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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

STAFF REPORT 

Address: 15001 Barnesville Road, Boyds Meeting Date: 8/17/2022 

Resource: Master Plan Site #18/10 Report Date: 8/10/2022 

(Winderbourne) 
Public Notice: 8/3/2022 

Applicant: Lee Levin 

Tax Credit: N/A 

Review: HAWP Staff: Michael Kyne 

Permit Number: 1002085 

PROPOSAL: Below grade alterations, retaining walls, patio, and driveway alteration and tree removal 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends that the HPC approve the HAWP application. 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION: 

SIGNIFICANCE: Master Plan Site #18/10, Winderbourne 
STYLE: Queen Anne 
DATE: c. 1884

Excerpt from Places from the Past: 

This high-style Queen Anne residence was the summer home of Enoch and Mary Totten. Mrs. Totten 
was the daughter of Timothy Howe, Wisconsin Senator and sole heir to the fortune of Elias Howe, 
inventor of the sewing machine bobbin. Howe’s bobbin, a lock stitch device known in those days as a 
winder, was manufactured and sold by Singer and other companies worldwide. At his death in 1867, 
his fortune amounted to $13 million. Mary Howe Totten built her vacation estate in 1884, naming it 
Winderbourne in recognition of the winder device that brought her family fortune.  

The Tottens chose a vacation home site adjacent to Bonnie Brae, the picturesque village-like Boyd 
estate. Situated on a hill overlooking Seneca Creek, Winderbourne was originally accessed from 
Clopper Road by a bridge across the railroad tracks, built in part and maintained by the railroad 
company. The house bears such unusual features as a grand sweeping staircase, great triangular 
fireplace and concealed downspouts leading to an underground cistern. The grounds were cultivated 
with imported trees and shrubs and outfitted with a gazebo and an ice pond. 
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Fig. 1: Subject property, as marked by the blue star. 
 
PROPOSAL: 

 
The applicant proposes below grade alterations, retaining walls, patio, and driveway alteration and tree 
removal 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) 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 

 
(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 
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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 

The Secretary of the Interior defines rehabilitation as “the act or process of making possible a compatible 
use for a property through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features, 
which convey its historical, cultural, or architectural values.” The applicable Standards are as follows: 

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

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

that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be 
compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity 
of the property and its environment. 
 

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if 
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment 
would be unimpaired. 

STAFF DISCUSSION: 

The subject property is the c. 1884 Queen Anne-style Master Plan Site known as Winderbourne. The 
Commission previously approved a HAWP application for complete restoration of the historic house at 
the October 13, 2021 HPC meeting1, and the applicant is in the process of completing the approved work. 
Prior to the current restoration project, the house had been vacant for decades and in significant disrepair, 
due to fallen trees, water damage, and vandalism.  
 
The applicant proposes to construct a 30’ x 30’, two-bay, below grade garage with patio above and 
adjacent to the northwest (rear/left) side of the historic house. For access to the proposed new garage, a 
driveway will be created at the northwest (rear/left) side of the property, extending from an existing dirt 
road. The existing dirt road will be resurfaced with gravel. The proposed new driveway will also be 
gravel, except for the turnaround/parking area directly adjacent to the proposed garage, which will be 
asphalt. Two trees will be removed, and some grading will be required to accommodate the proposed 
driveway and garage. A retaining wall, which varies from 1’ to 9’high (following the westward slope of 

 
1 Link to October 13, 2021 HAWP staff report: https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/I.E-
15001-Barnesville-Road-Boyds-948671-1.pdf  

https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/I.E-15001-Barnesville-Road-Boyds-948671-1.pdf
https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/I.E-15001-Barnesville-Road-Boyds-948671-1.pdf
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the property) will be required at the south side of the turnaround/parking area. The proposed retaining 
wall will be approximately 40’ long. Due to safety requirements, a 36” high railing will be required along 
the eastern edge of the proposed patio (top of the proposed garage), along a proposed exterior stair to the 
new driveway at the north side of the patio, and along the top of the proposed retaining wall. The 
proposed railing on top of the retaining wall will follow the slope of the property/retaining wall, and it 
will be approximately 30’ long, as it will terminate where the retaining wall’s height drops below 30”. 
 
Regarding materials, the proposed garage, steps to grade, and retaining wall will be clad with natural 
stone to match the existing house foundation. The proposed garage doors will be Acre composite, which 
is made with upcycled rice hull fibers. The proposed patio above the proposed garage will be surfaced 
with porcelain tile. The proposed railings will be constructed from painted steel. 
 
While the proposed patio and safety railing will be visible from the south (front) side of the property, the 
proposed garage, driveway, and retaining wall will be below grade. As viewed from the north (rear) side, 
the garage will be mostly below grade, but the proposed exterior stair at the north side of the patio and 
retaining wall will be visible.  
 
Staff supports the applicant’s proposal. Most of the proposed work items are at or below grade, and they 
are adjacent to the historic house to avoid any direct impact to original and/or historic features. While the 
proposed railings will be above grade and visible from the south (front) side of the property, they are 
necessary to satisfy safety requirements, and staff worked with the applicant to propose an appropriate 
and compatible material. Staff also finds the proposed natural stone garage, stair, and retaining wall 
cladding, as well as the porcelain tile patio, appropriate and compatible. While staff would typically 
recommend traditional wood garage doors at individually listed Master Plan Sites, the garage doors will 
be below grade and only partially visible when viewing the property directly from the northwest 
(rear/left) side of the property. The garage doors are also part of new construction, and they will not 
replace or detract from original and/or historic materials or features. As the subject property is heavily 
forested, staff has no concerns with the proposed tree removals, as they will have a negligible impact on 
the character of the property. 
 
Staff finds that the proposal will not remove or alter materials, features, or spaces that characterize the 
property, per Standard #2. Additionally, staff finds that the proposed new construction will be 
differentiated from and compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features of the property 
and its environment, per Standard #9. In accordance with Standard #10, the proposed work will be 
undertaken in such a manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic 
property and its environment would be unimpaired. 
 
After full and fair consideration of the applicant’s submission, staff finds the proposal consistent with the 
Criteria for Issuance in Chapter 24A-(b) 1 and 2, having found it consistent with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #2, #9, 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), and (2),  having found that the proposal will not substantially alter the exterior 
features of the historic resource and is compatible in character with the purposes of Chapter 24A;  
 
and with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #2, #9, 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; 
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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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Required 

Attachments 

I. Written 
Proposed Description
Work 

New 
* 

Construction 

Additions/ 
* 

Alterations 

Demolition * 

Deck/Porch * 

Fence/Wall * 

Driveway/ * 

Parking Area 

Grading/Exe * 

avation/Land 
scaing 

Tree Removal * 

Siding/ Roof * 

Changes 

Window/ 
* 

Door Changes 

Masonry * 

Repair/ 
Repaint 

Signs * 

HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT 

CHECKLIST OF 

APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS 

2. Site Plan 3. Plans/ 4. Material 5. Photographs 
Elevations Specifications

* * * * 

* * * * 

* * * 

* * * * 

* * * * 

* * * 

* * * 

* * * 

* * * * 

* * * * 

* * * * 

* * * * 

6. Tree Survey 7. Property 
Owner 

Addresses

* * 

* 
* 

* 

* 

* 

* * 

* * 

* * 

* * 

* 

* 

* 

*
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