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Agenda 
 

Thursday, August 4, 2022; 7:00 p.m. 
 
A public meeting of the Howard County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) will be conducted on 
Thursday, August 4, 2022 at 7:00 p.m. This meeting will not take place at 3430 Court House Drive, 
Ellicott City, but will be conducted as a virtual web meeting/conference call where the public is invited 
to speak on the following agenda items. All cases are public meetings where any member of the public 
may offer testimony. Certain cases, such as requests for Certificates of Approval, are contested cases 
subject to the County Administrative Procedure Act. Instructions on how to join the meeting are 
provided on the HPC webpage: www.howardcountymd.gov/boards-commissions/historic-preservation-
commission. Additional information may be obtained from the Department of Planning and Zoning by 
emailing preservation@howardcountymd.gov. Part of the meeting may be closed to the public in 
accordance with Open Meetings Act procedures. Requests for accommodations should be made at least 
three working days in advance of the meeting.  
 
 
This report and any recommendations are based on the Guidelines adopted by the Commission. The 
report is prepared by Commission staff and does not represent the views of the Commission or of the 
Department of Planning and Zoning.     
 
PLANS FOR APPROVAL 
 
Consent Agenda 

1. MA-22-17c– 4688 Beechwood Road, Ellicott City 
2. MA-21-28c – 3700 College Ave #103, Ellicott City 
3. MA-22-06c – 3879 College Ave, Ellicott City 
4. HPC-22-37 – 2945 & 2955 Route 97, Glenwood, HO-175 

 
Regular Agenda 

5. MA-21-09c – 3757 Church Road, Ellicott City 
6. HPC-22-31 – 8129 Main Street, Ellicott City (continued from July) 
7. HPC-22-35 – 8289 Main Street, Ellicott City (continued from July) 
8. HPC-22- 38 – 8267 Main Street, Ellicott City 
9. HPC-22- 39 – 8167 and 8173 Main Street, Ellicott City 

 
Design Guideline Update – General comments and feedback on the following chapters: 

1. Cemeteries 
2. Demolition, Relocation and Demolition by Neglect 
 
 
 

 

HOWARD COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
ELLICOTT CITY HISTORIC DISTRICT  LAWYERS HILL HISTORIC DISTRICT 
3430 Court House Drive  Ellicott City, Maryland 21043 
 Administered by the Department of Planning and Zoning 

 
VOICE 410-313-2350  

FAX 410-313-3042 

http://www.howardcountymd.gov/boards-commissions/historic-preservation-commission
http://www.howardcountymd.gov/boards-commissions/historic-preservation-commission
mailto:preservation@howardcountymd.gov
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CONSENT AGENDA 
 
MA-22-17c – 4688 Beechwood Road, Ellicott City 
Applicant: Allan Danoff 
 
Request: The Applicant, Allan Danoff, requests Final Tax Credit approval for repairs made at 4688 
Beechwood Ave, Ellicott City. 
 
Background and Site Description: This property is not located in a local historic district but is listed on 
the Historic Sites Inventory as HO-455. According to SDAT, the building on the property dates to 1899. 
The Applicant was pre-approved through the Executive Secretary Tax Credit Pre-Approval process, in 
case MA-22-17, to pressure wash, scrape, caulk as needed, and pain all exterior siding (except for 
shingled areas), doors, window frames, porch ceilings, and match existing colors and repair and/or 
replace areas of damage or rotten wood with new wood. 
 
Scope of Work: The Applicant submitted documentation that $14,364.66 was spent on eligible, pre-
approved repairs. The Applicant seeks $3,591.16 in final tax credits. The work complies with that pre-
approved and paid invoices and other documentation total the requested amount.  
 
Staff Recommendation to the HPC: Staff recommends the HPC approve the application as submitted for 
$3,591.16 in final tax credits.  
 
 
MA-21-28c – 3700 College Avenue #103, Ellicott City 
Applicant: Brian S. Bailey  
 
Request: The Applicant, Brian S. Bailey, requests Final Tax Credit approval for repairs made at 3700 
College Avenue #103, Ellicott City. 
 
