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This document contains the text, with supporting maps, for an amendment
to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation in Montgomery County,
being also an amendment to the Bethesda-Chevy Chase Master Plan
(1990); and an amendment to the General Plan (On Wedges and
Corridors) for the Physical Development of the Maryland-Washington
Regional District Within Montgomery and Prince George's Counties.
This amendment expands an existing historic district, the Chevy
Chase Village Historic District (Phase One), from 11 properties to

327 properties. Designation of this expanded historic district on

the Master Plan serves to protect these resources under the

County's Historic Preservation Ordinance, Chapter 24A of the
Montgomery County Code.
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The Maryland-National Capital Park
and Planning Commission

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission is a bi-county agency
created by the General Assembly of Maryland in 1927. The Commission’s
geographic authority extends to the great majority of Montgomery and Prince
George’s Counties; the Maryland-Washington Regional District (M-NCPPC planning
jurisdiction) comprises 1,001 square miles, while the Metropolitan District (parks)
comprises 919 square miles, in the two counties.

The Commission has three major functions:

1. The preparation, adoption, and, from time to time, amendment or extension of
the The General Plan (On Wedges and Corridors) for the Physical Development

of the Maryland-Washington Regional District in Montgomery and Prince
George’s Counties;

2. The acquisition, development, operation, and maintenance of a public park
system; and

3. In Prince George's County only, the operation of the entire County public
recreation program.

The Commission operates in each county through a Planning Board appointed by
and responsible to the county government. All local plans, recommendations on
zoning amendments, administration of subdivision regulations, and general
administration of parks are responsibilities of the Planning Boards.

The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission encourages the
involvement and participation of individuals with disabilities, and its facilities are
accessible. For assistance with special needs (i.e., large print materials, listening

devices, sign language interpretation, etc.), please contact the Community
Relations Office, 301-495-4600 or TDD 301-495-1331.
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MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT PROCESS

Master Plans provide policy guidance concerning the private and public use of land, for use
and reference by private landowners. public agencies, and interested parties generally. Every master
plan amendment also amends the General Plan for Montgomery County. The process of initiation,
review, and adoption of amendments is generally as follows:

Public Hearing (Preliminarv) Draft Amendment

This document is a formal proposal to amend an adopted master plan. It is prepared by the
Montgomery County Planning Board of The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning
Commission. Before proceeding to publish a final draft of the amendment, the Planning Board must ™
hold a public hearing. After the close of the record of this public hearing, the Planning Board holds

an open worksession to review the testimony, and to determine whether to make any revisions to the
Public Hearing (Preliminary) Draft.

Planning Board (Final) Draft Amendment

This document contains the Planning Board's final recommendations. It is transmitted to the -~
County Council for review. In addition, the County Executive is sent a copy and has sixty days in
which to provide comments on the amendment.

The County Council typically schedules a public hearing on the Planning Board (Final) Draft
Amendment. After the close of record of this public hearing, the Council holds an open worksession

to review the testimony, and then adopts a resolution approvmg modifying, or dlsapprovmo the
amendment.

Failure of the County Council to act within the prescribed time limits constitutes approval
of the plan amendment as submitted to the body which fails to act.

Adopted Amendment

The amendment approved by the County Council is forwarded to The Maryland-National
Capital Park and Planning Commission for adoption. Once adopted by the Commission. the

amendment officially amends the various master plans cited in the Commission's adoption
resolution.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION MASTER PLAN AMENDMENT

The Master Plan for Historic Preservation and the Historic Preservation Ordinance,
Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code, are designed to protect and preserve Montgomery
County's historic and architectural heritage. When an historic resource is placed on the Master
Plan for Historic Preservation, the adoption action officially designates the property as an historic
site or historic district, and subjects it to the further procedural requirements of the Historic
Preservation Ordinance.

Designation of historic sites and districts serves to highlight the values that are important
in maintaining the individual character of the County and its communities. It is the intent of the
County's preservation program to provide a rational system for evaluating, protecting and
enhancing the County's historic and architectural heritage for the benefit of present and future
generations of Montgomery County residents. The accompanying challenge is to weave
protection of this heritage into the County's planning program so as to maximize community -
'support for preservation and minimize infringement on private property rights.

The following criteria, as stated in Section 24A-3 of the Historic Preservation Ordinance,
shall apply when historic resources are evaluated for designation in the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation: ‘

(1 Historical and cultural significance:
The historic resource:

a. - has character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage or cultural
characteristics of the County, State, or Nation;

is the site of a significant historic event; ;

is identified with a person or a group of persons who influenced society;
exemplifies the cultural, economic, social, political or historic heritage of the
County and its communities; or

/o g

(2) Architectural and design significance:

The historic resource:

a. embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of
construction;

b. represents the work of a master;

c. possesses high artistic values;

d. represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack

individual distinction; or
e. represents an established and familiar visual feature of the neighborhood,
community, or County due to its singular physical characteristic or landscape.
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IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MASTER PLAN FOR HISTORIC
PRESERVATION

Once designated on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation, historic resources are
subject to the protection of the Ordinance. Any substantial changes to the exterior of a resource
or its environmental setting must be reviewed by the Historic Preservation Commission and an
historic area work permit issued under the provisions of the County's Preservation Ordinance,
Section 24A-6. In accordance with the Master Plan for Historic Preservation and unless
otherwise spécified in the amendment. the environmental setting for each site, as defined in
Section 24A-2 of the Ordinance, is the entire parcel on which the resource is located as of the
date it is designated on the Master Plan.

Designation of the entire parcel provides the County adequate review authority to
preserve historic sites in the event of development. It also ensures that, from the beginning of the
development process, important features of these sites are recognized and incorporated in the
future development of designated properties. In the case of large acreage parcels, the amendment
will provide general guidance for the refinement of the setting by indicating when the setting is
subject to reduction in the event of development; by describing an appropriate area to preserve
the integrity of the resource; and by identifying buildings and features associated with the site
which should be protected as part of the setting. [t is anticipated that for a majority of the sites
designated, the appropriate point at which to refine the environmental setting will be when the :
property 1s subdivided. :

Public improvements can profoundly affect the integritv of an historic area. Section
24A-6 of the Ordinance states that an Historic Area Work Permit for work on public or private
property must be issued prior to altering an historic resource or its environmental setting. The
design of public facilities in the vicinity of historic resources should be sensitive to and maintain
the character of the area. Specitic design considerations should be reflected as part of the
Mandatory Referral review processes.

In the majority of cases. decisions regarding preservation alternatives are made at the time
of public facility implementation within the process established in Section 24A of the Ordinance.
This method provides for adequate review by the public and governing agencies. In order to
provide guidance in the event of future public facility implementation. the amendment addresses
potential conflicts existing at each site and suggests alternatives and recommendations to assist in
balancing preservation with community needs.

In addition to protecting designated resources from unsympathetic alteration and
insensitive redevelopment, the County's Preservation Ordinance also empowers the County's
Department of Environmental Protection and the Historic Preservation Commission to prevent
the demolition of historic buildings through neglect.

The Montgomery County Council passed legislation in September 1984 to provide for a
tax credit against County real property taxes in order to encourage the restoration and
preservation of privately owned structures located in the County. The credit applies to all
properties designated on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation (Chapter 52, Art. VI).
Furthermore. the Historic Preservation Commission maintains up-to-date information on the
status of preservation incentives including tax credits, tax benefits possible through the granting
of easements on historic properties. outright grants and low-interest loan programs.
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THE AMENDMENT

The purpose of this amendment is to expand an existing historic district, the Chevy Chase
Village Historic District (Phase One) from 11 properties to 327 properties. The designation of
this expanded historic district on the Master Plan for Historic Preservation serves to protect
properties under the County's Historic Preservation Ordinance, Chapter 24A of the Montgomery
County Code.

Site # Name Boundaries

35/13 Chevy Chase Village Historic District See Figure 2 (page 8)

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Summary:

Chevy Chase Village was Montgomery County’s first and most influential streetcar
suburb planned and developed between 1892 and 1930. It was the most visionary investment in
Montgomery County real estate in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century - representing
the Chevy Chase Land Company’s prototype for a planned suburb and setting the tone for early
twentieth century neighborhoods throughout northwest Washington and southern Montgomery
County. Architecturally, Chevy Chase Village contains the county’s highest concentration of
outstanding architect-designed and builder vernacular suburban houses rendered in post- '
Victorian styles of the period 1890-1930. Together, the surviving plan and architecture of Chevy
Chase Village represents one of the most intact and important examples of suburban planning
and architectural expression built in the region before World War II.

The Chevy Chase Village Historic District, as delineated in this amendment, has a period
of significance beginning in 1892, when the Village opened for sale, and continuing through the
1920s, a decade which marked the close of the majority of construction activity in this area. The
potential district meets a number of the criteria for historic designation listed in the Historic
Preservation Ordinance:

1(a) ...as a prototypical, turn-of-the-century streetcar suburb designed to provide upscale
residences in a comprehensively planned environment.

1(c) ...for its association with Senators Francis G. Newlands and William M. Stewart.

1(d) ...as it exemplifies the development of Montgomery County as a suburban
community with close ties to the growth of Washington D.C.

2(a) ...for its outstanding collection of late 19th and early 20th century residences,
designed in the broad range of architectural styles popular during this period - including
Shingle, Tudor, Colonial Revival, and Craftsman.

2(b) ...for its connection with prominent architects such as Lindley Johnson, Leon Dessez,
Waddy B. Wood and Arthur B. Heaton.

2(d) ...as a collection of significant buildings which - as a whole - clearly evoke a sense of
historic time and place.



Synopsis of History:

Chevy Chase is nationally recognized as a prototypical, turn-of-the-century streetcar
suburb providing upscale residences in a comprehensively planned environment. The driving
force behind the development of Chevy Chase was Senator Francis G. Newlands of Nevada.
Newlands is recognized as one of the first entrepreneurs to appreciate the speculative
implications of the streetcar.

Chevy Chase gets its name from a 560-acre tract of land patented here in 1751 by Colonel
Joseph Belt. known as "Cheivy Chace." The name has historic associations with a 1388 battle
between England and Scotland which involved a border raid, or "chevauchee,” of hunting
grounds. known as a "chace.”

The Chevy Chase Land Company was incorporated in 1890 by Newlands and Senator
William M. Stewart, also of Nevada. Newlands arranged for the purchase of land along the
proposed extension of Connecticut Avenue from the built area of Washington on into the
Maryland countryside. Under his plan, his associates, realtors Colonel George Augustus Armes
and Edward J. Stellwagen, purchased the land which was then transferred to the Land Company.
Landowners who appeared to be holding out for excessive profit were bypassed by a shift in the

course of the road and trolley. This accounts for Connecticut Avenue's change in direction north
of Chevy Chase Circle.

From the beginning. Newlands sought to develop a singular neighborhood of the finest
quality. Newlands' comprehensive plan included zoning, architectural design guidelines,
landscaping. and infrastructure. The Chevy Chase Land Company spent millions on
infrastructure improvements. including the construction of the trolley line. known as the Rock
Creek Railway. The company built trestle bridges over Rock Creek, graded Connecticut Avenue
from Calvert Street to Chevy Chase Lake, installed water and sewer systems, and constructed a
power house to provide electricity. The $1.250,000 corporate investment in the infrastructure of
the region was a remarkable statement of faith in the growth and progress of the national capital
area and created the foundation for regional community building on an unprecedented
comprehensive scale.

The Land Company hired talented designers. including architects and a landscape
architect. to design the community. Nathan Barrett, a New York landscape architect, created
wide streets. large lots, and parkland. Trees and shrubs were carefully selected to represent the
best in contemporary styvle and taste.

Leon E. Dessez, appointed the company's architect, prepared strict building regulations.
Houses fronting on Connecticut Avenue were to cost at least $5000 and had required setbacks of
35 feet. Houses on side streets had to be worth at least $3000 and have 25 foot setbacks.
Individual lots in both areas had to be at least sixty feet wide. Rowhouses. commercial buildings,

apartments. and alleys were prohibited. In addition. Dessez reviewed plans for proposed houses
within the village.

The Land Company built the first four houses to set the tone for subsequent construction.
Three of these still stand today. The Newlands-Corby Mansion (1894). 9 Chevy Chase Circle,
was designed by Philadelphia architect Lindley Johnson. and was given its present Tudor Revival
appearance by Arthur Heaton. c1909-1914. [t is already designated on the Master Plan for

Historic Preservation (#35/13-1). The other two original houses are 5804 Connecticut Avenue
and 3900 Connecticut Avenue.

19



The first section of Chevy Chase to be developed was Section 2, now known as Chevy
Chase Village, recorded in 1892 and opened for sale in 1893. Unfortunately, 1893 also marked
the end of a real estate boom because of a national economic depression - the Panic of 1893 - and
early sales in Chevy Chase were slow. By 1897, only 27 houses had been built and occupied.
Most of the first houses were concentrated in the area immediately surrounding the Chevy Chase
Circle. After the turn of the century, sales picked up. Approximately, 145 houses were
constructed by 1916, and within the year, lots in Section 2 were largely sold out.

Civic and recreational amenities were integral to the planned development of Chevy
Chase. In keeping with Newland’s concern that the new subdivision have building of
“community interest,” a series of early efforts were made to plant educational, civic, and
recreational institutions in this area. The Village Hall at 5906 Connecticut Avenue was built by
the Land Company in 1896 and accommodated the post office, library, and fire apparatus. In
addition, the Newlands and the Land Company supported the development of the Chevy Chase
Club by subsidizing early fox hunting activities and, in 1894, acting as an intermediary in
securing the lease of the original Bradley farmhouse as a headquarters for the club. Other efforts
by the Land Company to provide full community amenities included construction of a two-room

schoolhouse on Bradley Lane in 1898 and creation of a popular summer amusement park - Chevy
Chase Lake.

