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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT  

 
Address: 3705 Underwood Street, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 6/12/2024 
 
Resource: Master Plan Site #35/91  Report Date: 6/5/2024 
 Welsh House  
   
Applicant:  Rich and Jacqueline Renz Public Notice: 5/29/2024 
 (Valerie of Capital Fence, agent)  
  Tax Credit: No 
Review: HAWP  
  Staff: Chris Berger 
Permit Number: 1068796  
 
PROPOSAL: Fence installation. 
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION  
 
Staff recommends that the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) approve with two conditions the 
Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) application with final approval delegated to staff: 
 

1. The fence shall be a 4-foot tall solid board fence with 2 feet of the lattice on top from the original 
rear wall plane to the front wall plane, a distance of 28 feet. The fence may be a 6-foot tall solid 
board fence from the rear property corner to the original rear wall plane. The approved fence 
must confirm to what is shown in Figure 6 of the staff report. 

2. Any trees with a 6-inch diameter at breast height or larger to be removed to accommodate the 
fence installation require a separate HAWP. 

 

 
Figure 1: The Welsh House Master Plane Site parcel lines are marked in red on the north side of Underwood 
Street in Chevy Chase. 
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ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION  

 
SIGNIFICANCE: Master Plan Site #35/91, Welsh House 
STYLE: Vernacular 
DATE: 1897 
 
The house is described follows in Places From the Past: 
 

The Welsh House, built in 1897, was the second house built in Otterbourne. The vernacular 
front gable house bears similarity with folk houses built near Williams Lane in this era. In 
February 1897, Nicholas J. Welsh acquired Lot 11, Block 3 from investor Eugene B. Clark. 
The property was assessed with $700 in improvements the same year. Welsh sold the 
property in 1905. By 1927, the house had changed hands nine times. The house has narrow 
clapboard siding, 2/2 sash windows, and a simple front door with transom. The original 
full width porch has been replaced with a wrap-around porch. The gable fanlight appears 
to be a later addition. 

 

 
Figure 2: The front and right-side elevations of 3705 Underwood Street. The proposed fence location at the side 
property line is indicated with a red arrow. 
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Figure 3: The rear yard of 3705 Underwood St. The proposed fence location at the side property line is indicated 
with a red arrow. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The HPC provided comment on a Preliminary Consultation for the demolition and new construction and 
the retroactive review of the roof and porch floor replacements at its April 17, 2024, meeting1.  
 
The applicant revised the application and returned to the HPC with a HAWP #1064284 at its May 
22 meeting for partial demolition, porch infill, and new two-story rear addition and retroactive 
roof replacement.2 The HPC approved the application as part of its consent agenda with the 
following conditions: 
 

1. The applicant shall show any proposed lighting on the elevations and provide specifications. 
2. The proposed 5-inch lap siding reveal and the existing 2.5 inch lap reveal siding must align where 

they meet. 
3.  The existing composite decking is not grandfathered, and any proposed replacement of the 

composite in the future must come to the HPC as a HAWP. 
 

 
1 The staff report for the Preliminary Consultation is here: https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-
content/uploads/2024/04/II.B-3705-Underwood-Street-Chevy-Chase.pdf 
The video and audio for the meeting is available here: 
https://mncppc.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?publish_id=c7eeeec7-fe55-11ee-b231-0050569183fa 
 
2 The staff report for HAWP #1064284 is here: https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/05/I.C-
3705-Underwood-Street-Chevy-Chase-1064284.pdf 
The video and audio for the meeting is available here: 
https://mncppc.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?publish_id=1649f73a-190b-11ef-b231-0050569183fa 
 

https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/04/II.B-3705-Underwood-Street-Chevy-Chase.pdf
https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/04/II.B-3705-Underwood-Street-Chevy-Chase.pdf
https://mncppc.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?publish_id=c7eeeec7-fe55-11ee-b231-0050569183fa
https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/05/I.C-3705-Underwood-Street-Chevy-Chase-1064284.pdf
https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/05/I.C-3705-Underwood-Street-Chevy-Chase-1064284.pdf
https://mncppc.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?publish_id=1649f73a-190b-11ef-b231-0050569183fa
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The three conditions remain outstanding.  
 