Background and Site Description: This property is located in the Ellicott City Historic District and is listed 
on the Historic Sites Inventory as HO-590. According to SDAT, the building on the property dates to 
1925, as the previous building burned in 1923. The building was renovated into condominiums in the 
1990s. The Applicant was pre-approved through the Executive Secretary Tax Credit Pre-Approval 
process, in case MA-21-28, to replace seven sets of existing aluminum windows with new aluminum 
windows and repair the water damage to the structure/framing as needed (any interior finish work is 
not eligible).  
 
Scope of Work: The Applicant submitted documentation that $21,942.40 was spent on eligible, pre-
approved repairs. The Applicant seeks $5,485.60 in final tax credits. The work complies with that pre-
approved and paid invoices and other documentation total the requested amount.  
 
Staff Recommendation to the HPC: Staff recommends the HPC approve the application as submitted for 
$5,485.60 in final tax credits.  
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MA-22-06c – 3879 College Avenue, Ellicott City 
Applicant: Ingrid Wilson  
 
Request: The Applicant, Ingrid Wilson, requests Final Tax Credit approval for repairs made at 3879 
College Avenue, Ellicott City. 
 
Background and Site Description: This property is located in the Ellicott City Historic District and is listed 
on the Historic Sites Inventory as HO-355. According to SDAT, the building on the property dates to 
1899. The Applicant was pre-approved through the Executive Secretary Tax Credit Pre-Approval process, 
in case MA-22-06, to replace the roof with new gray color shingles and replace any damaged wood 
decking. 
 
Scope of Work: The Applicant submitted documentation that $9,350.00 was spent on eligible, pre-
approved repairs. The Applicant seeks $2,337.50 in final tax credits. The work complies with that pre-
approved and paid invoices and other documentation total the requested amount.  
 
Staff Recommendation to the HPC: Staff recommends the HPC approve the application as submitted for 
$2,337.50 in final tax credits.  
 
 
HPC-22-37 – 2945 & 2955 Route 97, Glenwood, HO-175 
Applicant: Joanne Carey 
 
Request: The Applicant, Joanne Carey, seeks Advisory Comments for a site development plan related to 
a landscaping business expansion at 2945 
and 2955 Route 97, Glenwood.  
 
Background and Site Description: This 
property is not located in a historic district 
but is listed on the Historic Sites Inventory 
as HO-175, Judge William Matthew’s House.  
The Inventory form dates the property to 
1795. There is another structure on the 
property neighboring the Judge William 
Matthew’s House, with a large wrap around 
porch, which also appears to be a historic 
structure.  
 
Scope of Work: The application states that 
the “project proposes the installation of 
storage and office buildings and associated 
parking areas. The new structures will be 
located outside of the existing stream 
buffer and the 100-year floodplain. 
Additionally, the site will be designed to 
avoid impact to the existing specimen 
trees.” 
 
The application explains, “this site is known 
as Boyer Landscaping Services, Inc. and is Figure 1 - Aerial view of site 
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comprised of numerous parcels. The bulk of the work occurs on Parcel 80, Tax Map 14, with some minor 
disturbances to parcel 204 and 206. The total project area contains 60.06 acres of land, more or less, 
and is located in the RR-DEO zone. The site will be developed under the RR-DEO regulations as allowed 
by the Zoning Regulations of Howard County.” 
 
The application provides background on the site conditions, stating, “under current conditions, the site 
has numerous buildings, parking areas, and a network of gravel drives connecting the site and the 
planting beds. There are a couple residential homes located onsite. The historic structure, HO-175, 
Judge William Matthew’s House sits close to the Roxbury Mills Road on Parcel 80 and is used as office 
space for the business. The site is bisected by an existing stream that eventually flows into the Patuxent 
River watershed. There are a few specimen trees in the vicinity of the proposed work, but they will not 
be disturbed, and none are near the historic structure.” 
 