As reflected in real estate advertisements of the period, Chevy Chase Village had
emerged as an established, planned suburb by the early 1920s. Advertisements noticing sales of
both new and existing houses identified the area as “Old Chevy Chase, Maryland” or the “Most
Exclusive Section of Chevy Chase, Maryland.”

Synopsis of Architectural Character:

Chevy Chase Village is an exceptional concentration of late nineteenth century and early
twentieth century architectural styles, including the Colonial Revival, Neoclassical, Shingle,
Tudor Revival, Italian Renaissance, and Craftsman. Many of the houses were designed by
locally and nationally known architects.

Domestic architecture built between 1892 and 1930 is characterized by the combining of
different academic architectural styles and forms. It is typical for buildings of this era to display
elements of several different styles and types of ornamentation all on one structure. “Academic
Eclecticism” is a term often used to describe this type of architecture - not meaning that buildings
were designed with little forethought, but rather that the exuberance of the period led designers to

break with rigid stylistic rules and freely combine the best of different forms and decorative
motifs.

The Chevy Chase Land Company built the first few residences, setting the architectural
tone for later houses. These houses were designed by Lindley Johnson, a successful,
sophisticated Philadelphia architect known for his large country estates and resort structures. The
first house occupied in the community was the Prairie/Arts and Crafts style house at 5804
Connecticut Avenue, built for Edward Stellwagen around 1892. Another original “Land
Company house” is a Tudor Revival house, at 5900 Connecticut Avenue, which held the
community's first post oftice from 1893-96. Finally, the Newlands-Corby Mansion at 9 Chevy
Chase Circle was constructed as a “gateway” to the new planned community of Chevy Chase.

Several of these early buildings closely resemble the house sketches on an 1892 promotional map
of Chevy Chase.
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This promotional plat for Section 2 (Chevy Chase Village) was
published in 1892 by Thos. J. Fisher Co.. the exclusive real estate
sales agent tor the Chevy Chase Land Company.



The residential architecture of Chevy Chase prior to World War I was characterized by

" large scale Shingle, Colonial Revival, and Tudor style houses usually built on sizeable lots.
Many of the houses, owned by wealthy businessmen or professionals, were conservative and
largely symmetrical shingled or stuccoed Four Squares or side-gabled Colonial Revival buildings
with ample columned porches. With its maturing tree-bordered streets, the neighborhood
conveyed an ideal spot for privacy and refuge from the city.

After the war, Chevy Chase benefited from the prosperity of the 1920s and the explosive
growth of the federal government. Lot sales were so good in Chevy Chase by 1922 that the Land
Company struggled to keep up with demand by opening several new sections - including Section
5, Section 1, and Section 1-A. Chevy Chase Village gradually evolved from a scattering of
exclusive seasonal houses for the well-to-do who built large country residences on spacious lots

to a solid, middle-class residential dlstnct of upscale houses mixed with smaller, less costly
Period houses.

Outstanding landscape features which bear testimony to Nathan Barrett's original
landscape plan, include the arched canopy of trees framing West Irving Street, and triangular
parklike lots at Magnolia Parkway and Chevy Chase Circle, and at Laurel Parkway and Kirke
Street. A major landscape feature - Chevy Chase Circle, located on the DC-Maryland border -
unites the two jurisdictions and provide a gateway to Chevy Chase. The sandstone fountain, built
in 1932 and dedicated to Newlands. was recently restored by the Chevy Chase Land Company. -

Taken as a whole. the buildings in Chevy Chase Village - sited along the planned, curving
street system and surrounded by mature landscaping - represent an important cultural expression
of American wealth and power in the early twentieth century and reflect in their designs the

optimism and comfort considered central to domestic archltecture of the post- Vlctonan
American suburb.



RESOURCES

Database:

A database of the 327 properties in the potential Chevy Chase Village Historic District is
included in Appendix A. Each of the properties is identified by predominant architectural style,
general period of construction, and category (see below). In addition, information about the
current materials of the structure, the original architect and/or owner, outbuildings, more recent
major alterations, and other comments are included in the database.

Categories of Significance:

Categorization of resources within historic districts has proved to be a useful tool in
administering designated areas. Not all properties within a historic district are of equal
significance, and the Historic Preservation Ordinance recognized this - Section 24A-8(d) of the
law states that "...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."”

Categorizing resources within historic districts during the designation process provides
the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) with guidance as to which structures within an area
are of little historical or design significance, so that the HPC may apply the law appropriately.

The categortes and their definitions which have been used in the database in this
amendment to evaluate properties in Chevy Chase are as follows:

Outstanding Resource: A resource which is of outstanding significance due to its architectural
and/or historical features. An outstanding resource may date from any
historical period and may be representative of any architectural style.
However, it must have special features, architectural details and/or
historical associations that make the resource especially representative of
an architectural style, it must be especially important to the history of the
district, and/or it must be especially unique within the context of the
district.

Contributing Resource: A resource which contributes to the overall character of the district and
its streetscape, but which is of secondary architectural and historical
significance. A resource may be classified as contributing if it is a
common or ubiquitous example of an architectural style that is important
to the historic district, or if it was an outstanding resource that, while still
identifiable as a specific architectural style, has lost some degree of its
architectural integrity due to alterations. Contributing resources add to the
overall streetscape due to their size, scale, and architectural character.

Non-Contributing or Out-of-Period Resource: A resource which is does not directly
contribute to the historicity of the district because of its lack of
architectural and historical significance and/or because of major alterations
that have eliminated most of the resource's original architectural integrity.
Or a resource that is a newer building, which possibly contributes to the
overall streetscape but is out of the district's primary historical and
architectural context.



FIGURE 2

CHEVY CHASE VILLAGE HISTORIC DISTRICT
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BOUNDARY ANALYSIS

In looking at potential historic district boundaries, the existing designated Chevy Chase
Village Historic District (Phase One) and the Newlands-Corby Mansion at 9 Chevy Chase Circle
(Historic Site #35/13-1) served as starting points. However, the rationale for expanded
boundaries is based on 1.) looking at the first and earliest area of subdivision in Chevy Chase -
which is also the first area which was developed; and 2.) an analysis of clear geographic confines
within the area of early development which define logical district boundaries.

The first subdivision in Chevy Chase Village (dating from 1892) is a large area running
from Chevy Chase Circle to Bradley Lane, on both sides of Connecticut Avenue. The major
streets, platted in 1892, are oriented to the east and west of Connecticut Avenue. (Figure 1.) The
Chevy Chase Land Company also intended a north/south road network arranged around a formal
Baroque axis leading north from Chevy Chase Circle up Connecticut Avenue. A series of curved
and heavily tree-lined parkways with the sylvan names of Linden, Laurel, Magnolia, Cypress,
and Cedar flanked each side of the axis, although Linden and Cypress Parkways were never built.
By 1909, Chevy Chase Village was re-subdivided and 64.643 acres had been leased and later

sold to the Chevy Chase Club. However, the rest of the original plan and road alignments are
largely intact.

The first houses in the community were constructed in this area near Connecticut Avenue
for streetcar access to Washington D.C. Early maps show the majority of houses located on
Grafton, Kirke, Lenox, Newlands, and Quincy. Within the earliest platted area, there exists a
high concentration of houses that define the emergence of Chevy Chase as a streetcar suburb and
that date from the potential district’s period of historic significance (1892-1930). Most of the
area west of Cedar Parkway and to the east of Brookville Road was sparsely developed before
1930. Furthermore, these areas reflect a different philosophy of neighborhood development

wherein building density increases, house design becomes more repetitious, and the houses’ scale
and ormamentation are more modest.

Based upon this developmental history, the district boundaries extend from Chevy Chase
Circle, north to include structures on the south side of Bradley Lane. (Figure 2) On the east the
boundary is Brookville Road (including houses on both sides of the street). On the west side the
boundary is Cedar Parkway (including houses on both sides of the street, north of Hesketh).

Cedar Parkway and Brookville Road the west and east sides of this core area create strong
historic and visual boundaries that correlate with the Chevy Chase Land Company’s holdings or
timing of lot sales. There is a strong continuity of architecture and landscaping within the
potential district boundaries. The historic core of Chevy Chase Village, built up before 1930, has
retained its open, park-like character, large scale architecture, and broad streets with mature
landscaping. There have been small numbers of intrusive modern buildings.
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Chevy Chase Club Boundary

The historic district boundary on the Chevy Chase Club property is delineated in Figure 3.
The outstanding historic buildings and structures within the Club complex that are included in
the designation of the expanded Chevy Chase Village Historic District are: the original portion of
the main clubhouse building, the stable, and the streetcar shelter and stone wall along
Connecticut Avenue. Not included in the designation are the south wing of the clubhouse
(known as the Bradley House), the south appendages and greenhouses connected to the 1909
stable, the golf course, tennis courts, swimming pool complex, winter center and ice rink, a
recently approved tennis building, nor the grounds around these other structures and facilities.
This Master Plan recognizes that an institutional use such as Chevy Chase Club has evolved over
time and must continue to do so to serve the changing needs of its members. Therefore, the
construction of new buildings, structures and facilities on the Club property outside the

designated area are not restricted. Future changes may be anticipated to the main clubhouse
building.

A Historic Area Work Permit would be required for exterior changes to or demolition of
the designated structures: the main clubhouse (excluding the south Bradley House wing), the
stable (excluding the south greenhouse wing), the streetcar shelter, or the stone wall, or for the
construction of new buildings or structures within the designated area. While changes to these
designated structures will require Historic Area Work Permit approval, the intent of designation
is to give the highest level of protection and review to the portions of the site visible from the
public right-of-way. Alterations to the main clubhouse building that are not visible from public
right-of-way should be subject to very lenient scrutiny. Most changes to the rear of this building
should be approved as a matter of course.
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IMPLEMENTATION ISSUES
Historic Preservation Policy Guidelines

The following guidelines were drafted by the Chevy Chase Village Historic Preservation
Committee and are reproduced without changes in this amendment. The Committee was
established by the Chevy Chase Village Board of Managers and represents a wide spectrum of
views on the subject of historic designation. The Committee believes the guidelines would
benefit the Village whether or not the County Council votes to enlarge the current historic

district on West Lenox Street. These guidelines have not been endorsed by the Chevy Chase
Village Board of Managers.

The Master Plan Amendment anticipates that the Chevy Chase Village Board of Managers and N

the Chevy Chase Village Historic Preservation Committee will re-open drafting of the historic
preservation policy guidelines to give residents further opportunity to participate in the process.
Revised guidelines must be agreed upon by the Village Board of Managers and the Historic

Preservation Commission. Once such joint agreement is reached, the Final Draft Amendment to . "

the Approved and Adopted Master Plan for Historic Preservation: Chevy Chase Village -
Expansion will be amended formally.

Because of the unusual size, complexity and character of the proposed Chevy Chase
Village Historic District, any amendment to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation designating
such a district should include historic preservation policy guidelines to assist in the
implementation of the historic designation.

The purpose of including historic preservation policy guidelines in any such amendment
would be to provide the Historic Preservation Commission (“HPC”) and other applicable
agencies with guidance regarding the intent of any historic designation. In addition, the purpose
of these guidelines is to provide the HPC with general direction in reviewing applications for
Historic Area Work Permits (“HAWP’S™) and in administering the district, if designated. Itis
acknowledged that policy guidelines are intended to provide guidance, not rigid design strictures.

Each HAWP application may present unique design issues and each will need to be reviewed
individually.

The historic preservation policy guidelines which follow are intended to be broad and
general in nature. They are not intended to be the final or ultimate design review manual for the
proposed Chevy Chase Village Historic District. [f the district is designated, it is strongly
recommended that the HPC work closely with M-NCPPC staff, the Village Board of Managers,
and Village residents to develop and adopt a specific set of design review guidelines, to be
published and distributed throughout the Village, and to provide the HPC with specific direction
in reviewing HAWP applications. The HPC, when reviewing a Historic Area Work Permit must
give considerable weight to the recommendations of the Local Advisory Panel.

B, T



Alterations to Existing Structures

The vast majority of Chevy Chase Village HAWP applications which will be rev1ewed by
the HPC will involve exterior alterations, chanoes and/or additions to enstmg structures.! In
reviewing HAWP applications it is important for the HPC to recognize the “remarkably eclectic
architectural fabric” of the proposed historic district. (See M-NCPPC Chevy Chase Village Historic
District Study draft report at page 7.1.) Indeed, the architectural style most prominently identified
with the proposed historic district is “Academic Eclecticism,” accompanied by “many variants of
the “Classical, Medieval, Colonial Revival, Arts and Crafts, Mediterranean and Prairie styles.” (See
draft report at page 8.8.) In addition, most of the “pivotal” and “outstanding” buildings within the
proposed district have themselves undergone major exterior alterations, changes and/or additions
throughout the twentieth century. Nevertheless, a “shared self consciousness™ has enabled the -
Village to maintain and enhance its “cohesive” architectural image. (See draft report at page 8.8.)
Residents in the past have given careful attention to historic and cultural resources in Chevy Chase
Village; an appreciation of these resources has resulted in an informed stewardship of the Village
and perpetuated its cohesive identity. It is of paramount importance that the HPC recognize and
foster the Village’s shared commitment to evolving eclecticism, which necessitates substantial
deference to the judgement, creativity and individuality of Village residents.

