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CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS STAFF REPORT 
 
 

TO:  Historical Affairs and Landmark Review Board (HALRB) 
  
FROM: Serena Bolliger, Historic Preservation Planner 
 
DATE:  November 8, 2022 
 
SUBJECT: 2329 North Edgewood Street, CoA 21-28B, Maywood Local Historic District  
 
Background Information 
 
The Maywood National Register Nomination describes the non-contributing dwelling at 2329 North 
Edgewood Street as follows: 

The likely wood-frame dwelling, clad in six-course Flemish bond. sits on a solid concrete 
foundation and is capped by a side-gabled roof with asphalt shingles. The dwelling measures 
three bays in width and features a central entry, one-bay gabled portico with metal supports, two 
gabled wall dormers, an exterior end brick chimney, slightly overhanging eaves, and 6-6 wood 
windows. Other details include rowlock sills, weatherboard cladding in the portico peak, and a 
molded wood cornice. 

In the nomination, the house is listed as dating to post-1956; however, County building permit records 
show that it was likely built in 1944 and moved from 2738 23rd Road North across Thrifton Hill Park to 
the current site, subdivided from a larger lot, in 1963. The nomination also notes a non-contributing 
playhouse. 

The property is non-contributing to the Maywood Local Historic District (LHD). The Maywood Design 
Guidelines do not differentiate between contributing and non-contributing houses; therefore, all homes 
within the LHD are subject to the design guidelines.  

In December 2021, the HALRB conditionally approved a two-story side addition on the south side of the 
property with a one-car sub-level garage (CoA 21-28). The HALRB approved the application pending the 
Design Review Committee’s (DRC) final approval of an outstanding garage door; the DRC reviewed and 
approved the applicant’s proposed garage door in June 2022.  

Proposal 
 
The applicants are requesting to modify approved CoA 21-28 to paint the original dwelling and addition 
in Keim mineral paint and add an ashlar stone veneer to the basement level of both. The applicants had 
proposed to paint the home in their first application but initially had removed the paint element due to 
permitting concerns. The stone veneer would be applied to the existing parged concrete base of the 
original dwelling and the basement/garage level of the addition.  
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Design Review Committee Review 
 
The DRC considered this application at its November 2, 2022, hybrid meeting. Mr. Davis suggested that 
the stone veneer could create some cohesion between the two building masses since they will be of 
disparate materials and since the addition was setback and hyphened on purpose to differentiate the old 
from the new construction. Mr. Dudka voiced a concern that homes of that period and design would not 
have had a stone veneer on the foundation base below the brick. Mr. Dudka stated that he believed this 
would not be precedent setting as there were no other non-contributing brick homes built after the period 
of significance and moved into Maywood from outside of the district area; therefore, a different 
substantiation would be needed for any other owner in Maywood interested in adding stone to their 
foundation. Ms. Meyer agreed with Mr. Davis that the stone could bring cohesion to the design, and she 
did not object to its inclusion. The DRC placed this item on the consent agenda for the November 16, 
2022, hybrid HALRB public hearing. 
 
Recommendation  
 
Staff recommends approval of the application as submitted. This is a non-contributing resource built after 
the local historic district’s period of significance and moved onto the subject site. While typically the use 
of an applied stone veneer would not be appropriate in this context, as it would only be applied to the 
parged concrete foundation of the original dwelling, it could be removed at a later date and the surface 
returned to its original condition, which would meet the intent of Standard #9 of The Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:  
 

Standard #9: New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic 
materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work will be 
differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and 
proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment. 

 
Staff does not typically recommend painting unpainted brick. However, Mr. Wenchel has had success 
using Keim mineral paint on unpainted brick and had previously recommended this material to the 
applicants. Mineral paint should allow the brick to breathe and should prevent moisture and salt retention 
which are some of the reasons painting unpainted brick is not typically recommended. As Mr. Dudka 
stated, given that there are no other non-contributing brick houses built after the period of significance 
and moved into the neighborhood, this should not set precedent for painting other unpainted brick homes 
in the district. Staff agrees with the DRC that the proposal may visually unify the original dwelling and 
the new addition since the original massing is red brick and the addition would be painted lap siding.  