 
 

 
HPC Review Criteria and Recommendations:  
 
Section 16.118. - Protection of Historic Resources 
Section 16.118 of the County Code provides Guidelines to improve project design and is applicable to the 
properties listed on the Howard County Historic Sites Inventory.  
1) Section 16.1118(b) recommends 

(1)   Historic buildings, structures and landscape features which are integral to the historic setting 
should be located on a single lot of suitable size to ensure protection of the historic structure and 
setting. If demolition is proposed, information explaining this decision shall be provided (structural 
condition, cost to retain, etc.). 
(2)   Whenever possible, historic resources should be integrated into the design of the subdivision or 
site plan. If compatible, new and historic structures may be juxtaposed. Alternately, open space may 
be used to buffer the historic resources from new development. 

Figure 2 - Site Plan showing historic house in red bubble and proposed additions in yellow 



5 
 

(3)   Access to the historic property should be via its existing driveway, wherever possible. 
(4)   The new subdivision road should be sited so that the lot layout does not intrude on the historic 
resources. The road should be oriented so that views of the historic property from the public road 
are of its primary facade. 
(5)   Grading, construction and landscaping on the adjacent lots should enhance views to and from 
the historic property, while buffering views of new development. 

 
The application complies with these recommendations because all structures on the property will be 
retained and none are to be demolished. The viewshed of the historic structures is set back from the 
new buildings and parking areas by existing landscaping and vegetation, including a small pond. The 
immediate setting of the historic structures will not be disturbed. 
 
Staff Recommendation to the HPC: Staff recommends the HPC adopt the following comment as their 
Advisory Comments: The application complies with Section 16.118(b) because all structures on the 
property will be retained and none are to be demolished. The viewshed of the historic structures is set 
back from the new buildings and parking areas by existing landscaping and vegetation, including a small 
pond. The immediate setting of the historic structures will not be disturbed. 
 
 

REGULAR AGENDA 
 
 
MA-21-09c – 3757 Church Road, Ellicott City 
Applicant: Amy K. Noggle 
 
Request: The Applicant, Amy K. Noggle, requests Final Tax Credit approval for repairs made at 3757 
Church Road, Ellicott City. 
 
Background and Site Description: This property is located in the Ellicott City Historic District. According 
to SDAT, the building on the property dates 1920. The Applicant was pre-approved through the 
Executive Secretary Tax Credit Pre-Approval process, in case MA-21-09, to re-paint the exterior of the 
house, all existing trim, and window muntins.  
 
Scope of Work: The Applicant submitted documentation that $6,900.00 was spent on eligible, pre-
approved repairs. The Applicant seeks $1,725.00 in final tax credits. The work complies with that pre-
approved and paid invoice totals the requested amount. There is no other documentation for proof of 
payment, such as cancelled checks, as the Applicant paid the contractor in cash.  
 
Staff Recommendation to the HPC: Staff recommends the HPC determine if the evidence of payment is 
sufficient to award the tax credit or if other documentation, such as an affidavit is needed. If sufficient, 
Staff recommends the HPC approve the application as submitted for $1,725.00 in final tax credits.  
 
 
HPC-22-31 – 8129 Main Street, Ellicott City (continued from July) 
Applicant: Donald R. Reuwer, Jr. 
 
Request: The Applicant, Donald R. Reuwer, Jr., requests a Certificate of Approval to make exterior 
alterations at 8129 Main Street, Ellicott City. 
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Background and Site Description: This property is located in the Ellicott City Historic District. According 
to SDAT, the building on the property dates to 1900.  
 
This application was schedule for the July 2022 meeting, but was continued by the Commission as the 
Applicant was not present. 