Although the Historic Preservation Commission does not have the power to approve or disapprove
subdivisions, the HPC should in general be lenient in reviewing and commenting on subdivisions
for vacant lots to the Planning Board unless the subdivision w1ll be extremely detrimental to the
historicity of the district.

Another critical characteristic of the proposed historic district is its “naturalistic landscape,” with
numerous and “massive” mature trees, a “remarkable park-like setting,” and “dramatic canopies for
the roads and houses.” (See draft report at page 7.1.) This aspect of the Village began with the
original plan, has been fostered by the Village Board of Managers through the Village's Urban Forest
Ordinance and the work of the Village arborist and Tree Committee, and is largely responsible for
its continued existence as “one of the most intact and important examples of suburban planning and
architectural expression built in the region before World War I1.” (See draft report at page 8.1.)
Thus. it is also of paramount importance that the HPC recognize and foster the Village’s open, park-
like character, which necessitates respect for existing environmental settings, landscaping, and
patterns of open space. For most Village residents, these landscape and scale issues far outweigh
questions of architectural style. In addition. this critical characteristic of the proposed historic
district requires careful attention by appropriate agencies to nearby developments which could
adversely impact the Village’s open, park-like character.

[nterior altcrations, changes, etc. are not subject to review under the Historic
Preservation Ordinance. Exterior paint color is also not subject to review.
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Additional basic policies that should be adhered to are:

1. Preserving the integrity of the proposed Chevy Chase Village Historic District. Any
alterations should, at a minimum, perpetuate the ability to perceive the sense of time and
place portrayed by the district.’

[AS]

Preserving the integrity of contributing structures in the district. Alterations to contributing

structures should be designed in such a way that the altered structure still contributes to the
district.’

W)

Maintaining the variety of architectural styles and the tradition of architectural excellence.’

4. Design review emphasis should be restricted to changes that will be visible from the front

or side public right-of-way, or that would be visible in the absence of vegetation or
landscaping.

5. Alterations to the portion of a property that are not visible from the public right-of-way o
should be subject to very lenient review. Most changes to the rear of the properties should
be approved as a matter of course.

The Historic Preservation Ordinance directs the HPC to be lenient in its judgment of plans
for structures in historic districts which are of little historical or design significance or for plans
involving new construction, unless such plans would seriously impair the historical or architectural
value of surrounding historic resources or would impair the character of the historic district. The
purpose of categorizing structures in the historic district as “outstanding,” “contributing,” and “non-
contributing/out of period™ is to provide the HPC with guidance as to the architectural and historical
significance of various resources. Structures with the highest degree of importance should receive
the most detailed level of design review for HAWPs, structures of little significance should receive
the most lenient level of design review for HAWPs, etc.

HPC review of exterior alterations. changes, and/or additions to existing structures does not
supersede other regulatory requirements. Chevy Chase Village regulations would continue to apply
to any alterations. changes. and/or additions regulated by the Village.

City and County of Denver. Denver Landmark Preservation Commission and
Planning and Development Office. Design Guidelines for Country Club Historic
District. May 1995. p.9.

(v

[bid. [The same page as in the preceding note.]
Ibid. [The same page as in the preceding note.]
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Outstanding and Contributing Resources

The following principles should apply to HAWP applications for exterior alterations,
changes, and/or additions to both types of resources, except where specific differences are stated for
outstanding resources. These principles use the term “lenient scrutiny,” “moderate scrutiny” and
“strict scrutiny.” These terms are defined as follows:

“Lenient Scrutiny” means that the emphasis of the review should be on issues of general
massing and scale, and compatibility with the surrounding streetscape, and should allow for
a very liberal interpretation of preservation rules. Most changes should be permitted unless
there are major problems with massing, scale or compatibility.

“Moderate Scrutiny” involves a higher standard of review than “lenient scrutiny.” Besides
issues of massing, scale and compatibility, preserving the integrity of the resource is taken
into account. Alterations should be designed so that the altered structure still contributes to
the district. Use of compatible new materials, rather than the original building materials,
should be permitted. Planned changes should be compatible with the structure’s existing
design, but should not be required to replicate its architectural style.

“Strict Scrutiny” means that the planned changes should be reviewed to insure that the
integrity of the significant exterior architectural or landscaping features and details is not
compromised. However, strict scrutiny should not be “strict in theory but fatal in fact” --
i.e., it does not mean that there can be no changes but simply that proposed changes should
be reviewed with extra care.

The following principles are not intended to cover all possible types of exterior alterations,
changes, and/or additions. HAWP applications for other types of exterior alterations, changes and/or
additions should be reviewed in a manner that is consistent with the two paramount principles
identified above -- fostering the Village's shared commitment to evolving eclecticism while
maintaining its open park-like character.

Awnings should be subject to moderate scrutiny. Addition of plastic or metal awnings should be
discouraged.

Balconies should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way,
lenient scrutiny if they are not.

Decks should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way, lenient
scrutiny if they are not.

Doors should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way, lenient
scrutiny if they are not. For outstanding resources, they should be subject to strict scrutiny if they
are visible from the public right-of-way. Addition of compatible storm doors should be encouraged.

Dormers should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way,
lenient scrutiny if they are not. For outstanding resources they should be subject to strict scrutiny
if they are visible from the public right-of-way.



Driveways should be subject to strict scrutiny only with regard to their impact on landscaping,
particularly mature trees. In all other respects, driveways should be subject to lenient scrutiny.
Parking pads and other paving in front yards should be discouraged.

Exterior trim (such as moldings on doors and windows) on contributing resources should be subject
to moderate scrutiny if it is visible from the public right-of-way, lenient scrutiny if it is not. Exterior

trim on outstanding resources should be subject to strict scrutiny if it is visible from the public right-
of-way.

Fences should be subject to strict scrutiny if they detract significantly from the existing open
streetscape. Otherwise, fences should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the
public right-of-way, lenient scrutiny if they are not’

Fire damage repair should be subject to lenient scrutiny. No one should be required, on grounds

of historic preservation, to undertake fire damage repairs that would not result in a reasonable return
on investment.

Garages and accessory buildings which are detached from the main house should be subject to

lenient scrutiny but should be compatible with the main building. If an existing garage or accessory
building has any common wall with, or attachment to, the main residence, then any addition to the
garage or accessory building should be subject to review in accordance with the Guidelines
applicable to “major additions.” Any proposed garage or accessory building which is to have a
common wall with or attachment to the main residence should also be reviewed in accordance with
the Guidelines applicable to “major additions.”

Gazebos and other garden structures should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from
the public right-of-way, lenient scrutiny if they are not.

Gutters are not currently subject to review and should not be reviewed.

Lampposts and other exterior lights should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from
the public right-of-way. lenient scrutiny if they are not.

Lot coverage should be subject to strict scrutiny. in view of the critical importance of preserving the
Village's open park-like character.

Major additions should. where feasible. be placed to the rear of the existing structure so that they
are less visible from the public right-of-way. Major additions which substantially alter or obscure
the front of the structure should be discouraged but not automatically prohibited. For example,
where lot size does not permit placement to the rear, and the proposed addition is compatible with

the street scape, it should be subject to moderate scrutiny for contributing resources, but strict
scrutiny for outstanding resources.

Porches should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way,
lenient scrutiny if they are not. Enclosures of existing side and rear porches have occurred

Although air-conditioning units are not subject to review under the Historic
Preservation Ordinance, structures to reduce the noise emitted by such units are
reviewed and should be subject to lenient scrutiny. so as not to discourage
residents from erecting such structures.
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throughout the Village with little or no adverse impact on its character, and they should be pennitted

where compatibly designed. Strict scrutiny should be applied to additions above existing front
porches.

Roofing materials should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-
way, lenient scrutiny if they are not. In general, materials differing from the original should be
approved for contributing resources. These guidelines recognize that for outstanding resources
replacement in kind is always advocated. For example, replacement of slate roofs in kind is usually
required. However, the application should be reviewed with consideration given to economic
hardship. Furthermore, as technology continues to change and improve, other building materials
may become available to provide an appropriate substitute for replacement in kind, and the reviewing
agency should be open to consideration of these alternative solutions.

Satellite dishes should be subject to strict scrutiny if visible from the public right-of-way, -
otherwise they should be subject to lenient scrutiny.®

Second or third story additions or expansions which do not exceed the footprint of the first
story should be subject to moderate scrutiny, in view of the predominance of large scale houses
in the Village. (See draft report at 7.1.) For outstanding resources, however, such additions

or expansions should be subject to strict scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-
way.

Sheds should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way,
lenient scrutiny if they are not.

Shutters should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way,
lenient scrutiny if they are not. For outstanding resources, however, they should be subject to
strict scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way.

Sidewalks should be subject to strict scrutiny with regard to their impact on landscaping,
particularly mature trees. In addition, sidewalks pertaining to outstanding resources should be
subject to strict scrutiny. In all other respects, sidewalks should be subject to moderate scrutiny.

Siding should be subject to moderate scrutiny if it is visible from the public right-of-way, lenient
scrutiny if it is not. Artificial siding on areas visible from the public right-of-way should be
discouraged where such materials would replace or damage original building materials that are
in good condition. Vinyl and aluminum siding should be discouraged.

Skylights should be subject to strict scrutiny if visible from the public right-of-way, otherwise
they should be subject to lenient scrutiny.

Swimming pools should be subject to lenient scrutiny. However, tree removal should be subject
to strict scrutiny as noted below.

Tree removal should be subject to strict scrutiny and consistent with the Chevy Chase Village
Urban Forest Ordinance.

TV antennas are not subject to review under the Historic Preservation Ordinance.
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Windows (including window replacement) should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are
visible from the public right-of-way, lenient scrutiny if they are not. For outstanding resources,
they should be subject to strict scrutiny. Addition of compatible exterior storm windows should
be encouraged, whether visible from the public right-of-way or not. Vinyl and aluminum
windows (other than storm windows) should be discouraged. Addition of security bars should
be subject to lenient scrutiny. whether visible from the public right-of-way or not.

Non-Contributing/Out-of-Period Resources

Non-contributing/out-of-period resources are either buildings that are of little or no
architectural and historical significance to the historic district or newer buildings constructed

outside the district’s primary period of historical importance. HAWP applications for exterior -

alterations, changes, and/or additions to these types of resources should receive the most
lenient level of design review.

Most alterations and additions to non-contributing/out-of-period resources should be = "
approved as a matter of course. The only exceptions would be major additions and alterations -

to the scale and massing of the structure which affect the surrounding streetscape and/or
landscape and could impair the character of the historic district as a whole.

Demolition of non-contributing/out-of-period resources should be permitted. However,

any new building should be reviewed under the guidelines for new construction that follow." -

New Construction

The goal of new construction within the proposed historic district is to be sympathetic
to the traditional street and building patterns in the district, while allowing for creative and new
building designs. In addition to the approach of recalling earlier architectural styles in new
buildings. it is appropriate for new structures to reflect and represent that period in which they
are built. It is not the intention of these guidelines to inhibit or exclude creative design
solutions that may be developed for new buildings in the district. Unique designs, reflecting
architectural excellence, which do not adhere strictly to traditional neighborhood practices, but
are sensitive to and compatible with the fabric of the community. should be supported.

The kev considerations in reviewing new construction should be the two paramount principles
identified above -- fostering the Village's shared commitment to evolving eclecticism while
maintaining its open park-like character.

County and State Historic Preservation Tax Credits

The Montgomery County Council passed legislation in September. 1984 to provide for a
tax credit against County real property taxes in order to encourage the restoration and
preservation of privately-owned historic structures located in the County. The credit applies to
all properties designated on the Master Plan tor Historic Preservation (Chapter 52, Art. VI). The
tax credit is 10% of the cost of exterior preservation. maintenance, and/or restoration work,
excluding new construction and interior work. The work must be certified eligible by the
Historic Preservation Commission. :
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In addition, the State of Maryland has passed legislation to provide a 10% credit against
State income taxes for work on the rehabilitation of historic properties. As of January 1, 1998,
this State tax credit will increase to 15%. The rehabilitation work must exceed $5,000 over a 24-
month period and must conform to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.
The work must be certified by the Maryland Historical Trust.

These two tax credits programs may be used together and property owners can obtain
both County and State tax credits for one project, as long as the project meets the criteria of each
tax credit program. By 1998, this would allow for a total tax credit of 25% on eligible projects.

Revisions to 24A -
Staff-Level Approvals of Certain Historic Area Work Permits

This amendment strongly recommends that the County Council undertake a specific
revision to Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County Code (“Preservation of Historic Resources™)
that would allow for certain non-controversial Historic Area Work Permit applications to be

acted on by staff only, rather than having to go to the Historic Preservation Commission for
public hearing.

As more historic sites and districts are designated on the Master Plan for Historic -
Preservation, the number of Historic Area Work Permit applications has increased. The Historic
Preservation Commission has addressed the issue of an increase in their regulatory work load by
making their operation as efficient as possible within the parameters of the law. In this spirit,
they transferred - as of September, 1996 - to the Department of Permitting Services the review of
Locational Atlas resources to determine whether proposed work would constitute a substantial
alteration or not. In addition, they have developed a procedure for expedited review of simple,
non-controversial cases - essentially a consent calendar.

However, the law as currently written requires a public appearance and Commission
action on every Historic Area Work Permit. With the inevitable increase in the regulatory work
load that will be created by additional designations, it is essential to develop new ways to the
expedite the Historic Area Work Permit process.

