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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION  
STAFF REPORT 

 
Address: 500 New York Avenue, Takoma Park Meeting Date: 4/23/2025 
 
Resource: Non-Contributing Resource  Report Date: 4/16/2025 
 Takoma Park Historic District 
  
Applicant:  Colleen Cordes  Public Notice: 4/9/2025 
  
Review: HAWP Tax Credit:  No 
 
Permit No.: 1111439 Staff: Laura DiPasquale   
 
Proposal: Fence installation 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the HPC approve the HAWP application. 

 
PROPERTY DESCRIPTION 
 
SIGNIFICANCE: Non-Contributing Resource to the Takoma Park Historic District 
STYLE: Colonial Revival  
DATE: c. 1940s 
 

 
Figure 1: The subject property at 500 New York Avenue is outlined in blue.  
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PROPOSAL 
 
The applicant proposes to install a six-foot flat-top picket cedar fence around the rear yard, replacing a 
portion of existing three-foot wood fencing and installing a new fence where one does not currently exist.  
 

 
Figure 2: Proposed site plan. The proposed fencing is outlined in red and dashed with Xs.  

 
Figure 3: Proposed fence appearance.  
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Figure 4: Front elevation of the subject property. A red arrow points to the section of proposed fence forward of 
the rear wall plane.  

 
Figure 5: Front and southeast side elevations of the subject property. Red arrows point to the sections of fence 
proposed to extend from the small side addition and along the southeastern property line.  
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APPLICABLE GUIDELINES 
 
The Historic Preservation Office and Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) consult several documents 
when reviewing alterations and new construction within the Takoma Park Historic District. These 
documents include the historic preservation review guidelines in the approved and adopted amendment 
for the Takoma Park Historic District (Guidelines), Montgomery County Code Chapter 24A (Chapter 
24A), and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent 
information in these four documents is outlined below.  
 
Takoma Park Historic District Guidelines 
 
There are two broad planning and design concepts which apply to all categories. These are: 
 

• The design review emphasis will be restricted to changes that are all visible from the public right-
of-way, irrespective of landscaping or vegetation (it is expected that the majority of new additions 
will be reviewed for their impact on the overall district), and 

• The importance of assuring that additions and other changes to existing structures act to reinforce 
and continue existing streetscape, landscape, and building patterns rather than to impair the 
character of the historic district. 
 

Non-Contributing/Out-of-Period Resources are either buildings that are of little or no architectural and 
historical significance to the historic district or are newer buildings that have been constructed outside of 
the district’s primary periods of historical importance. 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 Non-Contributing/Out-of-Period Resources which will affect the 
surrounding streetscape and/or landscape and could impair the character of the district as a whole.  
 
Montgomery County Code, Chapter 24A-8 
 
The following guidance which pertains to this project are as follows: 
 

(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; 
 

(d) In the case of an application for work on an historic resource located within an historic district, 
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. (Ord. No. 9-4, § 1; Ord. No. 11-59.) 
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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: 

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. 

STAFF DISCUSSION 

Staff supports the proposed fence installation and replacement and recommends approval. Staff finds that, 
as a Non-contributing resource, pursuant to the Guidelines, the project should receive the most lenient 
level of review, with the focus of the review limited impact of the proposed project on the district as a 
whole, rather than the individual resource. Staff finds that, in keeping with the Guidelines, the proposed 
fence does not constitute a major alteration to the scale and massing of the resource that will affect the 
surrounding streetscape and/or landscape and could impair the character of the district as a whole and 
should be approved under Chapter 24A-8(d). Staff finds that, given the wedge-shaped lot and placement 
of the fence primarily at the rear of the property, most of the fence will have limited to no visibility from 
the public right-of-way and will not impact the patterns of open space that characterize the district or 
impact any mature trees, in keeping with Chapter 24A-8(b)(1). Staff finds that the small portion of fence 
that will be located forward of the rear wall plane of the house will be attached to an existing six-foot-
high fence that extends along the rear property line of the property at 7427 Buffalo Avenue to the New 
York Avenue right-of-way and approximately 115 feet along New York Avenue, further obscuring the 
proposed fencing. Further, staff finds that the proposed wood material and open picket design are 
compatible with the district, in keeping with Chapter 24A-8(b)(2) and Standard 9. 
 