 
Scope of Work: The Applicant proposes to replace the 
siding on the west side gable wall of the building and 
paint the siding yellow. The siding is currently wood 
siding in a German lap, but the Applicant proposes to 
replace the siding and trim with Boral TruExterior siding 
and trim in the Dutch/Cove lap profile (which 
matches/is the same as the existing German lap 
profile). The application states that the location of the 
siding can only be reached by a lift. The Applicant 
would prefer to paint the new siding yellow to match 
the windows, but will also use white if the HPC prefers. 
 
There is no approval on record for the painting of the 
second floors windows (from white to yellow) or the 
storefront (from a muted yellow and purple to a bright 
yellow and purple). The Applicant will need retroactive 
approval for the painting of the second floor and 
storefront windows. The Commission should determine 
if a new application should be filed, or if the application 
can be amended to include these items. If amended, 
the Commission should determine if the yellow color is 
close to the Benjamin Moore approved color, Milkyway 
2018-70, and if the purple color is close to the 

Figure 3 - November 2021 Google Street View. Figure 4 - November 2016 Google Street View, 

previously approved colors. 

Figure 5 - Area proposed for Boral TruExterior siding 

and yellow paint color to match windows. 
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Benjamin Moore purple, Darkest Grape 2069-30, located on the storefront and second floor window 
comply with the Guidelines.   
 
HPC Review Criteria and Recommendations:  
Chapter 6.D: Rehabilitation and Maintenance of Existing Buildings; Wood Siding, Shingles and Logs 

1) Chapter 6.D recommends, “When necessary, replace deteriorated wood siding or shingles with 
wood siding or shingles that match the original as closely as possible in width, shape, and profile. 
Maintain the original shape and width of details such as cornerboards, cornices, and door and 
window trim.” 

2) Chapter 6.D states the following is a possible exception to the recommendations, “If wood siding 
must be replaced on a historic building, a composite siding material may be considered, if wood 
is not a viable option, the composite siding conveys the appearance of the historic material. and 
application of the substitute material does not damage or obscure historic features. The texture, 
width, shape, profile and finish of the substitute siding material should be similar to the wood 
siding it replaces.” 

 
Boral TruExterior siding is a poly-ash product that matches the existing wood siding in dimension, 
texture, appearance and can also be installed using wood working tools. It is a rot resistant product and 
the proposed location is ideal for its use, since it is a hard to reach area that makes maintaining wood 
siding difficult. 
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends the HPC approve the proposed Boral TruExterior siding 
replacement. Staff recommends the HPC determine if the proposed paint colors, including the 
retroactive colors, comply with the Guidelines and approve, deny or modify accordingly. 
 
 
HPC-22-35 – 8289 Main Street, Ellicott City (continued from July) 
Applicant: Tammy Beideman 
 
Request: The Applicant, Tammy Beideman, requests a Certificate of Approval to install signs at 8289 
Main Street, Ellicott City. 
 
Background and Site Description: This property is located in the Ellicott City Historic District. According 
to SDAT the building dates to 1920. 
 
This application was continued from the July 2022 meeting. The Commission provided the following 
advice at the July HPC meeting:  

• Use a more natural, historic material that complies with the Guidelines. 

• Reduce the size of the sign to better comply with the Guidelines and fit within the brick header 
course details on the front façade of the building, or find a more compatible placement on the 
front façade of the building, where a sign fits with the character of the building. 

 
Scope of Work: The Applicant seeks approval to install two signs on the building; one on the front 
façade and one on the rear façade. The signs are proposed to be identical in design and size. They will be 
3.3 feet high and 8 feet wide, for a total of 26.7 square feet.  The signs will have a white background and 
black text and read on two lines:  

Sweet 
Elizabeth Jane 
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The sign material will be a 1" deep fabricated aluminum pan. The sign company provided the following 
explanation to the Applicant regarding the installation, “L brackets are mechanically fastened to the 
facade of the building then the 1" deep fabricated aluminum pan slides over the L brackets and then 
fastened from the top, bottom, and sides of the wall anchored L brackets.” The sign company provided 
an image of the sign material, shown in Figure 7.  