The Historic Area Work Permit process should be changed so that simple, non-
controversial cases can be acted on at a staff level, without a public appearance before the
Commission. The Commission should have the discretion to determine what types of cases are

appropriate for staff level action only and should receive regular written reports of staff’s actions
on these types of cases.

It would be appropriate for the County Council to set a hearing on this specific change to
24A only. It is not the intention to open up multiple issues in the law or to do a comprehensive

evaluation of the law at this time. The purpose of the revision would be to deal specifically with
the issue discussed above.
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DATABASE



Address

3702 BRADLEY LANE
3704 BRADLEY LANE
3206 BRAIA EY LANE
3708 BRADLEY LANE
310 BRADLEY LANE
31172 BRAGLEY LANE
3718 BRACALEY LANE
3720 BRADLEY LANE
3800 BRADLEY LANE
3804 BRADLEY LANE
3810 BRADLEY LANE
€306 BROOKEVILLE RD
6400 BROOKEVILLE RD
8401 BROOKEVILLE RD
5804 CEDAR PRWY

5806 CEDAR PrwWY

4808 CEDAR PRWY

4810 CELAR PRWY

5815 CEDAR PRWY

4304 CEDAR PRWY

5906 LEDAR PRWY

9908 CEOAR PRWY

3910 CEDAR PRWY

5912 CEDAR PRWY

$914 CEDAR PXwY

4918 CEDAR PRWY

5921 CEDAR PRWY

3 CHEVY CHASE CIRCLE
4 CrkEvY CHASE CIR

9 CHikVY CHASE CIR
S¥lb 10 CONNEC TICUT AVE
5800 CONNEC TICUT AVE
5804 CONKECHCUT AVE
5808 CONNECTICUT AVE
5810 CONNECTICUT AVE
5500 CONNECTICUT AVE
3903 CONRECTICUT AVE
5904 CONMECTICUT AVE
000 CONNECTICUT AVE
6100 CONNECTICUT AVE
6403 CONNECTICUT AVE
Y GRAFTON ST

5 GRAFTON 5T

1 GHAFTON S

4 GRAFTON ST

¥ GRAFTON ST

10 GRAFTON ST

11 GRAFION ST

13 GRAFTON ST

14 GRAFTON 57

15 GRAFTON ST

17 GRAFION ST

18 GRAFTON ST

16 GRAFTON ST

20 GRAFTON ST

21 GRAFION ST

22 GRAFTON 8T
2YGHRAFION ST

24 GHAFTUN ST

25 GHAFTON ST

26 GRAFTON 51

Style

CRAF TSMAN/BUNGALOW
TUDOR REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLOHIAL REVIVAL

T MEDITERRANEAN REVIVAL/ASQ

COLONIAL REVIVALIASQ
COLONIAL REVIVAL
MODERN NEO COLONIAL
CRAFTSMAN

COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL/CAPE COD
COLOMNIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL

TUDQOR REVIVAL

TUDOR REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL
CRAF1SMAN

LOLONIAL RE VIVAL/ICRAF TSMAN
CRAFTSMAN/A4 5Q

CRAF ISMAN4 SQ

COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL

MODERN

COLONIAL REVIVAL

GOTHIC REVIVAL

CRAFISMAN

TUDOR REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN
MODERN SPLIT LEVEL
PRAIRIE

MODERN SPLIT LEVEL

MEDHT ERRANEAN REVIVAL

TUDOR REVIVAL

TUDOR REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
NEOCLASSICAL

TUDOR REVIVAL
‘DUICH COLONIAL
‘CRAFVSMANIBUNGALOW
COLONIAL REVIVAL
SHINGLE

COLONIAL REVIVAL
:FRAARDE

CRAFTSMAN

PRAIRIE

BUTCH COLONIALBUNGALOW
PRAIRIE

MODERN

COLONIAL REVIVAL
SHINGLE

TUDOR REVIVAL

buicH COLONIAL

BUTCH COLONIAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL

CULONIAL REVIVALICRAF TSMAN
‘CRAP 1SMAN

COLONIAL REVIVAL

Date _Calgl.SIOIy,WaIIMalallil

18921916
1916 27
1916 27
1627
1916 27
91627
916 27
1916 27
1941 96

1892-1916

1892 1916
9621
191527
1941.95
‘1916 27
1916 27
1916 27
8627
1916 27
ei6 2
v|l§’2 1916

1892 1916

1882 1916
1946 27
vl9|6 27
,'9”'96
1916 21
:159249\6

1892-1816
18921916
1892 1916

11941 96

1892 1916

194196
1916 27

1892 1916

1916 27
1416 27

1892:1916
1092 1916

1916-27

10921916
Ewemns )
12921916
18821916
18921916

18921916
(18921918
1842 1916

1882-1916
1892 1916

194195
1892 1916
18821916
jmr-u
1892 1916
1916 27
"ot 27
s 27
18921916
1916 27

'

NC

NC

-~

O N I L YY)

)

15n

2 WOOD CLAPBOARD 111 DIAMOND
;\temcx 88

3 BRICK )
3:WOGD CLAPBOARD 818

3 stucco i

3 STONE on T

3 BRICK &
2.WOOD-CLAPBOARD /8
2'WOOD-CLAPBOARD 12112
VeRIcK et
:gswcco e
3/WOOD CLAPBOARD 6117
3'WOQD CLAPBOARD o
2|BRICK &
31BRICK s
2Ewooo CLAPBOARD FRNCH DOOR
3 BRICK jm
2'eRicK CASEMENT
2/WOOD-CLAPBOARD 218

3 sTucco CASEMENT
lj\NOOO-CLAPBOAHD jﬁll
3'sTUCCO .m
1:smcco an

2 stucco &6

3 WOOD.CLAPBOARD 6
zfamcn “

3 ALUMINUM 81
2'sToNE FIXED
ztswcco i

3 STONE CASEMENT
1 sTUcco PAIKED

5 BRICK 66
::swcco FRNCH BOOR
51BRICK ie/a
3'BRICK ‘CASEMENT-D
'.\fVVOOD—SHINGLE }

3 STONE 'CASEMENT
3'stucco ‘CASEMENT
stonesstucco
slstone o6

3 BRICK/STUCCO ”CASEMEN!
3 stucco ‘616

2 WOOD SHINGLE 66
3.8RICK o
JI\NOODSHINGLE :IID
3'WOOD CLAPBOARD 66

3 s1ucco :m

2 stucco 9
2'stucco m
zfnuwvmn &0
2:5Tucco MULTU
2:BRICK BAY
»sTUCCO ;mmmme

2;WOO0D-CLAPBOARD 1312
2{STONE/STUCCO ‘CASEMENT
z!svucco fm

2,WOOD CLAPBOARD  TRIPARTITE

3isTUCCO 'CASEMENT D
2{stucco FHNCH LU

3'SIUCCO 6i2
1
3;Wo0D CLAPHOARD |TRIFPARTITE

SIDE GABLE
‘FRONT GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
(SIMPLE HIP
_PYRAMIDAL
‘SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
Tsnoe GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
lsi€ casLE
SIDE GABLE
'sinE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
|SIDE GABLE
FRNT GABLE OS
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
:snmme P
'SIDE GABLE
“PYRAMIDAL
'PYRAMIDAL
SIDE GABLE
CROSS GABLE
iMANSARD
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
:SIMPLE HIP
SIDE GABLE
(SIMPLE MIP
'SIDE GABLE
tPYRAMIDAL
{SIDE GABLE
gsmme HP
ISIDE GABLE
iSIDE GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
'GAMBREL
'SI0E GABLE
'SimpLE rup
|CROSS GABLE
SIMPLE HIP
'SIMPLE HIP
"SIDE GABLE
FLAT
:GAMBREL
FLAT
'SIMPLE HIP
'smpLe Hip
|GAMBREL
{FRONT GABLE
;GAMBREL

. IGAMBREL

;SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
‘SHDE GABLE
SHAPLE P

ASPHALT
{suur;
‘SLATE
(SLATE
ASPHALT
IPANYILE
iASFHALT
{ASPHALT
' Wo0D SHINGLE
ASPHALT
IASPHALT
Esu\nz
ISLATE
JASPHALT
{SLATE
[SLATE
(ASPHALT
(SLATE
'state
fsuue
SLAIE
;ASPHAL'I
{SLATE
ASPHALT
'SLAlE
SLATE
'SLATE
'siate
fsuue RED
SLATE
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
PANTILE
ASPHALY
SLATE
ASPHALT
SLATE
SLATE
SLATE
SLATE
WOOD SHINGLE
SLATE
ASPHALY
ASPHALT
ASPHALY
|SLATE

!
'WOODvSNINGLE
SLATE
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
SLATE
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
SLATE
SLATE
ASPHALT
SLATE

'

BY 182}
1983

ay 1912

- 1809

|
11901+
1
11900
t

Window Typ Roof Shape Roof Material c. Date Use

'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
.’RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
:RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
:RE SIDENCE
RESIDENCE
‘RE SIDENCE
fnwosr«:e
‘RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
"RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
lCHURCH

'RESIDENCE

1894/1909 RESIDENCE
,

fcla%'
lcyseos
1c1893
;maeo;
1

61882

1903
199 1/1926

8y 1912
BY 1912
By 1912
BY 1912
BY 1912
BY 1912
BY 1912
BY 1912
BY 1912
8Y 1812

BY i912

ay 183}

8y 1912
8y 1920

IVLLG HALLIPO
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
%RESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
IresIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
ICLUB
'RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE

;Alchl!acl/Hlslor]c Owner

H COPENHAVER

A: WOOD DONN & DEMING/ H: E W DONN

|
|

|

?
|
|
!ALTERATIDN 0 PORCH, HEATON C1827
!
|
1

A; WOOD/HEATON, D H SMITH, DENTON
H. WALKINSON, HARRY
A JOHNSONHEATON H.NEWLANDS.CORBY

A JOHNSON/DESSEZ, H; CLAUDE
;A PORTERALOCKIE, H MOUNTFORD
|
H.CLEPHANE-MERRIGAN
A O} SIBOUR WADOY WOOD

H BROWNE

H. EMERY (CHEMIST)

H AUSTIN, REV

H. MOHUN (LAWYER)

IH SCAMMELL (GPO)
H.SHOEMAKER (REAL ESTATE)
H.BARNARD (LAWYER)

H: GATLEY {LAWVER)

H MUELLER (ENGINEER)

H: SWETT (CHEM PROF)

H:SOUTHGATE, COBB

H RIDGEWAY

A MORRILL, H HATHAWAY . EARLY REINFOR CONCRETE

A JOHNSON/DESSEZ, H: STELLWAGEN/GATE/SOUTHGATE

Comments

OUTBG NC
OUTBG-NC

2 STORY WWING
2 STORY E WING
OUTBG-NC
OUTBG-C

ouTeG C

REPLACED PRE-1916 BUILDING
COMPATIBLE E ADDITION
OUTBG-NC

2 STORY S WING

2 STORY 8 WING

OUTBG-C; 2 STORY NWING
0UTEG C, PERGOLA

ouTHG-C

FULL WIDTH PORCH REMOVED

OUTBG-C

1826 41850 ADDITIONS

QUTBG-C; HOUSE USED AS RECTORY 1950-77
GATEWAY 1915; GARAGE 1924, 1927

NORTH EXTENSION C19308

OUTBG C; LODGE BY 1916. SOUTHGATE

QUTBG-C; FORMER JORDANIAN EMBASSY
OUTBG-C

N MOUNT FORD HOUSE

STONE COLUMNS @ ENTRANCE WALK

CHEVY CHASE CLUB

QUTBG-C
ouTBeG-C
FENCE/FANLIGHTS
QUTBG-C
OUTHG-C
OUTBG-C
OUTBG-NC
ouUTBG-C

QUTBG-NC
OUTBG-C; Ch Ch County Day School

OQAK TREE

FRAME CONSTRUCTION

oyiaG-c




£8 LHAF TON 5T
30 GRAFTON ST
40 GRAFTON ST
44 GRAFTON ST
46 GRAFTON ST
IHESKETH ST
2 HESKETH ST
4 HESKETH ST
S HESKETH ST
6 HESKETH ST
T HESKETH ST
8 HESKETH ST
9 HESKETH ST
10 HESKETH ST
1t HESKETH ST
12 HESKETH ST
14 HESKETH ST
15 HESKETH ST
16 HESKETH ST
17 HESKETH ST
18 HESKETH ST
20 HESKETH ST
21 HESKETH ST
22 HESKETH ST
23 HESKETH ST
24 HESKETH ST
25 HESKETH ST
26 HESKETH ST
27 HESKETH ST
28 HESKETH ST
29 HESKETH ST
IO HESKETH ST
1E IRVING ST
1-AE IRVING ST
JE IRVING ST
4 € IRVING ST
4 € IRVING ST
6 E JRVING ST
T E IRVING ST
BE IRVING ST
tHE IRVING 8T
1W IRVING 5T
IW IRVING ST
4 W IRVING ST
5 W IRVING ST
8 W IRVING ST
9 W IRVING ST
9E IRVING ST
11 W IRVING ST
12 W IRVING 5T
13 W IRVING ST
14 W IRVING 5T
15 W IRVING ST
16 W tRVING ST
17 W IRVING ST
18 W IRVING ST
20 W IRVING ST
22 W IRVING ST
23 W IRVING ST
24 W IRVING ST
25 W IRVING ST
»?6 W IRVING ST
27 W IRVING ST

MODERN.CAPE COD
_TUDOR REVAVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL

'COLONIAL REVIVAL
_COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVALI4SQ