PROPOSAL 
 
The applicant proposes the installation of 94 linear feet of 6-foot tall Western Red Cedar solid 
board fence with the finished side on the outside. It will be installed approximately 12.5 feet away 
from the residence and 2 inches away from the shared property line to the east with 3703 
Underwood Street.  
 
The fence will extend from the northeast corner of the parcel to the front corner of the house. This 
will align with the placement of the existing 5-foot, 4-inch, tall solid board fence located at the 
adjoining property to the west at 3707 Underwood Street. 
 

 
Exhibit 4: The existing site plan, left, and proposed site plan, right, after the fence is installed and approved 
additions are constructed. The proposed fence is indicated in red on the proposed plan. The existing fence to the 
west at 3707 Underwood Street is indicated in blue.  
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Figure 5: The applicant provided these representative photos of the proposed fence. 
 
APPLICABLE GUIDELINES 
 
In accordance with Section 1.5 of the Historic Preservation Commission Rules, Guidelines, and 
Procedures (Regulation No. 27-97), in developing its decision when reviewing applications for an 
undertaking at a Master Plan site the Commission uses Chapter 24A-8 of the Montgomery County Code 
(Chapter 24A-8), the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards), and pertinent 
guidance in applicable master plans. The pertinent information in these documents, incorporated in their 
entirety by reference herein, 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.  

(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. 
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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 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 HPC’s longstanding standard is to limit fence heights to 4 feet tall when they extend beyond the rear 
wall plane of the building’s original footprint. This standard seeks to maintain the openness between 
houses in historic neighborhoods with the position that fences taller than 4-feet located in side yards 
create visual barriers between properties and can obscure architecturally significant or notable features of 
the historic house(s). Staff notes that it regularly administratively approves 6-foot tall fences in rear yards 
and fences less than 4-feet tall in side yards.  
 
The applicant proposes to install a 6-foot tall solid board fence that will extend through the side yard to 
the front corner of the residence at its east property line, in conflict with the HPC’s height limit standard. 
Staff does not support a solid board fence in the side yard beyond the original footprint of the residence as 
proposed. Though the property to the east is not a master plan historic site like the subject property, staff 
argues that the visually imposing fence will create a visual barrier at the historic site in conflict with 
Chapter 24A-8(b)(1). 
 
However, staff would support a fence with a 4-foot tall solid wood board base and 2-foot tall wood lattice 
top. A fence with a lattice top will maintain the HPC’s goal of visual openness and connectively between 
buildings while providing the applicant with the height they are seeking. A fence with an open top will 
not disrupt the relationship between the properties and will be compatible in character with the historic 
site in accordance with Chapter 24A-8(b)(1). To meet the Standards, the historic character of the property 
will be retained and preserved by a lattice-topped fence, and if removed in the future the essential form 
and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired. 
 
The entire 94-foot long fence segment can have the 4-foot tall solid wood base with 2-foot tall lattice on 
top, or the applicant can install a 6-foot tall solid board fence in the yard from the back property corner to 
the original rear wall plane and then transition to the 4-foot tall solid board fence with 2-foot tall lattice on 
top, a distance of 28 feet that is marked Figure 6. This siting aligns with the rear addition at the subject 
property that was constructed in the 1980s. 
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Figure 6: Staff seeks a 4-foot tall wood solid board fence with 2-foot tall wood lattice on top from the original 
rear wall plane forward, as it indicated with the green dashes. The segment length will be 28 feet. 
 
Finally, the property line between the subject property and its neighbor to the east at 3703 Underwood 
Street has dense vegetation, so staff recommends a condition that a separate HAWP is submitted prior to 
the removal of any trees with a 6-inch diameter at breast height or larger. Pruning does not require a 
HAWP. 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the Commission approve with two conditions the HAWP application with final 
approval delegated to staff:  
 

1. The fence shall be a 4-foot tall solid board fence with 2 feet of the lattice on top from the original 
rear wall plane to the front wall plane, a distance of 28 feet. The fence may be a 6-foot tall solid 
board fence from the rear property corner to the original rear wall plane. The approved fence 
must confirm to what is shown in Figure 6 of the staff report. 

