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EXPEDITED 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT 

Address: Meeting Date: 9/5/18 

Resource: Report Date: 8/29/18 

Review: 

7211 Maple Ave., Takoma Park 

Contributing Resource 

Takoma Park Historic District

HAWP Public Notice: 8/22/18 

Case Number: 37/03-18HHH Tax Credit: None 

Applicant:  David Reiser & Irene Huntoon Staff: Dan Bruechert 

Proposal: Fence Installation 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends that the HPC approve the HAWP application. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing to the Takoma Park Historic District 

STYLE: Colonial Revival 

DATE: 1910 

Figure 1: 7211 Maple Ave., shown at the center of the map. 
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PROPOSAL 

The applicant proposes to install two gates, one on each side of the house, co-planer with the rear wall and 

enough fencing to fill in the openings and enclose the rear yard.  The gate and fences will be wood framed, 

36” (thirty-six inches) tall, with wire mesh inset as shown in the application materials.  These new fences 

comply with the unadopted design guidelines and, due to the slope of the site, will only be minimally 

visible from the public right-of-way.  Staff supports approval of this HAWP. 

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES 

Policy on Use of Expedited Staff Reports for Simple HAWP Cases 

2. Modifications to a property, which do not significantly alter its visual character; and

10. Construction of fences that are compatible with historic site or district in terms of

material, height, location, and design.  Requests for fences higher than 48" to be

located in the front yard of a property will not be reviewed using an Expedited

Staff Report.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

__X__Approval 

_____ Approval with conditions. 

Approval is based on the following criteria from Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code, Section 

8(b): 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: 

__x__1.  The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features of an historic site, or 

historic resource within an historic district; or 

__x__2.  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; 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 

_____6.  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. 
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