'DUTCH COLCNIAL
'COLONIAL REVIVAL
[CRAFTSMAN
_CRAFTSMAN/A SO

TUDOR REVIVAL
_COLONIAL REVIVAL
DUTCH COLOMIAL
'COLONIAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN
_MEDIVERRANEAN REVIVAL

CLASSICAL REVIVAL
BUNGALOW

COLONIAL REVIVAL
DUTCH COLONIAL/BUNGALOW
DUTCH COLONIAL

CRAFTSMAN

CRAF TSMAN/BIUNGALOW

CRAFTSMAN
BUNGALOW

|DUTCH COLONIAL
_CRAFTSMAN
'COLONIAL REVIVAL
_TUDOR REVIVAL
'COLONIAL REVIVAL
vCOLDNlAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL

SHINGLE/4 SQ

RENAISSANCE REVIVAL

.DUTCH COLONAL/BUNGALOW

[CoLoniAL REMVIVAL
VCRAFTSMANIBUNGALOW
CRAFTSHMAN

:COLONIAL REVIVAL
 COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
JUDOR REVIVAL
MODERN NEOQ COLONIAL
'MODERN

DUTCH COLON'AL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
MODERN-VICTORIAN REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
»CRAFTSMAN/BUNGALOW
‘CRAFTSMAN

COLONIAL REVIVAL
VRENNSSANCE REVIVAL
lCRAFTSMAN
4MODERN«RANCH
CRAFTSMAN

1941.96

jms.u

191627

1927.41

192741 )
'wsz-ms.
:wez-ms
\892»|9I5‘
:|a92~m|a‘
18921916
191627
‘IAQZ»IQIS.
1892-1916
“1916.27
isesz»msl
191627
"1892.1916
8821916
'1592v|9l61
:15924916‘
1892-1916
4'592-\916
'18924916'
‘1916-27
_|592-|9l6_
191627
‘wazmsv
‘191627

:msn )
18921916
“1916.27

j1915~z7

192741

;1927-41 ’
1892-1916
18921916
18921916
18821916
18921916
18921916
1892:1916
19627
18921915
'1892-1916
~|592~19|si
liB92~19!6
\aszms"
fms;ms'
1892-1916
:\916-27 ’
l194l<96

;wu»ss

191627

191827

‘16924916’
191827

191627

191627
118921916
191627
11592-19152
194196

iuez»mef

z
O

NN N N e RN

MR ORI N N NN NN =

NORONRN R NN =

[

NN -

2

2 BRICK
2:STUCCO

3 WOOD-CLAPBOARD
3 BRICK

3 BRICK

3 sTucco

2 WOOD-SHINGLE

2 ALUMVINYL
3.5Tucco

2 sTUCCO
2,WO00D-CLAPBOARD
3.5TuCCO
2:srucco

3 BRICK

2 sTUCCO

2:5Tucco

3 WOOD-SHINGLE

3 ‘VVOOD CLAPBOARD
3 sTucco

3 sTucco

3 WOOD-CLAPBOARD
ystucco

2,5TUCCO

2 WOOD-CLAPBOARD

2 5TUCCO
2 sTUCCO
3'sTucco

2'BRicK

2 WOOD-CLAPBOARD
2'sTUCCO
3,WO0D-CLAPBOARD
sgswcco

3 BRICK

3'BRICK
J!'WOOD-CLAPBOARD
3:WOOD-CLPABOARD
sEsrucco
3:5TUCCO
3.5Tucco
3,5TucCO
1%wooo~sm~cte
3;sTUCCO
2)WOO0D-CLAPBOARD
3/WO0D -CLAPBOARD
z;wooo«smucte
3'WOOD-SHINGLE
:'Iwoco-cupeomo
35TUCCO

3, WO00-CLAPBOARD
3{BRICK

3 ALUMINUMAAN YL
2| ALUMINUMAINYL
2lsTone
2fwooo-cw=aomo
2/wWo0D-CLAPBOARD
szooo‘cu\pao»\no
2|WO0D-SHINGLE
2:WOOD-SHINGLE
3{sTucco
21sTUCCO
3{sTUCCO

{]BRICK

:isrucco

a8
.‘GIG

616

_BIB

_B/B
_CASEMENT
66

'1211

VBAY

n

‘FRNCH Do
'CASEMENT
6/
_CASEMENT
TRIPARTITE
66
TRIPARTITE
on

'bll

_YBI!

BAY

‘&t

:FRNCN DO
616

‘IZIlZ

,6/5

Lt

.BAY
TRIPARTITE
'CASEMENT
RELY]

e
)
‘018

us

o
‘IH
TRIPARTITE
.6“
TRIPARTITE
1616

an
615

.8/|
TRIPARTITE
VIZII

121

;I/l
TRIPARTITE
'PAIRED
676

&9

o

191
‘caSEMENT
e

:QM

0

‘56

"FRNCH DOOR

61

less

21

SIDE GABLE
'CROSS GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIMPLE HIP
SIDE GABLE
'PYRAMJDAL
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
PYRAMIDAL
'GAMBREL
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
"SIMPLE HIP
:CROSS GABLE
SIDE GABLE
:GAMBREL
5IDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
iPYRAMIDAL
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
:SIDE GABLE
:GAMDREL
|GAMBREL
SIMPLE HIP
‘SIDE GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
SIDE GADLE
.GAMBREL
lsiMPLE Hip
'GAMBREL
FRONT GABLE
"suoe GABLE
|SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIMPLE HIP
"PYRAMIDAL
SIMPLE HIP
'GABLE ON HIP
|SIDE GABLE
SIMPLE t1P
FRONT GABLE
:GAMBREL
[FRONT GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
'SIMPLE HiP
ISIMPLE HiP
fGAaLE ONHIP
ISIMPLE HIP
{SIMPLE HIP
'SIMPLE HIP
fmour GABLE
GAMBREL
fs:oe GABLE
'CROSS GABLE
|SIDE GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
{SIMPLE MIP
'SIDE GABLE
;SIMPLE HiP
|SIDE GABLE
ISIDE GABLE
fsme GABLE

ISLATE
,'sune
IASPHALT
lASPHALT
| SLATE
|ASPHALT
ISLATE
IASPHALY
fsuas
FASPHALT
ISLATE
Istate
ASPHALT
SLATE
"SLATE
'ASPHALT
:ASPHAL'I
IASPHALT
EPANTILE
;ASPHALT
'SLATE
'ASPHALT
/WOOD SHINGLE
;ASPHALT
SLATE
fASPHALT
LasPHALT
Istate
"ASPHALT
gASPHALT

f’av 1931
\BY 1931
st 1912
BY 1912

1BY 1912
‘BY 1912
,

i
|
|

1
‘BY 1912
I

:BY 1912
8Y 1912
:av 1912
1915

:BY 1904

c1915

11916
!
'1916
!
;1917
11916

IWOOD SHINGLE

:ASPHALT
|SLATE
|SLATE
{SLATE
iASPHALT
ISLATE
|SLATE
ZASFHALT
IASPHALT
ISLATE
{SLATE
W00 SHINGLE
TASPHALT
IASPHALT
{ASPHALT
SLATE
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
SLATE
WOOD-SHINGLE
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
;ASPHALY
{ASPHALT
I aseraLT
ASPHALT
SLATE
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT

1920

BY 1912

1BY 1912
i
]

1905

!

11903

:

i

1BY 1912
C1895
8Y 1912

8Y 1912

BY 1924
1985

c1918
ct900+

ci914

RESIDENCE
:RES!DENCE
RESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
:RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE

RESIDENCE
faesnoswca
RESIDENCE
iRESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
iRESlDENCE
!RESIDENCE
;REsmENcE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
:RESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
zRESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
:RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'resioENcE
:RESIDENCE
"RESIDENCE
:RESIDENCE
_RESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
_RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
;RESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
;RESIDENCE
;IRESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
i’RESlDENCE
IRESIDENCE

AESIDENCE

RESIDENCE

RESIDENCE

RESIDENCE
Iaesroervcs

RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE

RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE

RESIDENCE

RESIDENCE

RESIDENCE

RESIDENCE

RESIDENCE

RESIDENCE

i
!
i

EH,THOMPSON

HRUCKMAN

'H.NOBLE-JONES

iHI GUTHRIE

}A‘DESSEZ/JOHNSON/HEAYON; HMOUNTFORD
H:DUTTON

H: IMRIE
!H;FOLLOCK
i

IH'MAGUIRE
H. BUCKINGHAM (NBS)

lH BISSELLE

|

FLARED ROOF

I
H:HOHBEIN
H.ZEIS
AJULLIEN
H:SOHL

l

|A:H,DESSEZ
H: KLEINSCHMEIDT

H.KRAM (PO AUDITOR)

ADESSEZ; H: WEDDERBURN (PATENTS)

I‘H CUSHMAN (PATENTS)
!
!H‘DALZELL (LAWYER)

H:RICHARDS (LAND OFFICE)

HNEWBOLD (PASSENGER AGENT)
H:PEACOCK

HBETTISON
A'H JACOBSON (ADDITION), BY 1987

H:JODIDI

’iMAJOR 1996

i

l

jouTBG-C

!MATURE TREE

i

OUTBG-C

OUTBG-C

JCEMENT CONSTRUCTION

MATURE OAK
OuTBG-C

OUTBG-C
0UT8G-C
ouTeG-C

MATURE POPLARS
STONE WALL

QUTBG-C

ouTeG-c
ouTaG-C
BRICK CONSTRUCTION

LOSTINTEGRITY
OUTBG-C
POOR INTEGRITY

E ADDATTACHED GARAG
QUTBG-C
OUTBG-C,CCHS#E6S
OUTBG-C

SMAN INFLUENCE

ouTeG-C

QuTeG-C

FENCE
OUTBG-C

GAZEBO
OUTBG-C

QUTBG-C
WEST MODERN ADDITION

25TORY ADD




28 W IHVING ST
29 W IRVING 8T
30 W IRVING 51
3 W IRVING 5T
32 W IRVING SY
33 W IRVING ST
35 W IRVING ST
N W IRVING ST
V£ KIRKE ST
2t mIRRE ST
JE KIHKE ST

4 & ®IRRE ST
$E KIRKE ST

6 E KIRKE ST
1€ KIRRE ST
PE KIRRE ST
16 E KIRKE ST
i1 E RRRE ST
101 € MRAE ST
102 & KIRKE ST
4 W KIRKE ST

6 W NHRE ST

1 W RIRKE ST
¥ W KINRE ST
H W RIKRE 51
11 W RIRKE ST
12 W RnIHKE ST
14 W RIKRE ST
1S W RIRRE §1
18 W NIRKE 57
17 W niRRE S1
8 W nIRRE 5T
19 W RIRKE ST
0W KIRKE ST
2V W RIRKE ST
74 W KIRKE ST
25 W KIRKE ST
26 W KIRKE ST
21 W RiRRE ST
48 W KIHKE ST
Z9W RIHRE ST
Jow KIHRE ST
1 W KIRKE 5T
32 W RIRRE 5)
3 W RIRRE ST
JAW KIRKE ST
4 LAUKEL PEKWY
10 LAUREL PRWY
LE LENOX ST
IE LENOK 8Y
4 £ LENOX ST
ok LENOX ST
0t LENOX ST
$t LENOX ST
106 LENOA BT
HE LENOA ST
128 LENCA ST
15E LENOX ST
100 € LENOX ST
WHe LENOX ST
102 &€ LENOKX SY
IW LENOX ST
SW LENOX 5T

COLONIAL REVIVAL
LUTCH COLONIAL/REGENCY
CRAFTSMAN

CHAF T SMAN/BUNGALOW
COLONIAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN/4 5Q
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLUNIAL REVIVAL
OUTCH COLUNIAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
MEDITERREAN REVIVAL
COLOHAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN

COL ONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
MODERN

COLONIAL REVIVAL
CLASSICAL REVIVAL
TUDOR REVIVAL

TUDOR REVIVAL
COLOMIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
CULONIAL REVIVAL
COLORIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL/ECLECTIC
QUEEN ANNE

DUTCH COLONIAL
CLASSICAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN

MODERN NEO COLONIAL
. COLONIAL REVIVAL

BUNGALOW
COLONIAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN

TUDOR REVIVAL
CRAFISMAN
CLASSICAL REVIVAL
COLONIALK4 SQ
CRAFTSMANM SQ
COLONIAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN

COLONIAL REVIVALICRAFTSMAN

COLONIAL REVIVAL
BUNGALOW
CRAFTSMAN

MODERN SPLH LEVEL
GUTCH COLONIAL
CLASSICAL REVIVAL
MOODERN NEO COLONIAL
SHINGLE

SHINGLE

CHAFTSMAN

COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVALJECLECTIC

MODERN CAPE COD

COLONIAL REVIVAL

VERNACULAR

COLONIAL REVIVALA SQ
SHINGLE

1627
.|5‘JZ 1916
ws 2
1892 1916
1916 27
1892-1916
9627
1916 27
1916 27
1927 4%
1892 1916
1927 41
'lﬂ‘)z 1916
1892 1916
1941 96
’lBEZ l9|°v
1B92-1916 .
1941 96
1892-1816
1892-1916
"1452-1916
18921906
1892 196
1892 1916
1892 1916
1892 1916
1892 1916
1892 1916
1842 1916
1897-1516
18921916
"9“‘95 .
4’|°92~|9|6
191627
1941.96
ila92 1916
a6 27
1092 1916
“os 2
‘1892 1916
16921916
19274
‘1592 1916 X
‘”592 1916‘
'|9|6 27
»‘6927‘9‘6,
‘1592 1916
‘|9u.96
fwis 27
18521916
1941 96
.|692 1916
‘18924916
18321915
1892 1916
18921916
1092 1916
‘|092 1916
I'g‘l 96 .
1892 1916
w2t
31592 |9|6!
Hasz 1916

~onow

NC

2 WOOD CLAPBOARD
2 WOOD CLAPBOARD
3'WOOD SHINGLE
3'stucco

2 WOOD-CLAPBOARD
3 WOOD-SHINGLE

2 WOOD-CLAPBOARD
3 STUCCO

3 WOOD CLAPBOARD
3 BRICK

3 stucco

3 BRICK

3'WOOD SHINGLE
a:srucco

3 WOOD CLAPBOARD
t '

3 WOOD-CLAPBOARD
f

3 .MIOOD CLAPBOARD

2.BRICK

' .
3 ' WOOD-CLAPBOARD

Jisrucco

3 STONE

s'stone

sfwoon CLAPBOAHD
Z‘ALUMINUMNINH

3 WOOD CLARHOARD
3 WOOD CLAPBOARD
3 WOOD-CLAPBOARD
3 EWOOD CLAPBOARD
3 sTucco

3 sTucco

3. WOOD-SHINGLE
2'8rick
3'WOOD-CLAPBOARD
ziwooovcweomo
2 WOOD CLAPBOARD
2 'WOOO SHINGLE

3 STONE

3 sTucco

i
2:WOO0D CLAPBOARD

3 ALUMAINYL
3:s1ucco

3 ALUMMINYL
v'stucco
38TUCCO

2'WOOD CLAPHOARD
2 BRICK

vstone

3 WO00 CLAPBOARD

i .
2 WOOD CLAPBOARD
2 WOOD-CLAPBOARD

‘ !

