remedied by interim controls.



A SIDE ELEVATION

UNTOON REISER EXT. ELEVATIONam 
TREACY & EAGLEBURGER

7211 MAPLE AVE.
s-STORY REAR ADDITION ON A R C H t T E C T S

TAKOMA PARK, MD 
t!8"-,.-0. 3335 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, NW, VVMHtNc oN, DC 20008
03.24.05 202-362-5226 FAX: 202-352-7791 I



NL%V IW F
;

NEW.
Q

1

.ON U'1!i.~~~yAK A5T RM
ADDITION

NEW Dt7OP.5

IF

I 

Ir 

_. 

F-1
L 

i! W
NEW DECK ! I ~ , p j

i i I LL 1!

A _ REAR ELEVATION

HUNTOON REISE EXT. ELEVATION ' TREACY & EAGLESURGER
------~

72n MAPLE AVE. 
i-STORY REAR ADDITION A R C H 1 T E C T S

TAKOMA PARK, MD  -°~ 3335 CONNECTICUT AvENuL, NW, WAsmiN4TON, DC 2000S

j 03.24-05 202-362-5226 F A x: 202-362-7791
._ ...... ...



MAPLE AVENUE

N32°30'E-5d

FJ T

i ~ I

I I

i ~ I

1 3.9
1

: i I
I 5 hou
! I .

I I I I

I I I

IVEW ROOF

I
NEW ADDITION

ZNlW REMOVE EX15T. TREE 5TUMP

i DECK I

g) Iz

w
O 

EXI 
! ~EX15T. RETAINING

N j I S a i WALL I ro
Un~

~ I
I

{

A 51TE i
I 111 ~•= ~ ~-o°

LINTOON REISER SITE— PROPOSAL, '■ T R E A C Y & E A G L E B U R G E R

t-STORY REAR ADDITION No A R C H I T E C 1-
72u MAPLE AVE.

T 7211 MA PARK. MD 
t/t6"-t'-o" 3335 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, NW, WASHiNCTON, DC 2000)5

03,24,05 202-362-5226 F A x: 202-362-7791


