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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

STAFF REPORT 

 

Address: 5701 Achille Lane, Rockville Meeting Date: 5/4/2022 

  

Resource: Master Plan Site #22/25 Report Date: 4/27/2022 

 James H. Cashell Farm 

  Public Notice: 4/20/2022  

Applicant:  Robert Bertrand     

 

  Tax Credit: No 

Review: HAWP 

  Staff: Michael Kyne 

Permit Number: 983374  

    

PROPOSAL: Installation of new fence  

 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

 

Staff recommends that the HPC approve the HAWP application. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION: 

 

SIGNIFICANCE: Master Plan Site #22/25, James H. Cashell Farm 

DATE: 2016 House within Historic Environmental Setting (Mid 1800s; Late 1800s-Early 

1900s) 

 

Excerpt from Places from the Past: 

 

 “… [T]he Cashell House was built in two distinct sections. The original section, at 

right, is typical of the mid1800s with its traditional side gable symmetrical form and 

6/6 sash windows. The picturesque east and north addition (left and rear) bears 

hallmarks of the Victorian era with its three-story tower with stickwork panels, 

jerkin-head (clipped) gable, and paired cornice brackets. The original block was 

likely updated when the addition was built, with cornice brackets and first-level 2/2 

sash windows. The Cashell family owned this property for much of the 1800s. In 

1865, the property belonged to Hazel B. Cashell, County Commissioner and 

Orphan’s Court judge, and James Cashell was living here by 1878. The farmstead 

includes a one-level hay barn with hanging gable, another substantial barn with two 

cupolas, and a stone house from the mid-1900s.” 

 

The Cashell House was destroyed by fire in November 2010, but the stone tenant house and one historic barn 

remain. 
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Fig. 1: Subject property, with the 2016 house circled in blue and the historic outbuildings circled in yellow.  

 

BACKGROUND: 

 

The applicant previously appeared before the Commission for a preliminary consultation at the April 6, 

2022 HPC meeting.1 

 

PROPOSAL: 

 

This applicant proposes installation of a new fence at the subject property. 

 

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES: 

 

When reviewing alterations and new construction at Master Plan Sites several documents are to be 

utilized as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing their decision. These documents include 

Montgomery County Code Chapter 24A (Chapter 24A), the Damascus-Goshen Historic Resources 

Master Plan Amendment (Amendment), and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 

(Standards). The pertinent information in these documents is outlined below. 

 

 

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A-8 

 
1 Link to April 6, 2022 preliminary consultation staff report: https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-

content/uploads/2022/03/II.A-5701-Achille-Lane-Rockville-983374-Preliminary-Consultation.pdf 

Link to April 6, 2022 preliminary consultation audio/video transcript: 

http://mncppc.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?publish_id=ae05bd4a-bfe7-11ec-a5da-0050569183fa  

https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/II.A-5701-Achille-Lane-Rockville-983374-Preliminary-Consultation.pdf
https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/II.A-5701-Achille-Lane-Rockville-983374-Preliminary-Consultation.pdf
http://mncppc.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?publish_id=ae05bd4a-bfe7-11ec-a5da-0050569183fa
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(b) The commission shall instruct the director to issue a permit, or issue a permit subject to such 

conditions as are found to be necessary to ensure conformity with the purposes and requirements 

of this chapter, if it finds that: 

 

(1) The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features of an historic site or historic                            

resource within an historic district; or 

 

(2) The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical, archeological,           

architectural or cultural features of the historic site or the historic district in which an historic 

resource is located and would not be detrimental thereto or to the achievement of the 

purposes of this chapter; or 

 

(3) The proposal would enhance or aid in the protection, preservation and public or private 

utilization of the historic site or historic resource located within an historic district in a 

manner compatible with the historical, archeological, architectural or cultural value of the 

historic site or historic district in which an historic resource is located; or 

 

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

 

(5) The proposal is necessary in order that the owner of the subject property not be deprived of   

reasonable use of the property or suffer undue hardship; or 

 

             (6)     In balancing the interests of the public in preserving the historic site or historic resource 

located within an historic district, with the interests of the public from the use and benefit 

of the alternative proposal, the general public welfare is better served by granting the 

permit. 

 

(c) It is not the intent of this chapter to limit new construction, alteration or repairs to any 1 period or 

architectural style. 

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation: 

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic 

materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided. 

 

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

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

environment would be unimpaired. 

STAFF DISCUSSION: 

The subject property is the James H. Cashell Farm Master Plan Site. The Cashell House was a traditional 

side gable mid-1800s house with Victorian era addition. The house was destroyed by fire in November 

2010, and the current house was built in 2016 as part of the Preserve at Rock Creek subdivision. A mid-

1900s stone tenant house and barn with two cupolas, both referenced as contributing outbuildings in 

Places from the Past, are at the rear of the subject property. The stone tenant house remains in its original 

location, with the barn having been moved to its current location near the stone tenant house, in 

accordance with the subdivision approval. 
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The applicant previously appeared before the Commission for a preliminary consultation at the April 6, 

2022 HPC meeting. The Commission expressed full support for the applicant’s proposal and 

recommended they return with a HAWP application. 

 

The applicant proposes installation of a new fence at the subject property, with the following 

specifications: 

 

• Installation of approximately 1146 LF of 6’ high black aluminum picket security fencing and 

gates at the front and sides of the property. 

• Installation of 360 LF of 6’ high black vinyl-coated chain link security fencing at the rear of the 

property. 

 

 
Fig. 2. Proposed site plan, as provided by the applicant. 

 

Staff fully supports the applicant’s proposal, finding that it will not significantly interrupt the view of the 

remaining historic outbuildings from the public right-of-way. Accordingly, staff finds that the proposal 

will not remove or alter character-defining features or spaces of the subject property, per Standard #2. 
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Additionally, the proposed fencing could be removed in the future, leaving the essential form and 

integrity of the property and its environment unimpaired, in accordance with Standard #10. 

 

After full and fair consideration of the applicant’s submission, staff finds the proposal as being consistent 

with the Criteria for Issuance in Chapter 24A-8(b) (1) and (2) and with the Secretary of the Interior’s 

Standards for Rehabilitation #2 and #10, as outlined above 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  

 

Staff recommends that the Commission approve the HAWP application under the Criteria for Issuance in 

Chapter 24A-8(b), (1) & (2), having found that the proposal will not substantially alter the exterior 

features of the historic resource and is compatible in character with the district and the purposes of 

Chapter 24A; 

 

and with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #2 and #10; 

 

and with the general condition that the applicant shall present an electronic set of drawings, if 

applicable, to Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) staff for review and stamping prior to 

submission for the Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permits; 

 

and with the general condition that final project design details, not specifically delineated by the 

Commission, shall be approved by HPC staff or brought back to the Commission as a revised HAWP 

application at staff’s discretion; 

 

and with the general condition that the applicant shall notify the Historic Preservation Staff if they 

propose to make any alterations to the approved plans. Once the work is completed the applicant will 

contact the staff person assigned to this application at 301-563-3400 or 

michael.kyne@montgomeryplanning.org to schedule a follow-up site visit. 

 

mailto:michael.kyne@montgomeryplanning.org
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