3 BRICK
3'WOOD CLAPBOARD
!

3 WOOD-CLAPBOARD
3 WOOD CLAPBOARD

J;WOOD CLAPBOARD
3 ALUMINUMAINYL
l:WOOD CLAPBOARD
3 WOOD-SHINGLE
2/BRICI/ALUMMN
2,8TuUCCO

2:WOOD CLAPBOARD
31STUCCO

3WOOD CLAPBOARD

e
TRIPARTHE
b6

2n

L4
iCASl: MENT
(1}

616

8/8
'BIB

1

}JII
CASEMENT
m
‘i

:CASE DOOR
612

‘5/\

vB/B

' 1

. t BAY

8/1 MOD

‘ H1 PATTER
12142

9n

61

9t
v616
STRIPARVITE
MODERN

SIDE GABLE
'GAMBREL
FRONT GABLE
'StDE GABLE
:SIOE GABLE
PYRAMIDAL
:SlDE GABLE
GAMBREL
GAMBREL
'SIJE GABLE
SIMPLE HIP
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
'SIOE GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
fpmmmu

. SIMPLE P

_FRONT GABLE
SIDE GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
fFRONY GABLE
FRONT GABLE
.CROSS GAbLE
‘siMH E P
FTRAMIDAL
SIMPLE HIP
CROSS GABLE
CROSS5 GABLE
GAMBREL
‘SIMPlE HiP
fsme GABLE
SIDE GABLE
VPYRAMIDAL
|SIOE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
‘FRONT GABLE
:CRDSS GABLE
:FRONI GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
'PYRAMIDAL
"SIMPILE HIP
|SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
:SIMPLE HIP
'CROSS GABLE
GAMBREL
'CROSS GABLE
| SIDE GABLE
'SIMPLE HhP
iFRONI GABLE
SIMPLE HIP
'SIDE GABLE
SIDE GAHLE
:SIMPLE HIP
'CROSS HiP
'SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
'FRONT GABLE
'SIMPLE HIP
'FRONT GABLE

{ASPHALT
ESLME
IsLATE
;ASPHAL‘
'SLATE
gASPHA\ T
SLATE
SLATE
[SLATE
SLATE
:FANIILE
SLATE
"ASPHALT
:sun 3
TASPHALT
'SLATE
:SLA|E
'ASPHALY
fAspHAu
‘ASPHALY
ASPHALT
{wooo SHINGLE
SLATE
v)\SP! ALT
.‘ASPUN T
StAlE
SLATE
ASPHALT
iaspmu
ISLATE
ASPHALY
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ISLATE
ASPHALT
SLATE
SLATE
SLATE
ASPHALT
! ASPHALT
’ASPHMT

SLATE
'SLATE
;SlATE
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
SLATE
ASPHALT
SLATE
ASPHALY
ASPHALT
SLATE
SLATE
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
SLATE
SLATE
SLATE
ASPHALT
ASPHALY
WOOD SHINGLE

BY 1909
i

€1920
‘HY 1912

wiv20

By 1832
1911
|

i
€189)
1
1894
'

:wsa
‘BY 1910
jclBQf)
tcle%
BY 1912
fev 1912

;«.1594'
¢1898
vclﬂw
'BY 1912
'E‘GQ&
!cIBIS
'.‘CIBEJ
11913

|
l
!
|

[(Akit]

cifis

c1896

BY 1894

<1896

av 191z
1894

<1899

BY 1904

8Y 1912
BY 1827

BY 1812

'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
:RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
HESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
fRESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
;RESIDENCE
iRESIOENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
:RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
:RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
?RES!DENCE
RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
;RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
!Resvoeuce
RESIDENCE
%RESIDENCE
iRESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
‘:Resmer«ce
'RESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE

i

'

1

i

H WILSON

fn HEDGES

H HENKLE (LIEUT)

3

'w PRETTYMAN

;A WARDMAN

i

)

‘A CLARK?, H: HAMLINFHODGES
:A’ HEATON; H CORBY, ROBERT
i

Ia. DEssez. n BIRNEY

[n McCUBBIN

‘A HEATON, H: WEAVER

14 KINGAN

Em DE LACY

iH MUIRIHMENRY

! HcoLT

11 YELLOTT (REAL ESTATE)
H HENRY

1 MACKRILLE 314 STORY BUILT BY 1916
;H VAR DYNE

‘A, DESSEZ, H.COZZENS

'H EVANS (USMC)

{H. ORD FAMILY

|

A:WARE
)
|
I
i

lA: RODIERAKUNDZIN
1821 SLEEPING PORCH BY HEATON; H SLEMAN
H GARDNER

H INGERSOLL

H. TAYLOR (INSTRUMENTS)
H. HARTMAN, LAWRENCE (WRITER)
A MELINE; H. LEMLY (LIEUT)

ADESSEZ; H: BUHRMEISTER/McCAMON (ARMY)

A: HARDING

H. WEAVER/HEATON

A: DESSEZ; H. HITZ (LAWYER)
H: BROWNE (LAWYER)

H. BRAINARD (REAL ESTATE)
H. GAILAND

H. NORTHROP (LAWYER)

H.CLAUDE, TEWKSBURY

H: STEVENS (LAWYER) POTBURY (LAWYER)
H. BOWEN (COM & LAB)

{BOSS & PHELPS HOUSE

.
;
i
t
ISTAR 1920
I

!

14 SQ FORM

{OUTBG-NC

OUTBG-C; SIMILAR TO 3 € IRVING
ROBERT CORBY HOUSE

BIRNEY HOUSE
ROBERTSON MEMOIR

JOHN L. WEAVER HOUSE
QUTBG-CIGATE

FREE CLASSIC ECLECTIC

:OUIHG CIGATE, RUBERTSON, REMODELED ¢1916
DEEDS

OUTBG-C: COTTAGE Z, OFFUTT, ROBERTSON
CCHS#384

WRAP PORCH REMOVED

OUTBG-NC; ORIGINAL CONTRACT
OUTBG-C

OUTBG-C PAUE St EMAN HOUSE
FORMER LAB CONVERIED
LOST INTEGRITY

HIGH ARCHITECTURAL INTEGRITY
ouTeG-C

EAST ADD W/ BASE GAR
ouTBG-C

ATTACHED GARAGE

ouTBeG-C

S ADD PORCH ALTER

GARAGE BUILT IN BASEMENT
OuTBG-C

CCHS#380 C1884

OUTBG-NC

OUTsG-C

OUTBG-C

0 S.PORTER HOUSE

CCHS#703 C1904

CCHS®1482 C1915
OUTBG-C.CCHS#8I #703
*FENCE

FACES BROOKEVILLE
FORMER CARRIAGE HOUSE
OUTBG-C




9V LENOX ST

11 W LENOX ST

t4 W LENOX ST

15 W LENOX ST

16 W LENOX ST
1AW LENOX 5T
20W LENOX ST
1IW LENOX ST

35 W LENOX ST

3T W LENOX ST

43 W LENOX ST

45 W LENOX ST

47 W LENOX ST
49 W LENOX ST

51 W LENOX ST

2 MAGNOLIA PRWY
3 MAGNOLIA PKWY
4 MAGNOLIA PKWY
5 MAGNOLIA PRWY
7 MAGNOLIA PKWY
8 MAGNOLIA PKWY
9 MAGNOLIA PKWY
11 MAGNOLIA PRWY
13 MAGNOLIA PKWY
15 MAGNOLIA PKWY
16 MAGNOLIA PKWY
17 MAGNOLIA PKWY
20 MAGNOLIA PKWY
1 E MELROSE ST

2 & MELROSE ST
}E MELROSE ST

6 E MELROSE ST

T £ MELROSE ST

3 & MELROSE S1

9 € MELROSE ST
11 E MELROSE ST
12 E MELROSE ST
13 E MELROSE ST
|K5 E MELROSE 57
16 E MELROSE ST
2V E MELROSE ST
101 E MELROSE ST
102 € MELROSE ST
1 W MELROSE ST
4W MELROSE ST
5W MELROSE ST
6W MELROSE SY
8 W MELROSE ST
9W MELROSE SY
1t W MELROSE ST
2 NEWLANDS ST

3 REWLANOS ST

4 NEVWLANDS ST

5 NEWLANDS ST

6 NEWLANDS ST

T NEWLANDS 8T

8 NEWLANDS ST

10 NEWLANDS ST
11 NEWLANDS ST
14 NEVAANDS ST
15 NEWLANDS ST
16 NEVAANDS ST

COLONIAL REVIVALI4SQ
_TUDOR REVIVAL

POST MODERN/CRAFTSMAN

CRAFTSMAN

COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
‘COLONIAL REVIVAL

CRAFTSMAN
COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL

TUDOR REVIVAL

jMODERN

vMOOERN

MODERN VICTORIAN REVIVAL
MODERN

CRAFTSMANIMSQ

:MOOERN

‘COLONlAL REVIVAL
[COoLOMAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLOMIAL REVIVAL

DUTCH COLONIAL
DUTCH COLONIAL
CRAFTSMAN
BUNGALOW
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL

‘COLONIAL REVIVAL/4SQ

COLONIAL REVIVAL
SHINGLE
COLONIAL REV-VAL

'MODERN
_COLONIAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN

COLONIAL REVIVAL

'DUTCH COLONIAL

COLOHIAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN

CRAFTSMAN
COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL

TUDOR REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVAL

burcH COLONIAL
CRAFTSMAN

SHINGLE
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN

COLONIAL REVIVAUCRAFTSMAN

CRAFTSMAN
DUTCH COLONIAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL/ASQ

_DUTCH COLONIAUBUNGALOW

COLONIAL REVIVAL
SHINGLE/BUNGALOW
BUNGALOW

COLONIAL REVIVAL

DUTCH COLONIAL

J1evcavio
18821916
1916-27
: 1996
’159249!6'
191627
.1592-19l6:
.19|6~27
1916 27
Al9|5~27 .
(1882-1916
1916:27 ’
1916:27
'|9|6~27
184156

1941.96

18921916
194196
18921916

1941:96

191627
191627
191627
:me»zr
_|9i6-27
419!6 27
18921916
191627
1916:27
18521916
191627
18924916
r!59241916'
1892-1916
1892:1916
.|941v95 .
18921916
18921916
18921916
‘|9|6‘27 .
VIOQZ»lEIBI
.i9|5'27 .
1892:1916
'|9|6~27
191627
191627
jms-zz
1916:27
1916-27
191627
:ms-z:
18921916
1892.1916
:|092~|916'
18921916
194186
1892-1916
18921916
E|392»|9|6 ,
1592-19l6l
191627 :
fwnmsv
Ewsz.msl

R T - & T U SN

z Z
o O

N NN RNRNRRNNRNRNNNRRNRGN RN

J,SIWUU .5/6
3:BRICK n
3 WOOD-CLAPBOARD  6/6

3 sTucco 82
2 WOOD-CLAPBOARD 616
3.5TUCCO 66

3 WODD-CLAPBOARD :sn
2:WOOD-CLAPBOARD /8
3,BRICK a8
SEALUMINUMMNYL Rl
2 WOOD-CLAPBOARD  &/8
3;WOOD-CLAPBOARD /8

2's1ucco &6
2:BRICK (CASEMENT
2.STONE 'MODERN
3. WOOD-SHINGLE CASEMENT
2 BRICK :ua

2 :wooo'snwme o
2.BRICK Y

3,WO0D-CLAPBOARD  6/1
3jWOOD-CLAPBOARD 614

SIDE
SIMPLE HIP
SIMPLE GABLE

SIMPLE HiP
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
'SIOE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
'FRONT GABLE
|GAMBREL
'FRONT GABLE
SIDE GABLE
PYRAMIDAL
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
iSlDE GABLE