2. Any trees with a 6-inch diameter at breast height or larger to be removed to accommodate the 
fence installation require a separate HAWP. 

 
under the Criteria for Issuance in Chapter 24A-8(b)(1), having found that the proposal, as modified by the 
conditions, is compatible in character with the site and the purposes of Chapter 24A; 
 
and with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation #2 and 9. 
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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 301-495-4571 or 
chris.berger@montgomeryplanning.org to schedule a follow-up site visit. 
 

mailto:chris.berger@montgomeryplanning.org


1068796
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23.0603  3705 UNDERWOOD ST, CHEVY CHASE, MD

RENZ RESIDENCE
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3705 UNDERWOOD FENCE NARRATIVE 

We're proposing to install a 6' ht std. Wood solid board privacy fence on the 

right-side property line as shown in the submi,ed site plan. The following 

document contains photos of various historic proper-es in chevy chase, md with 

fences in the front & side yard at heights taller than 4'. We provide these photos 

as evidence that this condi-on is common to local historic resources, including 

several master plan individual sites in the immediate vicinity, and should be 

allowed given. The following do not represent all such examples but are merely 

several we were able to iden-fy during a quick tour of the neighborhood and 

while visi-ng job sites on West Irving and Gra6on streets. 

Based on previous HAWP staff reports, it's worth no-ng that the HPC's 

standard requirement that fences in front of the rear wall plane can be no more 

than 4' tall is based on the primary concern that fences in excess of 4' will create a 

visual division between proper-es that detracts from the visual rela-onship 

between the houses and the pa,erns of the historic district (referenced from the 

staff report (case # 31/06-19a reviewed and approved 01/09/19 with a 6' ht fence)  

that concern is unwarranted here given the neighboring proper-es are not historic 

and do not contribute to the pa,erns of a specific historic district. Further, the 

neighboring proper-es were allowed to build fences over 4' in height extending 

forward of the rear wall plane of the houses, so if anything, the exis-ng 

development pa,erns would encourage a taller fence to be consistent.  

As later development and neighboring fence construc-on have already 

altered the rela-onship of the proper-es, the proposed fence will not disrupt the 

rela-onship between the houses or adversely impact the resource itself.  Since the 

fence we are proposing sits exclusively on the right-side property line and does 

not extend over to the resource itself, it will not obstruct the public view of the 

resource and does not adversely impact the character of the house.  Several of the 

sample photos show this exact condi-on, and it is our opinion that these property 

line fences have no significant impact on the resource. 



20 WEST IRVING ST FENCE+/- 5'-8" HT. EXTENDS UP TO FRONT PLANE OF HOUSE ON
EACH SIDE



5910 CEDAR PKWY  +/- 6' HT. IN FRONT OF HOUSE



13 GRAFTON ST +/-6' HT. FENCE EXTENDS TO FRONT PLANE OF HOUSE ON EACH SIDE



15 GRAFTON ST +/-6' HT. FENCE EXTENDS TO FRONT PLANE OF HOUSE



21 GRAFTON ST +/-6' HT. FENCE EXTENDS TO FRONT PLANE OF HOUSE



3815 BRADLEY LANE 4'-5' AT FRONT PROPERTY LINE, +/- 6' AT SIDE PROPERTY LINE



3806 WILLIAMS LANE  +/-6' HT AT FRONT AND SIDE PROPERTY LINES



3706 & 3708 THORNAPPLE 5'-6' HT. FENCE EXTENDS TO FRONT PLANE OF HOUSES 



3600 UNDERWOOD +/-6' HT. FENCE EXTENDS TO FRONT PLANE OF HOUSE



3606 UNDERWOOD +/-5' HT. FENCE EXTENDS TO FRONT PLANE OF HOUSE



3705 UNDERWOOD  NEIGHBORING PROPERTY TO LEFT HAS 6' HT FENCE EXTENDING
TO FRONT WALL OF HOUSE, NEIGHBIORING PROPERTY TO RIGHT HAS +/- 5'-4" HT
FENCE EXTENDING UP SIDE LOT LINE TO MID-POINT OF HOUSE
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