 
 
 

 
 
HPC Review Criteria and Recommendations:  
 
Chapter 11.A: Signs; General Guidelines 

1) Chapter 11 recommends: 
a. “Use simple, legible words and 

graphics.” 
b. “Keep letters to a minimum and 

the message brief and to the point. 
In many cases, symbols or 
illustrations that communicate the 
nature of the business can be 
used.” 

c. Use a minimum number of colors, 
generally no more than three. 
Coordinate sign colors with the 
colors used in the building facade.” 

 
The signs will use simple, legible words and only 
contain the name of the business. The colors will 
be limited to two, white and black. The Commission should determine if the white background is 
compatible with the colors in the front building façade which consist of yellow/cream colored brick and 
off-white and tan wood accents. 
 

Figure 6 - Front of building showing sign rendering. 

Figure 8 - Rear of building showing sign rendering. 

Figure 7 - Example of sign material and dimension. 
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2) Chapter 11 recommends, “Use historically appropriate materials such as wood or iron for signs 
and supporting hardware. Select hardware that blends with the style of the sign and is neither 
flimsy nor excessively bulky.” 

 
The proposed material is a 1-inch deep fabricated aluminum pan. The Commission should determine if 
this is a historically appropriate material. 
 
Chapter 11.B.2: Signs; Commercial Buildings; Flat Mounted Signs 

3) Chapter 11.B.2 explains, “Typically, flat-mounted signs are located on the front of the building, 
most often on the first floor. The wall area adjacent to the main entry is a suitable location for 
signage on many Ellicott City buildings. The lintel above the ground level storefront, a traditional 
sign location in many historic commercial areas, is not commonly used in Ellicott City but is a 
good location for signs if available. In general, signs should not be mounted on an upper story, 
where they have limited visibility and can easily create the appearance of clutter and excessive 
signage. Limiting signs to the first floor helps in maintaining a visual boundary between the 
storefront and upper story facades. A defined boundary between storefronts and upper facades 
helps to create a well ordered, attractive commercial streetscape.” 

4) Chapter 11.B.2 recommends: 
a. “Incorporate the sign into the facade of the building. Signs should fit within the lines and 

panels of the facade as defined by the buidiing frame and architectural details.” 
b. “In most cases, limit the area of signage to one-half square foot of sign area for each 

linear foot of primary street frontage, with a limit of eight square feet in area for any 
one sign. More sign area is appropriate for some of Ellicott City's larger buildings. where 
these limits would result in signs that are ineffective or not in scale with the building.” 

 
The front sign, proposed to be 26 square feet, size exceeds that recommended at a maximum of 8 
square feet; however more sign area may be appropriate for some of Ellicott City’s larger buildings. The 
Guidelines also recommend the size be incorporated in the façade of the building and fit within the lines 
and panels of the façade as defined by architectural details. This building has detailing in the brick, 
which per the Guidelines, should be utilized for placement of a sign. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 9 - Google Street View of front facade with a temporary banner (not the 

proposed sign). 



10 
 

 
The back of the building is setback from the main parking area in Parking Lot D and is typically seen from 
a distance. In this instance, more sign area may be appropriate given the size of the building and 
distance from the parking lot and pedestrian area. The rear of the façade, as would be typical, is just a 
plain brick with no special detailing.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends the HPC determine if the if the size, placement, material and 
colors of the front and rear signs comply with Guidelines and approve, deny or modify accordingly.   
 
 
HPC-22-38 – 8267 Main Street, Ellicott City, HO-752 
Applicant: Robert Z. Hollenbeck 
 
Request: The Applicant, Robert Z. Hollenbeck on behalf of Howard County Department of Public Works 
and Howard County Tourism, requests a Certificate of Approval to make exterior site alterations at 8267 
Main Street, Ellicott City. 
 
Background and Site Description: This property is located in the Ellicott City Historic District and is listed 
on the Historic Sites Inventory as HO-752, the Ellicott City Post Office. The building dates to 1940 and 
was constructed as a post office building.  
 