JZWOODCLAPBOARD FRNCH DOOR  SIDE GABLE

3'WOOD-CLAPBOARD 8/
2'ALUMINUMAVINYL 616
3,WOOD-CLAPBOARD  6/6
3:STUCCO kL
ZESTONE o
3 ALUMINUMAVINYL 616
2,WOOD-CLAPBOARD  CASEMENT
isTucco un
3 WOOD-SHINGLE 111
3'WOOD SHINGLE 911
3/WOOD-CLAPBOARD fcxxssusm
3.WOOD-CLAPBOARD 911
1'WOOD CLAPBOARD -3
3 5TUCCO an
szooucuxpeomo fc;xsmem
2 WOOD-SHINGLE CASEMENT
3'sTUcco ‘2
JEWOOD»CLAPBOARD §m
):WOODCLAPBOARD TRIPARTITE
3!WOOD-CLAPBOARD 616
strucco 0
3;5Tucco o
3'WOOD-CLAPBOARD 11
3:WOOD-CLAPBOARD 31t

3|BRICK n
31sTUCCO 66
3)WOOD-SHINGLE CASEMENT
3.8TUCCO ‘n
3 ;;WOOD»SHINGLE &6
3isTucco _CASEMENT
31WO0D-SHINGLE 66
21STUCCO :TRIPARH‘{E
2'WOOD CLAPBOARD 619
s:yswcco "

2' ALUMINUMIVINYL 'FRN(.'H Do
3-!,W000~SHINGLE :611
Z;;WOODSHCNGLE '9I|
S‘WOODSHINGLE '616
3{STUCCO 658
2jsTUCCO 1616

SIDE GABLE
_GAMBREL
 GAMBREL
'PYRAMIDAL
SIDE GABLE
.SIDE GABLE
:SIDE GABLE
SIMPLE hiP
‘PYRAMIDAL
PYRAMIDAL
_PYRAMIDAL
SIDE GABLE
'CROSS GABLE
'PYRAMIDAL
_FRONT GABLE
GAMBREL
.’SIMPLE HIP
PYRAMIDAL
AS!MPLE HIP
SIDE GABLE
‘SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
t”"’ ON GABLE
PYRAMIDAL
GAMBREL
‘SIDE GABLE
‘PYRAMIDAL
;SIDE GABLE
‘CROSS GABLE
_CROSS HIP
-SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
'GAMBREL
SIMPLE HIP
_GAMBREL
SIDE GABLE
SIMPLE HIP
?s:oe GABLE
‘SIDE GABLE
{GAMBREL

{GABLE
EASPHALT
ISLATE

;su\rs
'ASPHALT
ASHPALT
-ASPHALT
JASPHALT
SLATE
vASPHALT
ISLATE

‘SLATE
ASPHALT
{Aspmxn
{ASPHALT
;ASPHALT
(ASPHALT
JASPHALT
:ASPHALT
SLATE

ESLAYE

'SLATE

:suue
ASPHALT
SLATE
ASPHALT
[SLATE
‘ASPHALT
IASPHALT
ISLATE
IASPHALT
{SLATE
[ASPHALT
'WOO0D SHINGLE
IWOOD SHINGLE
IASPHALT
[ASPHALT
[WOOD SHINGLE
ASPHALY
}ASPHAU
LASPHALY
'SLATE
ISLATE
(ASPHALT
;smre
ISLATE
IASPHALT
|ASPHALT
Istate
[aseraLT
;suvs
{PANTILE
;sums

{SLATE
‘WOOD-SHINGLE
TASPHALT

i
!

'COPPER-SHING
SLATE
ASPHALT
WOOD SHINGLE

!

!BY 1912
197

.

c1915

1924
:iBZS

11916
\8Y 1912
J

i'av 1912

|
{1991
J

8y 1812
;

i
!
t

{cla%
BY 1912

<1897

By 1924

1910
BY 1912
|c1910
;BY!QO9
:1986
1910

BY 1812
BY 1912

BY 1920

8Y 1912

[RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
inesnosncs
_RES!DENCE
.RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
.RESIDENCE
lRESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
;RES‘DENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
iRESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
.RESIDENCE
"RESIDENCE
inesmswcs
RESIDENCE
jRESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
fassmsr«ce
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE

A HEATON, H: WALKER

A'DONN

{H.WARBURTON

[A:A.B HEATON

!

H: BAKER

1
¢

;AiHEATON

;A,JOHN DONN. H.EDWARDS
EH:HULSE

EH: RIDGEWAY (GEOL SURVEY)

1
{H: KER (REAL ESTATE)

H: LANE (TREAS ARCHT)

!
i
A WOOD; H: OWENS

A: COOPER; H: WEAVER/RICHARDS
H: SPIER

HLAUK

H: KAUFFMANN
A: MELINE; H: LEWIS

H: ROBERTSON (PATENT LAWYER)
H: WARNER

H: MORGAN (NAVY)
A:HEATON; H: WALSH (MGR}
H: JOHNSON (LAWYER)
AHEATON, H: McNALLY

H: HOEHUING

H: NICHOLSON (JUSTICE OF PEACE)
H. CLARK {CLERGY)

A HEATON; H:PARKER (MFG)

H: WHITFORD {LAWYER)

H: LATIMER (LAWYER)

H, MELLOTY (PATENT OFFICE)

;GARAGE W/ ORIGINAL LIVING SPACE
!

|
% 19205 HOUSE DEM'D 1996
IWEST ADDITION
loutecNC

loutsc.ne

OUTBUILDING

2 STORY ORIG WING

1990S HOUSE REMODELED/ENLARGED
PERGOLA

2STORY WANG
ADDITIONS POST 1927

2STORY WING,OUTBG-C

OUTBG-C

OuTeG-C
“INTEGRITY
OuUTBG-C

OUTBG-2
OUTBG-C
CUT OUT SHUTTERS, ADD GARAGE

ANNE LEWIS HOUSE

CCHS#378
ATTACHED GARAGE

ouTeG-C
WNJ MCNALLY HOUSE
CCHS#156

OUTBG-C; NICHOLSON MEMOIRS
W ADD MAIN ENTR

CHARLES PARKER HOUSE
OUTBG-C

oUTBG




103 HEWAANDS ST
2 W NEWLANDS ST
3901 OLIVER ST
2 0AORD ST

3 OXEOHD ST

4 DAFGRO ST

4 A ORFOROD 81

5 UAFORD 51

6 OXFORD ST

1 OAFORO ST

0 OXEORD ST

10 OAFORD ST
11 OAFORD ST
12 OAFORO ST
13 0&FORD ST
14 OAFORD ST
15 OXFORD ST
16 OAFORD ST
17 OxFORD ST
18 OAFORD ST
20 OAFORD ST
29 OXFORD ST
26 OXFORD ST
31 OXFORD ST
YIOAFCRD ST
35 CAFORD ST
3 OAFORD S1

V PRIMROSE S1
2 PRIMAOSE 5T
IPHIMROSE ST
4 PRIMROSE ST
$ PRIMROSE ST
& PRIMROSE ST
T PRIMROSE ST
4 PRIMROSE ST
9 PRIMROSE ST
V) PRIMROSE 5T
12 PHIMROSE ST
15 PRIMROSE 51
16 PRIAROSE ST
17 PRIMROSE SY
2t PRIMROSE ST
22 PRIMROSE ST
23 PRIMROSE $1
20 PRIMROSE 5T
29 PRIMROSE 8T
27 PRIMROSE 5T
29 PRIMROSE ST
36 PHIMROSE 87
100 PRIMROSE ST
101 PRIMROSE ST
P QUINCY ST

2 QUINCY ST
JQWNCY ST

4 QUINCY ST

S QUINCY ST

& QUINCY ST

# QUINCY 5T

10 QUINCY 5T

11 QUENCY 5§

19 QUINCY ST

21 GUINC Y ST

24 QUINCY 51

COLONIAL REVIVALISQ
COLOMAL REVIVALIECLECTIC
COLOtIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
TUOOR REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
MUODERN NEO COLONIAL
DUTCH COLONIAL
MOGERN NEO COLOHIAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
RENAISSANCE REVIVAL
MODERN

COLONIAL REVIVAL
HUNGALOW

DUTCH COLONIAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
DUFCH COLONIAL
COLOHIAL REVIVAL
DUTCH COLONIAL

CRAF T SMAN/BUNGALOW
TUDOR REVIVAL
MODERAN

MODERN NEO COLONIAL
CRAF ISMAN
VERNACULAR

COLONIAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN

FRENCH

LTCH COLONIAL
TUDOR REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVALASQ
MEDITERRANEAN REVIVAL
CRAFTSMANIASQ
COLONIAL REVIVAL/4SQ
HENAISSANCE REVIVAL
TUDOR REVIVAL
MEUTERRANEAN REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
CCLOIAL REVIVAL/M SQ
MODERN DUTCH COLOMIAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
TUDOR REVIVAL
COLONIAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN

COLONIAL REVIVALI4SQ
COLONIAL REVIVALICRAFTSMAN
MODERN RANCH
COLONIAL REVIVAL

COLONIAL REVIVALICRAF YSMAN

MEDITERRANEAN REVIVAL
MODERN

MODERN

COLONIAL REVIVALICRAFTSMAN
COLONAL REVIVAL

DUTCH COLONIAL

HMEDITERRANEAN REVIVALECLECTIC
kMODERN RANCI

COLONIAL REVIVAL
CRAFTSMAN
MOUERN

12821916

1941 96
1941 96
1916 27
1916 27
‘18521916
1541 95
1892 1916
1941 96
1892 1916
1092 1916
1941 96
1916 27
1916 27
91627
1918 27
1916 27
91827
1916.27
1916:27
1918 21
1941 96
“taa1 56
%62t
1916 27
1916 27
1916 27
192741
1916 27
191627
18921816
191622
118921916
fme )
1916 27

1892:1916
'

[1892-1916
91827
1916:27
191627

18821916

1892 1916
:\94!36
1916 27
t19|6 27
'|9|G 27

18921916
'1892-1916
. .

191627
1194196

1892.1916
. .
18521916

1916 27
1941.96
1941-96

18921816

[1892:1916
18921916
16921916
Hsat 96
a1 27
inesz 1916
1941 86

1

'

NC
HC

[N NN

NORORN NN N RN N RN RN -

~N -

NC

NN N NN

NC
NC

NN - N

NC

{
|
|

J'SYUCCO W

3'WOOD CLAPBOARD 121}
Eswcco jmsemem

2 STONE 66

ziamcnsmcco CASEMENT

2’ stucco ‘&%

::emcx _'919

3 WOODSHINGLE  FRNCH DO

2 BRICK o

3 WOOD CLAPBOARD  FRNCH DOOK

2 stucco o6

2 WOOD CLAPBOARD  CASEMENT

2 BRICK &6

3 STUCCOBRICK o

2'sTucco &6

J'WOOD CLAPBOARD 6/6
2 WOOD-CLAPBOARD 66
ZiSYUCCO 6/6

2|SYUCCO ‘IRIPARIIIE

ZgWOOD-ClAPBOARD 66

)‘BRICNSTUCCO 6/6 CASE
:CASEMENT

2/BRICK
2. WOOD CLAPBOARD 66
3 ALUMINUMAVINYL 616
3'W00D CLAPBOARD .’w
3twooo~cwaomo _FRNCH DOOR
2 WOOD-SHINGLE 611

2 BRICK fCASEMENT
z:swcco TRIPARTITE
3 stucco jCASEMENl
2'stucco &

3 WOOD CLAPBOARD 6
:;smcco o0
2,STONE &6
3STUCCO 0
ystuceo 1611
JALUMINUMAVINYL 111
sstuceo 6
1!swcco | CASEMENT
35TUCCO 'PAIR ARCH
3'WWOOD-SHINGLE ‘66
3!svucco EIRIPARHIE

2iWOO0D-CLAPBOARD '9/%

!
3.WOO0D SHINGLE 66

3{BRICK 90
3;WO00-CLAPBOARD '8/12
3isTucco "
asTucco ien
3WOOD-SHINGLE 6/
HBRICK !Pﬂ:]ILOU
3IWOOD-CLAPBOARD 412
asTucco ICASEMENT
3lstucco gCASEMENT
1]BRICK ' CASEMENT
2{BRICK {CASEMENT
3]WOOD-CLAPBOARD | MULTETRIP
3'8RICK fs/s
3ISTONE 66
3sTUCCO :6/6
1[BRICK 'MOD SASH
2/WO0D-CLAPBOARD 66
3}WOOD- CLAPBOARD ;611
2|BRICK K2

‘PYRAMCDAL
VCRDSS GABLE
FSIMPLE HIP
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
VSIMPLE Hip
CROSS GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
jcuoss GABLE
SIMPLE HIP
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
_GAMBREL
SIDE GABLE
GAMBREL
:SIDE GABLE
‘GAMBREL
SIDE GABLE
\FRONT GABLE
‘SIMPLE HIP
fruom GABLE
SIDE GABLE
Ecaoss GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
CROSS HIP
GAMBREL
icaoss GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
jcmaaa
PYRAMIDAL
SIMPLE HIP
'PYRAMIDAL
SIMPLE HIP
fsmme P
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
ISIMPLE HIP
PYRAMIDAL
tamaﬂa
SIDE GABLE
‘SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIMPLE HiP
'CROSS GABLE
SIDE GABLE
imom GABLE
‘CROSS HIP
SIMPLE HIP
'SIMPLE HIP
‘SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
SIDE GABLE
'GAMBREL
jsme GABLE
|SIDE GABLE
'SIDE GABLE
';smms e
ISIDE GABLE

{ASPHALT
,WOOD SHINGLE
|SLATE

sLate

SLATE
fASFHALT
WOOD SHINGLE
SLATE

Ensmm T
‘SLATE
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
jASPHAU
ASPHALT
ASPHALY
,'ASPMAL T

ngz
1994

i

191
.1990

1999

1
clg22

WOOD SHINGLE ,
1

IASPHALY
{ASPHALT
[ASPHALY
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
laspracT
:ASP'MLI
ISLATE
(SLATE
!suue
ISLATE
(SLATE
j;sum-:
EASPHAU

<1930

{WOOD SHINGLE
!

