
IN THE MATTER OF
THE APPLICATION OF
DONALD R. REUWER, JR.

FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL *
TO MAKE EXTERIOR ALTERATIONS
AT 8129 MAIN STREET #
ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND

# # # # # # # # 888888

8 BEFORE THE

HOWARD COUNTY

HISTORIC PRESERVATION

COMMISSION

Case No. 22-3 1
# # # # # # # # # # # 88

8

DECISION AND ORDER

Pursuant to Title 16, Subtitle 6, of the Howard County Code, notice having been

properly published, the Historic Preservation Commission (“Commission“) convened a

public hearing on August 4, 2022 to hear and consider the application of Donald R. Reuwer,

Jr. (“Applicant”)9 for a Certificate of Approval to make exterior alterations at 8129 Main

Street9 Ellicott City> Maryland (the “Subject Property”). The Commission members present

were Erica Zoren> Bruno Reich, Julianne Danna and Ellen Flynn Giles. The following

documents7 incorporated into the record by reference, are applicable to this case: (1) the

appropriate provisions of the Howard County Charter and the Howard County Code,

including the Howard County Zoning Regulations; (2) the General Plan for Howard

County; (3) the application for a Certificate of Approval and associated records on file with

the Commission; (4) the Agenda for the August 4, 2022 Commission meeting; (5) the

Ellicott City Historic District Design Guidelines, May, 1998 (the “Design Guidelines” or

“Guidelines”); and (6) the general design guidelines listed in Rule 107 of the Commission’s

Rules of Procedure.

Summary of Testimony

Ms. Samantha Holmes9 Staff to the Commission, presented the application,

identifying the work proposed by the Applicant for which approval is requested, and the
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Staff’s recommendation and the basis thr the recommendation. Copies of’ Staff’s

recommendation and the application were provided to each Commission member and

reviewed with the Commission by Ms. Holmes. The Applicant testified in support of the

application.

Findings of Fact

Based upon the evidence, the Commission makes the following findings of fact:

The Subject Property

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.

B. Proposed Improvements

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 DutctVCove 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

A.
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filed9 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

color9 Milkyway 2018-70, and if the purple color is close to the Benjamin Moore purple,

Darkest Grape 2069-30, located on the storefront and second floor window comply with

the Guidelines.

C. Staff Report

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,
proDIe and fInish of the substitute siding material should be similar to the wood
siding it replaces.

J

Boral TruExterior siding is a poly-ash product that matches the existing wood

siding in dimension9 textures 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.

D. 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.



E. Testimony

Ms. Zoren swore in Mr. Don Reuwer. Mr. Reuwer explained that he thought the

colors used were the same as previously painted.

Mr. Reich thought it was a good idea to have the west side gable wall painted the

same color as the yellow trim. Ms. Flynn Giles agreed that painting the wall the same

yellow was appropriate.

Ms. Danna found the current purple paint was a bright shade and clashed with the

stone on the building, but found the yellow looked appropriate. Ms. Zoren agreed with Ms.

Danna. She found the yellow color was appropriate, and the Boral siding was appropriate

in that specific location because of its inability to have maintenance and noted it was

located above a roof, where no one will interface with it at street level. She agreed it should

be painted yellow to match the window trim. Ms. Zoren said the purple is a lot brighter

than that previously approved color.

The Commission and Applicant discussed the purple paint color. Mr. Reuwer said

he could re-paint the purple storefront using the color “Darkest Grape”. Ms. Zoren clarified

that he could paint in-kind the previously approved color.

F. Motion

Ms. Flynn Giles moved to approve the staff recommendation regarding the Boral

siding and approve the application of the designated Benjamin Moore paint colors “Milky

Way” and “Darkest Grape” and approved the use of the “Milky Way” on the siding. Mr.

Reich seconded. The motion was unanimously approved.

Conclusions of Law

Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact9 the Commission concludes as follows:

4



A. Standards of Review

The standards for review of an application for a Certificate of Approval are set forth

in Section 16.607 of the Howard County Code and require consideration of:

(1) The historic, architectural, or archaeological value or significance of the
structure and its relationship to the historic value of the surrounding area;
(2) The relationship of the exterior architectural features of such structure to the
remainder of the structure and to the surrounding area;

(3) The general compatibility of exterior design, scale, proportion, arrangement,
texture and materials proposed to be used; and
(4) Any other factors, including aesthetic factors, which the Commission deems
to be pertinent.

Section 16.607(c) of the Code further provides:

It is the intent of this subtitle that the Commission be strict in its judgment of plans
for contributing structures. It is also the intent of this subtitle that the Commission
shall be lenient in its judgment of plans for structures of little historic value or plans
for new construction9 except where such plans would seriously impair the historic
or architectural value of surrounding structures or the surrounding area.

Section 16.607(d) authorizes the Commission to adopt guidelines for its review of

applications based on the standards set forth in the Code. Pursuant to this authority, the

Commission has adopted the Ellicott City Historic District Design Guidelines. Chapter 6

sets forth the relevant recommendations for Rehabilitation and Maintenance of Existing

Buildings in the Historic District, as detailed in the Findings of Fact, part C.