The application explains, “over the past several years there has been a notable increase in the desire for 
outdoor activities in Ellicott City. This increase was bolstered by the pandemic. Tourism has realized a 
need to provide space for gatherings in front of the Welcome Center, as it is the only significant ‘front 
yard’ gathering space on Main Street.”  
 
The application explains that the Department of Public Works and Howard County Tourism worked with 
a consultant to formulate design concepts for the space, and referenced the Ellicott City Historic District 
Design Guidelines and the Ellicott City Watershed Master Plan in the planning. 

Figure 10 - Rear facade view from Parking Lot D with temporary banner (not 

proposed sign). 
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Scope of Work: The Applicant proposes to make the following alterations: 

1) Item I – Remove existing landscaping in front of ramp on west side of the front of the building 
and install new landscaping (labeled “I” on landscape plan). 

2) Items B and E – Remove shrub and holly tree on east side of the front building and install new 
landscape bed (labeled “B” and “E” on landscape plan). 

3) Items C – Remove existing landscaping on east side of the building, along  Hamilton Street and 
install new landscape bed (labeled “C” on landscape plan). 

4) Items F and D – Install a 12-foot diameter, circular wood deck, constructed of Ipe wood (labeled 
“F” on the landscape plan). The decking will be brown, but eventually weather to a gray patina. 
Raised portions of the deck will be clad in native stone, to match the terraces. Electrical outlets 
to be installed at this location (labeled “D” on the landscape plan). 

5) Item G – Install three turf terraces from new circular deck to the existing front walkway. The 
terraces will have native stone edging and steps (labeled “G” on landscape plan).  

6) Item H – Remove existing granite pieces and benches (labeled “H” on landscape plan). 
7) Item J – Remove and relocated eggplant sculpture (labeled “J” on landscape plan). 

 
The application does not include the installation of any street furniture.  
 
The application explains the following: 

“The concept was developed to take advantage of the topography of the site while laying as 
 lightly on the landscape as possible. To preserve green space, the western portion of the site 
 should remain in turfgrass with a small planting bed to help screen the accessible ramp to the 
 front entry. The allowable space on the western side of the site is not conducive to formally 
 accommodating the size of gathering space anticipated by the stakeholder team. 
 
 The eastern side of the site was the focus of the new design elements to accommodate 
 gatherings. It was determined that a cascading series of terraces would best allow the plazas to 
 hug the sloping topography and provide maximum access to each level. The terraces are 
 separated from the building by a small planter area to retain the more traditional look of the 
 building. To accommodate the annual Ellicott City holiday tree and occasional formal addresses 
 by the County Executive and other dignitaries, a 12-foot diameter circular Ipe wood deck serves 
 as the terminus of the cascading plazas. This allows a raised prominent position for viewing 
 activities on the plaza while still allowing visual sight lines for visitors accessing Lot-D on 
 Hamilton Street. The new plaza will be fitted with electrical outlets to provide for the tree 
 lighting and podium. Raised portions of the deck system will be clad with native granite to be 
 context sensitive to Ellicott City and the Historic District Guidelines.” 
  
 …A new planter bed will be installed around the south side of the circular deck, extending along 
 the west side of the Welcome Center. This bed will help soften the transition from the low side 
 of the site to the western side of the building.”  
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Figure 11 - Proposed site plan. 

Figure 11a - Holly tree trunk and proximity to building foundation. 
Figure 11b - View of holly tree from Hamilton Street. 
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Figure 12 - View of Welcome Center from Google Street View. 

Figure 13 - Proposed alterations 
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Figure 14 - Existing conditions Main Street and Hamilton Street. 

Figure 15 - Proposed alterations. 
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HPC Review Criteria and Recommendations:  
 
Chapter 9.D: Landscape and Site Elements; Walls, Fences, Terraces, Walkways and Driveways 

1) Chapter 9.D explains, “The most appropriate design and materials for new walls, driveways and 
other features depends on the specific context. As a rule, they should be simple in design and 
require minimal changes to existing topography and natural features. Simple designs will be 
consistent with historic Ellicott City structures and help new elements to blend with their context. 
Working with the natural contours of the land will minimize the need to remove mature 
vegetation and preserve the relationship of historic buildings to the land. Whenever possible, the 
materials used should be those used historically in the particular area of the district, especially 
for features that will be readily visible from a public way.” 
 