;SLA‘[E

|SLATE
IPANTILE

SLATE

'SLATE

SLATE

'sLaTE
{PANTILE

ITHIN SLATE
ASPHALT
'WOOD SHINGLE
Lrn siate
IPANTILE
iwn SLATE
Emm SLATE
IASPHALTY
gASPHALT
ASPHALT
'ASPHALT
[THIN SLATE
lpantiLe
!mm SLATE
‘;ASPHAU
“THIN SLATE
i THIN SLATE
!mw SLATE
PANTILE
ASPHALT
ASPHALT
THIN SLATE
THIN SLATE

|
BY 1912
,BY 1wz

'BY 1910
[
IlSDQ

t
<1970

;1912

'RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
‘IHECTORY

RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
faesno&uce
'RESIDENCE
'RESIOENCE
'RESIDENCE
"RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
tRESlDENCE
‘RESIDENCE
:RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
Enesuoence
RESIDENCE
\RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
faesuoerace
RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
}‘.RESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
IRESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
SRESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
;RES&DENCE
RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
lnesinence
|RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
'ReSIDENCE
{RESIDENCE
[RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
' RESIDENCE
'RESIDENCE
ERESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
|RESIDENCE
IResinence
RESIDENCE
RESIDENCE
JRESIDENCE

H NICHOLSON
{A. MITCHELL BEST, VISNIC

1
i

!
AWOODH DEMING (ARCHT)
,H HUNTER (G W MED SCHOOL)

'
iH. JACKSON (CHEMIST NBS)
‘A WOOD, H. MINNEGERODE

|
i
'
1
1
| HEATON, H JAMESON
;
i
t
I

[
}
|
!
|
|

H. BROOKINGSHERRING

AHEATON; H: OGILBY (LAWYER)_
H CORBY, KARL

HHEISTER
H.PIMPER
H: HAHR (LAWYER)

H; MORGAN
H.ROGERS

A HEATON
H.GATLEY
'H.ADKlNS

!

{LANDSCAPE, FENCE; NICHOLSON MEMOIR
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Resolution No: 13-1209
Introduced: March 10, 1998
Adopted: March 10, 1998

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
SITTING AS A DISTRICT COUNCIL FOR THAT PORTION
OF THE MARYLAND-WASHINGTON REGIONAL DISTRICT
WITHIN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

By: District Council

Subject: Planning Board Final Draft Amendment to the Approved and Adopted

Master Plan for Historic Preservation: Chevy Chase Village Historic
District - Expansion

Backeround

On March 28, 1995, the District Council approved a Chevy Chase Historic District (Phase
One) consisting of eleven properties on West Lenox Street between Laurel Parkway and
Magnolia Parkway. In designating the one block, the Council’s intent was that all remaining
areas of the Chevy Chase Atlas historic district, including the areas in Chevy Chase Village
which were part of the Plan, remain on the Atlas for further and future consideration as part
of an evaluation of the Atlas resource.

On August 13, 1997, the Planning Board submitted to the County Executive and the County
Council the Final Draft Amendment to the Approved and Adopted Master Plan for Historic
Preservation: Chevy Chase Village - Expansion.

On October 7, 1997, the Executive submitted to the District Council a fiscal impact analysis
and comments on the Final Draft Amendment to the Approved and Adopted Master Plan for
Historic Preservation: Chevy Chase Village - Expansion.

On December 2, 1997, the County Council held a public hearing on the Final Draft
Amendment to the Approved and Adopted Master Plan for Historic Preservation: Chevy
Chase Village - Expansion. The Council heard testimony both for and against the proposed
Master Plan Amendment.

On January 12, 1998, the Planning, Housing, and Economic Development (PHED)
Committee held a worksession on the amendment. The Committee discussed the Final Draft
Master Plan Amendment and the issues raised at the public hearing. The Committee also



Resolution No. 13-1209

considered the request of Chevy Chase Village to defer the Final Draft Amendment until a
study of the entire Chevy Chase area is completed. The Committee took no final action on
Chevy Chase Village's request. The Committee requested that Staff prepare alternative
boundaries to the Final Draft Amendment historic boundaries for consideration at a future
worksession.

On February 2, 1998, the PHED Committee held a second worksession and considered
several alternatives to the Final Draft Amendment: (1) approve three small, separate districts
proposed by Councilmember Hanna designed to include only the majority of the outstanding

resources, while allowing Chevy Chase Village jurisdiction over most of the less historically

significant properties; (2) designate individual historic sites without any historic district
boundary; and (3) no historic district or individual historic site designations.

The Committee agreed by a 2-1 vote to recommend that the historic district for Chevy Chase
Village be approved as contained in the Final Draft Amendment to the Approved and
Adopted Master Plan for Historic Preservation: Chevy Chase Village - Expansion historic
district be approved with the boundaries submitted by the Planning Board. The Committee
also recommended that: (1) HPC appoint the Chevy Chase Village Board of Managers as the
Local Advisory Panel (LAP), should they agree; (2) the Chevy Chase Historic Preservation
Commuittee re-open drafting of the historic preservation guidelines to provide another
opportunity tor Chevy Chase residents to participate turther in the process; (3) HPC give
considerable weight to the recommendations of the LAP; and (4) include language in the
guidelines that the HPC will review with leniency a request for subdivision of a vacant lot.

On February 24, 1998, the County Council sitting as the District Council held a worksession
on the Final Draft Master Plan Amendment and tentatively agreed (7-2) with the
recommendations of the majority of the PHED Committee. [n addition. the District Council
agreed that alterations to the portions of a property that are not visible from the public right-
of-way be subject to lenient review by HPC in deciding requests tor expansions or alterations
of a historic structure.  The Council agreed that most changes to the rear of the properties
should be approved as a matter of course.

The Council also stated its support for Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) staff
approval for certain non-controversial Historic Area Work Permits. rather than having to go
to the HPC for public hearing and action. In addition. the Final Draft Master Plan
Amendment is being approved with Historic Preservation Policy Guidelines drafted by the
Chevy Chase Village Historic Preservation Committee. The Council recommends to the
Chevy Chase Village Board of Managers that these guidelines be considered interim and that
the drafting be re-opened to allow for additional participation by residents.

Coah
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Resolution No. 13-1209

Action

The County Council for Montgomery County, Maryland, sitting as the District Council

for that portion of the Maryland-Washington Regional District in Montgomery County,
Maryland, approves the following resolution:

The Final Draft Amendment to the Approved and Adopted Master Plan - Expansion

dated August, 1997, is approved as follows:

1.

The Chevy Chase Village Historic District boundary is approved as delineated in the Final
Draft Amendment to the Approved and Adopted Master Plan for Historic Preservation:
Chevy Chase Village - Expansion.

The text of the Final Draft Amendment Master Plan is revised as follows:

Page 6, replace last heading and first paragraph on page 7. Historic Preservation Policy
Guidelines. The following guidelines were drafted by the Chevy Chase Village Historic
Preservation Committee and are adopted without changes in this amendment. The
Committee was established by the Chevy Chase Village Board of Managers and
represents a wide spectrum of views on the subject of historic designation. These
guidelines have not been endorsed by the Chevy Chase Village Board of Managers.

The Master Plan Amendment anticipates that the Chevy Chase Village Board of
Managers and the Chevy Chase Village Historic Preservation Committee will re-open
drafting of the historic preservation policy guidelines to give residents further
opportunity to participate in the process. Revised guidelines must be agreed upon by the
Village Board of Managers and the Historic Preservation Commission. Once such joint
agreement is reached, the Final Draft Amendment to the Approved and Adopted Master
Plan for Historic Preservation: Chevy Chase Village - Expansion will be amended
Sormally.

Page 7, third full paragraph, add the following language: The HPC, when reviewing a
Historic Area Work Permit must give considerable weight to the recommendations of the
Local Advisory Panel.

Page 8, following the first full paragraph, add the following language: Although the
Historic Preservation Commission does not have the power to approve or disapprove
subdivisions, the HPC should in general be lenient in reviewing and commenting on
subdivisions for vacant lots to the Planning Board unless the subdivision will be
extremely detrimental to the historicity of the district.
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e Page 8, center of page, add the following language: 5. Alterations to the portions of a
property that are not visible from the public right-of~way should be subject to very lenient
review. Most changes to the rear of the properties should be approved as a matter of
course.

3. Be it further Resolved that:

o The HPC is to appoint the Chevy Chase Village Board of Managers as the Local
Advisory Panel (LAP). If the Board does not agree to being named the LAP, the Historic
Preservation Commission must appoint the LAP recommended by the Board of
Managers.

e The District Council supports a revision of Chapter 24A of the Montgomery County
Code that would allow for certain non-controversial Historic Area Work Permit
applications to be acted on by staff only, rather than having to go to the Historic 7
Preservation Commission for public hearing. That revision requires separate legislation.

This ts a correct copy of Council action.

Dot

2 Litrzs -
Ma\%. Edgar, #MC |
Secfetary of the Council



MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

M-NCPPC

MCPB No. 98-03
M-NCPPC No. 98-02

RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission, by virtue of
Article 28 of the Annotated Code of Maryland. is authorized and empowered, from time to time,
to make and adopt, amend, extend, and add to a General Plan for the Physical Development of
the Maryland-Washington Regional District; and

WHEREAS, the Montgomery County Planning Board of The Maryland-National Capital
Park and Planning Commission, pursuant to said law, held a duly advertised public hearing on
June 26, 1997 regarding the Public Hearing (Preliminary) Draft of a proposed Amendment to the
Master Plan for Historic Preservation: Chevy Chase Village Historic District--Expansion; being
also an amendment to the General Plan for the Physical Development of the Maryland-
Washington Regional District; and

WHEREAS. the Montgomery County Planning Board. after said public hearing and due
deliberation and consideration. approved the Planning Board (Final) Draft of the proposed
amendment. and forwarded it on August 13, 1997 to the Montgomery County Executive and to
the Montgomery County Council; and

WHEREAS, the Montgomery County Executive made comments and recommendations
on the Planning Board (Final) Draft of the proposed Amendment to the Master Plan for Historic
Preservation: Chevy Chase Village Historic District - Expansion, within the 60 days allowed by

law for comment, and forwarded those comments to the Montgomery County Council on
October 7. 1997; and

WHEREAS, the Montgomery County Council. sitting as the District Council for the
portion of the Maryland-Washington Regional District lying within Montgomery County, held a
public hearing on December 2. 1997, wherein testimony was received concerning the Planning
Board (Final) Draft of the proposed amendment; and



WHEREAS. the Montgomery County Council, sitting as the District Council for that
portion of the Maryland-Washington Regional District lying within Montgomery County on
March 10, 1998 revised and approved the Planning Board (Fmal) Draft of the proposed
amendment by Resolution No. 13-1209;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Montgomery County Planning Board
and The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission do hereby adopt said
amendment to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation: Chevy Chase Village Historic District--
Expansion, together with the General Plan for the Physical Development of the
Maryland-Washington Regional District as approved by the Montgomery County Council in the
attached Resolution No. 13-1209; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that copies of said amendment shall be certified by The
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission and filed with the Clerk of the
Circuit Court of each of Montgomery and Prince George's Counties, as required by law.

* K ok k % k ok

This is to certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by
the Montgomery County Planning Board of The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning
Commission on motion of Commissioner Bryant, seconded by Commissioner Holmes, with
- Commissioners Richardson and Hussman voting in favor at its regular meeting held on
Thursday, April 2. 1998, in Silver Spring, Maryland.

This is to certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a
resolution adopted by the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commis-
sion on motion of Commissioner Richardson, seconded Commissioner Bryant, with
Commissioners Boone, Brown, Bryant, Dabney, Hewlett, Hussmann, Holmes, McNeill,
Richardson, and Perdue voting in favor of the motion at its regular meeting held
on Wednesday, April 15, 1998, in Riverdale, Maryland.

Trudye Mrgan egm\zoj
Executive Director




Acknowledgements

MONTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT MANAGEMENT TEAM
Rodney H. Irwin, Department of Park & Planning
Jeffrey Zyontz, Chief, Countywide Planning Division

PROJECT STAFF
Gwen Wright, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Clare Lise Cavicchi, Historic Preservation Planner
William Bushong, Historic Preservation Planner*
Genevieve Courbois, Intern*
Michael Simon, Intern*

TECHNICAL STAFF
Charles Coleman, Reproduction
Walt Robinson, Research and Technology
Scott Stickerod, Mapping and Graphics

THANKS ALso To
Chevy Chase Historical Society
Maryland Historical Trust
Chevy Chase Village Historic Preservation Committee:
Andi Adams
Tom Bourke
Bob Elliott
Jean Taylor Federico
Peter Wellington
Marjorie Zapruder

*Formerly with M-NCPPC



Chevy Chase _Villaﬁe )
Historic District - Expansion
Approved and Adopted Amendment to
the Master Plan for Historic Preservation
in Montgomery County, Maryland

The Maryland-National Capital
Park and Planning Commission

The Montgomery County Department of Park and Planning
8787 Georgia Avenue '
Stlver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760



