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Preliminary Consultation 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

STAFF REPORT 

Address: 3100 Brimstone Academy Dr., Olney Meeting Date: 6/12/2019 

Resource: Master Plan Site #23/97 Report Date: 6/5/2019 

Rockland 

Applicant: Gary H. and Aimee A. Weiss Public Notice: 5/29/2019 

Review: Preliminary Consultation  Staff: Dan Bruechert 

Proposal: Building Addition 

RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends the applicant make any modifications recommended by the HPC and return 

for a HAWP. 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 

SIGNIFICANCE: Individially Listed Master Plan Site #23/97 (Rockland) 

STYLE: 

DATE: 1838 w/ 1850 alterations 

From Places from the Past: 

“Rockland was the residence of Benjamin Hallowell, influential Quaker educator and 

agriculturalist.  Hallowell was a founder of Swarthmore College, was first president and a 

founder of the college that became the Agricultural College of the University of Maryland, and 

established Brimstone Academy in Alexandria, Virginia.  The main five-bay block with center 

passage was likely built around 1838, incorporating an earlier log structure.  A significant 

interior feature is an elliptical arch between the two east rooms.  The house was expanded about 

1850 with dual service wings to create a large formal double residence.  The west wing had been 

removed by c.1900 and was rebuilt in the late 1980s.” 
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Figure 1: Rockland has had significant development around the historic resource. 

PROPOSAL 

 

The applicant proposes to construct a two-story addition in the northwest corner of the house. 

 

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES 

 

Proposed alterations to individual Master Plan Sites are reviewed under Montgomery County 

Code Chapter 24A (Chapter 24A) and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 

Rehabilitation.  Rehabilitation is defined 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. 

 

Montgomery County Code, Chapter 24A Historic Resources Preservation  

 (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 
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achievement of the purposes of this chapter; 

 

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, space and spatial relationships that 

characterize a property will be avoided. 

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes and construction techniques or examples of 

craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved. 

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic 

materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property.  The new work 

shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, 

features, size, scale and proportions, and massing to protect the integrity of the property 

and its environment. 

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a 

manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic 

property and its environment would be unimpaired. 

 

 

STAFF DISCUSSION 

 

The applicant proposes constructing a two-story addition, measuring 21’ × 16’ (twenty-one by 

sixteen feet) in the northwest corner of the house.  The western (left side) wall will be co-planer 

with the existing wall plane.  The roof of the addition will introduce a new rear-facing gable.  The 

application indicates that the finishes of the addition will match the historic house including 

painted cedar clapboards, a stone foundation and cedar shake roof.  The windows proposed for the 

north (rear) elevation will be removed from the house and re-located. 

 

On the west (side) of the new construction the applicant proposes to construct a wood side porch 

with round columns, a hipped cedar shake roof, and a pair of French doors.   

 

Staff finds that a building addition in this location is acceptable.  It is in the rear of the building 

connecting to a c.1980s addition.  Staff further finds that the materials identified are compatible 

with the historic house. 

 

Typically, additions are required to be inset from the existing construction to differentiate the 

phases of construction.  The proposed west elevation would be co-planer with an uninterrupted 

wall plane.  Because the existing wing is a c.1980s construction, Staff could reasonably support a 

co-planer addition.  However, the outline of the existing construction should be maintained 

through the use of trim pieces so that the corner of the wing is expressed.  An alternative design 

solution would be to inset the wall of the addition from the existing wall.  Staff request guidance 

from the HPC on the appropriateness of the co-planer addition and exterior wall treatment. 

 

Staff finds that the proposal to construct a new porch on the west elevation is also appropriate.  

The hipped roof, wood railing and lattice are all drawn from the existing front porch.  The front 

porch appears to be 1980s construction.  Staff finds the proportions of the side porch to be out of 

character with the historic house and recommends that the porch either be widened along the west 
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elevation or reduced and simplified in form.  Staff request the HPC provide feedback regarding the 

proposed side porch configuration and make recommendations for the HAWP application. 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

 

Staff recommends the applicant make any modifications recommended by the HPC and return 

for a HAWP. 
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