2) Chapter 9.D recommends:  
a. “Identify and retain site features that are important to the historic character of a site.” 
b. “Construct new site features using materials compatible with the setting and with 

nearby historic structures, particularly for features visible from a public way.” 
c. Construct new terraces or patios visible from a public way from brick, stone or concrete 

pavers designed to look like indigenous stone. 
 

3) Chapter 9.D recommends against, “New driveways, parking areas, walkways, terraces or other 
features that substantially alter the setting of a historic building.” 

 
Chapter 10.A: Parking Lots, Public Streets and Street Furniture; Paving Materials and Street Design 

4) Chapter 10.A recommends, “For plazas, driveways, parking lots, walkways and other paved 
areas, use stone or stone-like materials as alternatives to asphalt or concrete where practical.” 
 

The surface of the terraces will remain turf, but will have granite edging and risers. The deck will be Ipe, 
a Brazilian hardwood, that is rot, warp and generally weather resistant. The Guidelines recommend 
constructing terraces and patio and plazas visible from a public from brick, stone or stone-like materials 
rather than asphalt or concrete. The Ipe does not fall into either category and the Commission should 
determine if the propose material complies with the Guidelines.  
 
The terraced steps and circular decking appear to be simple in design. The Commission should 
determine if they find the design to comply with the Guidelines, and whether it is compatible with the 
historic building and streetscape and does not substantially alter the historic setting. 
 
Chapter 9.B: Landscape and Site Elements; Trees and Other Vegetation 

5) Chapter 9.B recommends: 
a. “Include landscaping improvements as part of any construction project in locations 

visible from a public way. In most cases, use plant varieties native to the area.” 
b. “Installing or removing landscaped areas in plazas, parking lots, public parks or public 

rights-of-way. Major changes to the plantings in such landscaped areas, including 
planting or removing trees or large shrubs.” 

c. “Retain mature trees and shrubs. Provide for their replacement when necessary.” 
d. “Plant new trees and shrubs far enough from buildings to avoid moisture problems and 

damage to the buildings from falling limbs and roots as the plants grow.” 
e. Work that Requires a Certificate of Approval – “Installing or removing landscaped areas 

in plazas, parking lots, public parks or public rights-of-way. Major changes to the 
plantings in such landscaped areas, including planting or removing trees or large 
shrubs.” 
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While typically the removal of a tree less than 12 inches dbh (diameter at breast height) would not 
require approval, the Guidelines state that installing or removing landscaped areas in plazas and public 
parks requires approval. According to the HPC file, the holly was planted in 1989 as part of the landscape 
plan for the installation of the ramp. While the tree has grown considerably since 1989, it is also located 
very close to the building foundation. The proposal complies with the Guidelines, as replacement 
plantings are planned, which include native varieties.  
 
Sec. 16.603. - Certificates of approval. 
(a)   Certificate of Approval Required. Except as provided otherwise in this section, a certificate of 

approval from the Commission is mandatory before the following may be undertaken within any 
historic district: 

(1)  Construction, moving, demolition, repair or alteration of any structure in any manner 
affecting the exterior appearance of the structure; 

 (2)  Construction or alteration of parking areas; and 
 (3)  Installation or alteration of exterior signs. 
 
The eggplant sculpture was installed after the 2018 flood, but was not an approved installation. The 
original installation of eggplant dates to June 2015, in which the project was part of a Howard County 
Arts Council and County Government rotating arts program and was to be in place for 11 months only. 
Removal does not require approval. 
 