B. Application of Standards

Applying these standards and guidelines to the Subject Property, the Commission

finds that it contributes to Ellicott City’s historic significance. Consequently, in reviewing

the application9 the Commission will be strict in its judgment. The Commission finds that

the Applicant’s proposal would not impair the historic or architectural value of the

surrounding area. The Commission finds that the proposal is consistent with the

Guidelines. The evidence supports this conclusion.
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The Applicant seeks approval to replace the siding on the west side gable wall of

the building and paint the siding yellow. The Applicant proposes to replace the siding and

trim with Boral TruExterior siding and trim in the Dutch/Cove lap profile, which matches

the existing German lap profile. The Applicant proposes to paint the new siding yellow to

match the windows. That being said, there is no approval on record for the painting of the

second floor windows from white to yellow. Retroactive approval is needed for the

painting of the second floor windows.

Given the proposed location, which makes maintenance difficult, a composite

siding may be considered. Boral TruExterior siding is a rot resistant, poly-ash product that

matches the existing wood siding in dimension, texture, appearance and can also be

installed using wood working tools. As such, use of the product on the west side gable wall

of the building complies with the Guideline recommendations.

As for paint colors) Benjamin Moore yellow, Milkyway 2018-70, and Benjamin

Moore purple9 Darkest Grape 2069-309 were previously approved for use on this building.

Using the approved yellow on the second floor windows and the siding is appropriate and

consistent with the Guidelines.

For these reasons9 and for the reasons identified in the Staff Report, and the reasons

stated by the Commission, the Commission concludes that the proposed work will not

impair the historic and architectural value of the surrounding area. The application

complies with the Guidelines and standards applicable to the Ellicott City Historic District.



ORDER AND CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, by a vote of 4 to

0, it is this J da, of $pkrnb/ , 2022, ORDERED, that the

Applicant’s request for a Certificate of Approval to make exterior alterations at the Subject

Property9 is APPROVED as amended and detailed herein.

HOWARD COUNTY HISTORIC
PRESERVATION COMMISSION

FiaTr

Bruno Rein

Julianne Danna

JJ=„ I~It({:Jq

APPROVED for Form and Legal Sufficiency:

OF LAW

iit:HI. IT;kIn
Senior Assistant County Solicitor

ANY PERSON AGGRIEVED BY THIS DECISION AND ORDER/CERTIFICATE OF
APPROVAL MAY APPEAL THE DECISION TO THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR
HOWARD COUNTY WITHIN THIRTY DAYS OF THE DATE OF THE DECISION.
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DECISION AND ORDER

Pursuant to Title 16, Subtitle 6, of the Howard County Code, notice having been

properly published9 the Historic Preservation Commission (“Commission”) convened a

public hearing on August 49 2022 to hear and consider the application of Yuming Chen

(“Applicant”)9 for a Certificate of Approval to make exterior alterations at 8173 Main

Streets Elli I.'ott city9 Maryland (the “Subject Property”). The Commission members

present were Erica Zoren, Bruno Reich, Julianne Danna and Ellen Flynn Giles. The

following documents9 incorporated into the record by reference, are applicable to this case:

(1) the appropriate provisions of the Howard County Charter and the Howard County

Code! including the Howard County Zoning Regulations; (2) the General Plan for Howard

County; (3) the application for a Certificate of Approval and associated records on file

with the Commission; (4) the Agenda for the August 4, 2022 Commission meeting; (5)

the Ellicott City Historic District Design Guidelines, May, 1998 (the “Design Guidelines”

or “Guidelines”); and (6) the general design guidelines listed in Rule 107 of the

Commission’s Rules of Procedure.

Summary of Testimony

Ms. Samantha Holmes9 Staff to the Commission, presented the application,

identifying the work proposed by the Applicant for which approval is requested, and the
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Staffs recommendation and the basis for the recommendation. Copies of Staffs

recommendation and the application were provided to each Commission member and

reviewed with the Commission by Ms. Holmes. The Applicant testified in support of the

application.

Findings of Fact

Based upon the evidence, the Commission makes the following findings of fact:

The Subject Property

This property is located in the Ellicott City Historic District. According to SDAT,

the building dates to 1890. The rear concrete patio dates to 2017, after the previously

existing wood deck was destroyed in the 2016 flood.

B. Proposed Improvements

The Applicant seeks approval for outdoor seating on the rear patio at 8173 Main

Street. The application “proposes 60 additional outdoor seats.” There will be fifteen

30“x30” tables9 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 orange umbrellas. The actual proposal, to

include total number and type of tables, chairs and umbrellas, should be clarified.

The tables) chairs and umbrella posts are a dark bronze metal. The umbrella canvas

is orange and red.

Additionally7 there is unapproved signage on the front of 8167 referencing the

outdoor seating at 8173. This signage will also require approval9 which the Applicant has

said they will submit for the September HPC meeting,

A.
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C. Staff Report

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- 19 pandemic. The

total number of tablesp chairs and umbrellas and the types of tables and their location is

not clear and needs to be clarified.

D. Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends the HPC approve the tables, chairs and umbrellas, not to exceed

that allowed by the Fire Code? contingent upon the site plan submitted to DPZ for an

outdoor seating permit be amended to include this information if needed.

E. Testimony

Ms. Zoren swore in Charlene Tan, who was representing the owner of Umi Sushi.

Ms. Tan said they would like to keep the updated tables and chairs quantity on the rear

patio. Ms. Burgess explained that this Board would not approve a final number of tables

and (,.hairs9 and asked what the Fire Code allowed. Ms. Tan explained the calculations,

which would amount to 60 seats.

Ms. Flynn Giles believed the language in the recommendation was appropriate> and

that seating beyond what the Code called for cannot be approved. She noted that the

unapproved sign should be applied for in September in order to bring the slte lnto
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compliance. She noted they are not approving an occupancy number, but approving what

is allowed by the other entities.

Mr. Reich said the normal Code requirement is 15 square foot per person for tables

and chairs. Mr. Reich said if the space is 1000 square feet, they could approve for 66

occupants. Mr. Reich said it looked like the furniture complied with the Guidelines. Mr.

Reich said that if it was too crowded it might create an aesthetic problem. He said the

spacing on the site? which is not covered by the Guidelines, looks appropriate for the space

and does not adversely affect the historic character of anything around it. Mr. Reich

suggested approving whatever is allowed per the regulations, UP to a maximum of 66 seats.

Ms. Danna said the HPC needed more information on the specifics on how many

chairs, and where the property line was.

Ms. Zoren said they would proceed with the rear patio seating. Ms. Tan agreed to

apply for the September meeting for signs.

F. Motion

Ms. Flynn Giles moved to approve tables, chairs, umbrellas, not to exceed that

allowed by Fire Code, as the furniture meets the Guidelines. Ms. Danna seconded. The

motion was unanimously approved.

Conclusions of Law

Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Commission concludes as follows:

A. Standards of Review

The standards for review of an application for a Certificate of Approval are set

forth in Section 16.607 of the Howard County Code and require consideration of:

(1) The historic'9 architec.tural9 or archaeological value or significance of the
structure and its relationship to the historic value of the surrounding area;
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(2) The relationship of the exterior architectural features of such structure to
the remainder of the structure and to the surrounding area;
(3) The general compatibility of exterior design, scale, proportion,
arrangement, texture and materials proposed to be used; and
(4) Any other factors, including aesthetic factors, which the Commission
deems to be pertinent.

Section 16.607(c) of the Code further provides:

It is the intent of this subtitle that the Commission be strict in its judgment of plans
for contributing structures. It is also the intent of this subtitle that the Commission
shall be lenient in its judgment of plans for structures of little historic value or plans
for new construction3 except where such plans would seriously impair the historic
or architectural value of surrounding structures or the surrounding area.

Section 16.607(d) authorizes the Commission to adopt guidelines for its review of

applications based on the standards set forth in the Code. Pursuant to this authority, the

Commission has adopted the Ellicott City Historic District Design Guidelines. Chapter

10 sets forth the relevant recommendations for Parking Lots, Public Streets and Street

Furniture in the Historic District, as detailed in the Findings of Fact, part C.

B. Application of Standards

Applying these standards and guidelines to the Subject Property, the Commission

finds that it contributes to Ellicott City’s historic significance. Consequently, in revlewlng

the appli(.'ation9 the Commission will be strict in its judgment. The Commission finds that

the Applicant’s proposal would not impair the historic or architectural value of the

surrounding area. The Commission finds that the proposal is consistent with the

Guidelines. The evidence supports this conclusion.

The Applicant seeks approval for outdoor seating on the rear patio at 8173 Main

Street. The proposed tables, chairs and umbrella posts are a dark bronze metal which is

recommended. The umbrella canvas is orange and red. While the final number was not
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provided to the Commission, the outdoor seating is in accord with the Guideline

recommendations so long as it does not exceed that allowed by Fire Code.

For these reasons, and for the reasons identified in the Staff Report, and the reasons

stated by the Commission, the Commission concludes that the proposed work will not

impair the historic and architectural value of the surrounding area. The application

complies with the Guidelines and standards applicable to the Ellicott City Historic District.



ORDER AND CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, by a vote of 4

to 0. it is this L day of 3Amtr 2022. ORDERED. that the

Applicant’s request for a Certificate of Approval to make exterior alterations at the Subject

Property, is APPROVED as detailed herein.

HOWARD COUNTY HISTORIC
PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Bruno Reich 66
n
t

/H

bbl/

Ellen FlynX Giles

APPROVED for Form and Legal SuffIciency:

:OUNTY OFFICE OF LAWHOW.

a

mr tIm
Senior Assistant County Solicitor

ANY PERSON AGGRIEVED BY THIS DECISION AND ORDER/CERTIFICATE OF
APPROVAL MAY APPEAL THE DECISION TO THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR
HOWARD COUNTY WITHIN THIRTY DAYS OF THE DATE OF THE DECISION.
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