 
Figure 6: 500 New York Avenue (left) and the existing fence along the rear yard of 7427 Buffalo Avenue, which 
extends approximately 115 feet along New York Avenue. A red arrow points to the location of the section of fence 
forward of the rear wall plane.  
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the Commission approve the HAWP application under the Criteria for Issuance in 
Chapter 24A-8(b)(1), (2), and (d), 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 Takoma Park Historic District Design Guidelines and the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Rehabilitation #9; 
 
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 301-495-2167 or 
laura.dipasquale@montgomeryplanning.org to schedule a follow-up site visit. 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:laura.dipasquale@montgomeryplanning.org


APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
301.563.3400

APPLICANT:

Name: ___________________________________    E-mail: _________________________________

Address: _________________________________  City: ________________ Zip:____________ 

Daytime Phone: ___________________________  Tax Account No.: _________________________ 

AGENT/CONTACT (if applicable):

Name: ___________________________________    E-mail: _________________________________

Address: _________________________________  City: ________________ Zip:____________ 

Daytime Phone: ___________________________  Contractor Registration No.: _______________ 

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE: MIHP # of Historic Property___________________________

Is the Property Located within an Historic District? 

Is there an Historic Preservation/Land Trust/Environmental Easement on the Property? If YES, include a 
map of the easement, and documentation from the Easement Holder supporting this application.

Are other Planning and/or Hearing Examiner Approvals /Reviews Required as part of this Application? 
(Conditional Use, Variance, Record Plat, etc.?) If YES, include information on these reviews as 
supplemental information. 

Building Number: ________________ Street: ______________________________________________ 

Town/City: __________________________ Nearest Cross Street: __________________________________ 

Lot: ____________ Block: ___________ Subdivision: _______ Parcel: _____

TYPE OF WORK PROPOSED: See the checklist on Page 4 to verify that all supporting items 
for  proposed work are submitted with this application. Incomplete Applications will not 
be accepted for review. Check all that apply:
� New Construction
� Addition
� Demolition
� Grading/Excavation

� Deck/Porch
� Fence
� Hardscape/Landscape
� Roof

� Shed/Garage/Accessory Structure
� Solar
� Tree removal/planting
� Window/Door
� Other:__________________

I hereby certify that I have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct
and accurate and that the construction will comply with plans reviewed and approved by all necessary
agencies and hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

Signature of owner or authorized agent Date

For Staff only:
HAWP#______________
Date assigned_______

__Yes/District Name_________________
__No/Individual Site Name_________________





Description of Property: Please describe the building and surrounding environment. Include information on significant structures, 
landscape features, or other significant features of the property:

Description of Work Proposed: Please give an overview of the work to be undertaken:



Work Item 1:

Description of Current Condition: Proposed Work:

Work Item 2:

Description of Current Condition: Proposed Work:

Work Item 3:

Description of Current Condition: Proposed Work:



HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT 
CHECKLIST OF 

APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS 
 

 Required 
Attachments 

      

 
Proposed 
Work 

I. Written 
Description 

2. Site Plan 3. Plans/ 
Elevations 

4. Material 
Specifications 

5. Photographs 6. Tree Survey 7. Property 
Owner 
Addresses 

 
New 
Construction 

 
* * * 

 
* * 

 
* 

 
* 

 
Additions/ 
Alterations 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
Demolition 

 
* * 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
Deck/Porch 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

*  
* 

 
Fence/Wall 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
Driveway/ 
Parking Area 