The original benches framing the walkway were installed in 2013 by the Ellicott City Restoration 
Foundation (HPC-13-24) but appear to have been lost in the floods and later replaced. The installation of 
the granite pieces was not approved, but took place after the floods. Removal of the granite does not 
require approval. 
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends the HPC determine if the application complies with the 
Guidelines for Items 1-5 and approve, modify or deny accordingly.  
 
 
HPC-22-39 – 8167 and 8173 Main Street, Ellicott City 
Applicant: Yuming Chen 
 
Request: The Applicant, Yuming Chen, requests a Certificate of Approval to install outdoor seating at 
8167 and 8173 Main Street, Ellicott City.  
 
Background and Site Description: These properties are located in the Ellicott City Historic District. 
According to SDAT the building at 8167 Main Street dates to 1987 and the building at 8173 Main Street 
dates to 1890. The rear concrete patio at 8173 Main Street dates to 2017, after the previously existing 
wood deck was destroyed in the 2016 flood.  
 
Scope of Work: The Applicant seeks approval for outdoor seating along the sidewalk at 8167 Main 
Street and on the rear patio at 8173 Main Street.  
 
For 8173 Main Street (rear patio), the application “proposes 60 additional outdoor seats.” There will be 
fifteen 30”x30” tables, 60 chairs, and 15 umbrellas. The site plan included in the application shows 33 
tables and 66 chairs. A site visit from Staff showed seven two-top tables and eighteen 30”x30” four-top 
tables (which would provide seating for 86) and 5 stacked chairs for a total of 91. There were 20 red and 
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orange umbrellas. The actual proposal, to include total number and type of tables, chairs and umbrellas 
should be clarified. Refer to Figure 16. 
 
For 8167 Main Street, the Applicant would also like to request approval for the tables, chairs and 
umbrellas along the sidewalk, but the quantity is unclear and Staff is awaiting a final number from the 
Applicant. A site visit from Staff showed 3 two-top tables, 6 chairs and 2 orange umbrellas. Refer to 
Figure 18. 
 
The tables and chairs and umbrella posts are a dark bronze metal. The umbrella canvas is orange and 
red. Refer to Figure 17. 
 
Additionally, there is unapproved signage on the front of 8167 referencing the outdoor seating at 8173. 
This signage will also require approval, which the Applicant has said they will submit for the September 
HPC meeting. 
 

Figure 17 - Proposed table, chairs and 

umbrella. 

Figure 16 - Panoramic view of 8173 Main Street rear patio. 

Figure 18 - Seating along Main Street at 8167 Main Street. 
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HPC Review Criteria and Recommendations:  
 
Chapter 10.C: Parking Lots, Public Streets and Street Furniture; Street Furniture 

1) Chapter 10.C recommends, “Use street furniture that is simple in design and constructed of 
traditional materials such as wood and dark metal.” 

 
The tables and chairs are a dark metal, of a traditional design and comply with the Guideline 
recommendations.  
 
The site plan states there is an outdoor seating occupancy load of 66 seats based on a 1000 square 
feet/15 square feet calculation. Seating was permitted during a temporary permit issued during the 
County’s State of Emergency due to the Covid pandemic. The total number of tables, chair and 
umbrellas and the types of tables and their location (sidewalk at 8167 Main Street and rear patio at 
8173 Main Street) is not clear and needs to be clarified.  
 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends the HPC approve the tables, chairs and umbrellas at the 
8173 Main Street patio, not to exceed that allowed by fire code. Staff recommends the HPC approve the 
tables, chairs and umbrellas at out front of 8167 Main Street, contingent upon the site plan submitted to 
DPZ for an outdoor seating permit be amended to include this information if needed. 
 
 

OTHER BUSINESS 
 
 

Design Guideline Update – General comments and feedback on the following chapters: 
3. Cemeteries 
4. Demolition, Relocation and Demolition by Neglect 

 
 

 
 
 
 

________________________________  
Beth Burgess 
Executive Secretary 

_________________________________ 
Samantha Holmes 
Staff, Historic Preservation Commission 

 


