
Preliminary Consultation 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

STAFF REPORT  

Address: 4901 Brookeville Rd., Brookeville Meeting Date: 6/27/2018 

Resource: Bon Secours Report Date: 6/20/2018 
Master Plan Site #23/54 

Applicant: Amy and Angelo Falcone Public Notice: 6/13/2018 

Review: Preliminary Consultation  Tax Credit: N/A 

Case Number: N/A Staff: Michael Kyne 

PROPOSAL: New construction of an accessory structure 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends that the applicants make any revisions based on the Commission’s recommendations 
and return with a complete HAWP application. When submitting a formal application, the applicants 
should provide full details for all proposed work items, in accordance with the staff report and the 
Commission’s guidance. 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 

SIGNIFICANCE: Master Plan Site 
STYLE: Italianate 
DATE: 1861 

1O

II.C



 
 
Except from Places from the Past: 
 

Bon Secours survives as an excellent example of an intact, mid-19th-century rural estate. The striking 
Italianate-style dwelling, set well back from Brookeville Road, is reached by a semi-circular, tree-
lined drive, and is surrounded by cultivated fields. Nicholas R. Griffith, who named the property 
"Hollywood" for its trees, built the impressive Italianate-style dwelling in early 1861.  A well-
established tobacco broker in Baltimore, Griffith apparently intended to use the house as a summer 
retreat.  With the outbreak of the Civil War, however, the family, described by historian Roger 
Brooke Farquhar as Southern sympathizers, occupied the house immediately upon its completion. 
The frame structure and wood siding are said to be constructed of fir imported by "Clipper" from the 
West Coast, thence hauled from Baltimore by oxen.  
 
Bon Secours, which consists of a principal, three-bay main block and contemporaneous rear wing to 
the north, is set upon an uncoursed stone foundation and has a cross gable roof.  Original German 
siding remains intact at the second story of the front façade.  Unusual in Montgomery County are the 
Italianate-style round-arched windows.  Cohesively grouped behind the main dwelling are several 
outbuildings, including two corncribs, two barns, a stone pumphouse, a detached kitchen, and a 
poultryhouse. 

 
PROPOSAL 
 

● Construction of an accessory structure. 
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APPLICABLE GUIDELINES  
 
In accordance with Section 1.5 of the Historic Preservation Commission Rules, Guidelines, and 
Procedures (Regulation No. 27-97) (“Regulations”), in developing its decision when reviewing a Historic 
Area Work Permit application for an undertaking at a Master Plan site the Commission uses section 24A-
8 of the Montgomery County Code (“Chapter 24A”), the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and 
Guidelines for Rehabilitation (“Standards”), and pertinent guidance in applicable master plans.  [Note: 
where guidance in an applicable master plan is inconsistent with the Standards, the master plan guidance 
shall take precedence (section 1.5(b) of the Regulations).]  The pertinent information in these documents, 
incorporated in their entirety by reference herein, is outline below. 
 
Sec. 24A-8. Same-Criteria for issuance. 
 

(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: 

(1)  The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features of an historic site or historic 
resource within an historic district; or 
(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; [emphasis added] 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. 

(c) It is not the intent of this chapter to limit new construction, alteration or repairs to any 1 period or 
architectural style. 
(d) In the case of an application for work on an historic resource located within an historic district, 
the commission shall be lenient in its judgment of plans for structures of little historical or design 
significance or for plans involving new construction, unless such plans would seriously impair the 
historic or architectural value of surrounding historic resources or would impair the character of the 
historic district. (Ord. No. 9-4, § 1; Ord. No. 11-59.) 

 
Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 

 
The Secretary of the Interior defines rehabilitation as “the act or process of making possible a compatible 
use for a property through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features, 
which convey its historical, cultural, or architectural values.”  Because the property is a Master Plan Site, 
the Commission’s focus in reviewing the proposal should be the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation. The Standards are as follows: 

3O



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

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

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall 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. 

STAFF DISCUSSION 
 
The applicants propose to construct a 100’ long by 40’ deep greenhouse at the rear of the subject property 
(behind the historic house and existing accessory structures). The applicants have indicated that the height 
of the building will depend on the depth of the water table at the subject property, which has not yet been 
determined. The greenhouse will be constructed from metal and glass, with its primary (south) elevation 
being mostly glazing. The rear (north) elevation of the greenhouse will be built into a berm. A geothermal 
system will be installed under the greenhouse, and solar panels will be installed on the roof.  
 
Staff is conceptually supportive of the applicants’ proposal, finding that the location, scale and massing, 
and design of the proposed greenhouse, as depicted in the available information, is generally compatible 
with the subject property. The proposed greenhouse is consistent with the agricultural characteristics of 
the subject property and will encourage the continuation of the original use of the subject property. 
However, staff finds that additional information is required before determining the impact of the proposed 
greenhouse on the historic house and contributing accessory structures at the subject property. 
Specifically, the following information is required: 
 

• The height of the proposed greenhouse. 
• Information regarding excavation. 
• Information regarding the proposed creation of a berm on the north side of the proposed 

greenhouse. 
• A storm water management plan. 

 
Staff asks the Commission to provide any guidance regarding the proposed greenhouse to ensure that the 
proposal will not remove or alter the historic character-defining features of the subject property, in 
accordance with Standards #2 and #9, and that the proposed greenhouse, berm, and associated features 
can be removed in the future without impairing the historic integrity of the subject property, in 
accordance with Standard #10. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the applicants make any revisions based on the Commission’s recommendations 
and return with a complete HAWP application. When submitting a formal application, the applicants 
should provide full details for all proposed work items, in accordance with the staff report and the 
Commission’s guidance. 
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