 
* 

 
* 

  
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

Grading/Exc
avation/Land
scaing 

* * 
 

* * * * 

 
Tree Removal * * 

  
* * * * 

 
Siding/ Roof 
Changes 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

 
* 

  
* 

Window/ 
Door Changes * * * * * 

 
* 

 
Masonry 
Repair/ 
Repoint 

 
* * 

 
* 

 
* * 

 

* 

 
Signs 

 
* * * 

 
* * 

 
* 

 
 

    







 

 

TREE SURVEY – (Trees of 6 inches diameter or larger) 

 

 

 

Please see the document named “FenceSitePlan&TreeSurvey,” See the legend there at the bottom 

of that document showing the symbol for the locations of the four trees described below. (A 

circle within a circle.) 

 

Also, see that the lines marked X-X-X-X-X show where the fencing for which we are seeking 

permit would be located. 

 

There are four trees in the survey: 

 

Tree One: Box Elder – Diameter of about two feet. Location is about 5 feet from the site of the 

current 3-foot fence (where the replacement 6-foot fence is proposed). In Gelfeld-Dahlslien 

neighbor’s yard. They support this fence replacement plan to reduce neighborhood deer problem. 

 

Tree Two. Wild Cherry – Circumference of about 26 inches, location is about 6 feet from the SE 

side fence. 

 

Tree Three: Vestigial Sweet Gum (variety with very narrow canopy) – Circumference of about 

30 inches, location is about 4 feet from fence down the SE side of property, and about 5 feet 

away from the short length of fence with gate across from that side fence to post by house. 

 

Tree Four: Box Elder – on the other side of the house – too far in neighbor’s property for me to 

measure but looks about a foot in diameter. It is more than 30 feet from the short length of fence 

on the NW side of the yard, which connects from a post by the back of the chimney block across 

the yard to the long fence on that side. 

 

  











Devon Murtha
Text Box
Proposed fence (general appearance)





03-19-2025Colleen	Cordes

03-20-2025
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	FenceSitePlan&TreeSurvey
	Survey_1109131
	TreeSurveyDescribed
	House, Front View
	NWSideCurrent
	SESideCurrent
	StreetView
	WhatFenceWillLookLike
	MunicipalityLetter

	HAWP: 
	Date assigned: 
	Name: Colleen Cordes
	Email: cordescolleen@gmail.com
	Address: 500 New York Avenue
	City: Takoma Park
	Zip: 20912
	Daytime Phone: 301-585-3821
	Tax Account No: 01061537 
	Name_2: 
	Email_2: 
	Address_2: 
	City_2: 
	Zip_2: 
	Daytime Phone_2: 
	Contractor Registration No: 
	LOCATION OF BUILDINGPREMISE MIHP  of Historic Property: 
	YesDistrict Name: Takoma Park
	NoIndividual Site Name: 
	Building Number: 500
	Street: New York Avenue
	TownCity: Takoma Park
	Nearest Cross Street: Baltimore Avenue
	Lot: 11
	Block: 75
	Subdivision: 0025
	Parcel: 0000
	Other: 
	Date: April 1, 2025
	Signature1_es_:signer:signature: Colleen Cordes - (won't allow me to copy electronic signature)
	Check Box3: Off
	Check Box4: Off
	Check Box5: Off
	Check Box6: Off
	Check Box7: Off
	Check Box8: Yes
	Check Box9: Off
	Check Box10: Off
	Check Box11: Off
	Check Box12: Off
	Check Box13: Off
	Check Box14: Off
	Check Box15: Off
	District Yes: X
	District No: 
	Owners mailing address: Colleen Cordes and Robert Engelman
500 New York Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912
 




	Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addressesRow1: Robert Gelfeld and Elizabeth Dahlslien
7422 Baltimore Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912
	Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addressesRow1_2: Patricia Butler
501 New York Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912

Suzanne Reed and Patrick Drago
503 New York Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912
	Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addressesRow2: Andrew Orban and Brynn Jacoby Orban
7425 Baltimore Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912

	Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addressesRow2_2: Mary B. Rein
7420 Baltimore Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912





	Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addressesRow3: Francis McNally and Ellen Blackler
7421 Buffalo Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912




Cecily and Charles Pilzer
7425 Buffalo Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912
	Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addressesRow3_2: Emily Bliss and Griff Witte 
7423 Buffalo Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912



Daniel Cunningham and Mary Hennessey
7427 Baltimore Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912

	Ower's Agent: 
	Text1: Seeking Fence Permit Only: Fencing for deer protection, as Lyme disease is serious threat in our deer-overrun yard. Hoping to get fence built before vegetation is so advanced this spring that it will be too late to protect from ticks this year, and existing plantings will also be at further risk of destruction from intense deer browsing. 

The house -- circa 1948 -- is a 2-story brick Colonial with an addition on the SE side and the back that is finished with clapboard siding made of a wood composite. Addition was permitted in 2003. The lot is shaped like a long, narrow slice of pie, with the point at the back. There has been a 6-foot cedar fence already down the NW side of the property, from the back point of lot out beyond the front line of house to steep hill just above the right of way -- a length of about 177 feet. There is a 3-foot high mostly wood-slat fence (with a little of back portion very old chain link fence) on the other (SE) side of the property that extends from the point at the back down about 101 feet, near the property line.


	Text2: Fencing for deer protection: We seek to build a fence -- 119 feet long -- down the other side (SE side) and then build two short lengths from each side fence to a post next to the house, to close off the backyard and part of the side yards. The short connecting fence from SE side fence to house will be about 16 feet. The short fence from NW side fence to house will be about 14 feet. The fencing we propose here won't be very visible from the street. It will be 6-feet tall Cedar fence (pickets and crossbars and top board all of cedar, only posts mounted in ground will be pressurized wood). Pickets are about 3.5 inches wide and about 3/4 of an inch thick. Spacing between them will be about 2.5 inches. It would replace the shorter fence that is on that side of the backyard now, and slightly extend fencing on that side to a point in line with the back of our new kitchen. (The new side fence will extend down the entire line of the existing side fence (about 101 feet) and then continue on about another 18 feet from the back point -- still quite far back on the property, as you can see from the Proposed Fence Site Plan.) 
	Work Item 1: 
	undefined: 
	Description of Current Condition: No horizontal fencing across the width of the property currently on either side of the house. Three-foot high fence made of wooden slats down the SE side (near property line with Gelfeld-Dahlsliens, next door, at 7422 Baltimore Avenue. The Gelfeld-Dahlslien family has agreed it's fine for us to remove that fence and replace it with a six-feet high cedar fence, as they too are trying to keep deer out of their backyard and the fencing we propose will help them do that.

On the NW side, down the property line from the point at back down about 177 feet, near property line, there is 6-foot cedar fencing.
	Proposed Work: See description above, in terms of where old fencing would be removed and replaced with new 6-foot cedar fencing, and where new 6-foot cedar fencing would be added on both sides of the house, from post by house to fencing down sides -- thereby closing off the back yard. These two short lengths would each include a gate that would be 5-feet wide on the SE side of the house and 4-feet wide on the NW side of the house.

Material Specifications: Fencing would be 6-feet tall, made of cedar pickets that are about 3.5 inches wide and about 3/4 of an inch thick, with openings (open air) between the individual pickets that would be about 2.5 inches wide. There would be three cedar boards nailed across each line of about 8 feet of pickets, with a capping of horizontally placed cedar boards atop the entire length of the fence. The posts between the pickets would be made of pressurized pine wood that would be sunk in the ground.
	Work Item 2: 
	undefined_2: 
	Description of Current Condition_2: 
	Proposed Work_2: 
	Work Item 3: 
	undefined_3: 
	Description of Current Condition_3: 
	Proposed Work_3: 


