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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Isiah Leggett William Kirwan
County Executive Chairperson

Date: January 27, 2014

MEMORANDUM

TO: Diane R. Schwartz Jones, Director
Department of Permitting Services

FROM: - Josh Silver, Senior Planne@
Historic Preservation Secti
Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission

SUBIJECT: Historic Area Work Permit #637227, additions and alterations to house

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached application for a
Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP). This application was approved at the August 21, 2013 meeting.

Applicant: David and Andrea Kirsch

Address: 6400 Brookville Road, Chevy Chase

Historic Preservation Commission » 8787 Georgia Avenue e Silver Spring, MD 20910 e 301/563-3400 ¢ 301/563-3412 FAX
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- HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT,

Address: 6400 Brookville Road, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 8/21/13

Resource: Contributing Resource Report Date:  8/14/13
Chevy Chase Village Historic District '

Public Notice: 8/7/13
Applicant: David and Andrea Kirsch (Anne Decker, Architect)

Tax Credit: None
Review: HAWP

Staff: Josh Silver
Case Number: 35/13-13DD

PROPOSAL: Additions and alterations to house

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the HPC approve this HAWP application.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District
STYLE: Colonial Revival
DATE: - 1916-27

BACKGROUND

The HPC held a preliminary consultation on May 22, 2013 where they considered the applicant’s
proposal to remove and replace a non-historic addition with a new one story addition, construction of a
mudroom addition at the right elevation, alterations to an existing 2 story addition at the left elevation,
window and door replacement, and other alterations. There was consensus among the HPC that the
proposal to replace an existing non-historic addition with a new one story addition, left elevation
modifications and addition, and other alterations could be approved if submitted as a HAWP.

At the 1* preliminary consultation the HPC’s main concern with the proposal was about the massing and
detail of the proposed right elevation mudroom addition. At the recommendation of HPC staff the
applicants returned for a 2" preliminary consultation in July 2013 with a revised design for the mudroom.
The applicants included two design options (A & B) for the HPC’s consideration and feedback. There
was consensus among the HPC option B, as proposed could be approved if submitted as a HAWP, absent
were Commissioners van Balgooy and Treseder. [The HPC meeting transcript can be found on

pages | =H3 ]

PROPOSAL

The applicants are proposing to remove and replace a non-historic (1960s), one story, and addition at the
north (right) elevation with a new one story addition. The proposal also includes construction of a one
story gable roof mudroom extension connecting the proposed addition with the exterior.

A one story, enclosed shed roof addition is proposed in front of the existing two story tower that is



original to the house. Construction of the addition requires the removal of one, historic 6/1, double-hung
window.

The proposed south (left) elevation changes include the removal and replacement of non-historic
windows with new wooden windows, the addition of new window openings and multi-light doors with
sidelights and enclosed bay entryway feature.

The west (rear) elevation changes include the removal and replacement of one 6/1, double-hung window
with two, 6/1 double-hung windows on the second floor and the replacement of three ganged windows
with larger windows in the same location. The proposed replacement windows will be fabricated from all
wood and have simulated-divided light profiles.

A wooden pergola feature supported by fluted, wooden columns will be added to the rear elevation and
new wooden painted, multi-light doors will be installed in the rear fagade in lieu of existing windows and
entry doors. An existing door in the rear elevation of the two story enclosed porch will be replaced with a
6/1, wooden, simulated-divided light window.

An existing pool in the rear yard and associated patio area will be removed and filled in.

All exterior building features will be fabricated from wood and painted. All new and replacement
windows and doors will have simulated-divided light profiles and wooden interiors/exteriors. All visible
foundation sections will be brick to match the existing house. The addition roof will be sheathed with a

composite slate with details similar to the existing slate roof on the historic massing section of the house.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES

When reviewing alterations within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District several documents are to be
utilized as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing their decision. These documents include the
Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan — Expansion, approved and adopted in August 1997,
Montgomery County Code Chapter 244 (Chapter 24A4) and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent information in these documents is outlined as follows:

Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan

The Guidelines break down specific projects into three levels of review - Lenient, Moderate and Strict
Scrutiny.

“Lenient Scrutiny” means that the emphasis of the review should be on issues of general
massing and scale, and compatibility with the surrounding streetscape, and should allow for a very liberal
interpretation of preservation rules. Most changes should be permitted unless there are major problems
with massing, scale or compatibility.

“Moderate Scrutiny” involves a higher standard of review than “lenient scrutiny.” Besides
issues of massing, scale and compatibility, preserving the integrity of the resource is taken into account.
Alterations should be designed so that the altered structure still contributes to the district. Use of
compatible new materials, rather than the original building materials, should be permitted. Planned
changes should be compatible with the structure’s existing design, but should not be required to replicate
its architectural style.

“Strict Scrutiny” means that the planned changes should be reviewed to insure that the integrity
of the significant exterior architectural or landscaping features and details is not compromised. However,



strict scrutiny should not be “strict in theory but fatal in fact” i.e. it does not mean that there can be no
changes but simply that the proposed changes should be reviewed with extra care.

The Guidelines state three basic policies that should be adhered to, including:

Preserving the integrity of the contributing structures in the district. Alterations to contributing
structures should be designed in such a way that the altered structure still contributes to the
district.

Design review emphasis should be restricted to changes that will be visible from the front or side
public right-of-way, or that would be visible in the absence of vegetation or landscaping.

Alterations to the portion of a property that are not visiblc from the public right-of-way should be
subject to very lenient review. Most changes to rear of the properties should be approved as a
matter of course.

The Guidelines that pertain to this project are as follows:

Doors should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way, lenient
scrutiny if they are not.

Exterior trim (such as moldings on doors and windows) on contributing resources should be subject to
moderate scrutiny if it is visible from the public right-of-way, lenient scrutiny if it is not.

Gutters are not currently subject to review and should not be reviewed.

Lot coverage should be subject to strict scrutiny, in view of critical importance of preserving the
Village’s open park-like character.

Major additions should, where feasible, be placed to the rear of the existing structure so that they are less
visible from the public right-of-way. Major additions which substantially alter or obscure the front of the
structure should be discouraged but not automatically prohibited. For example, where lot size does not
permit placement to the rear, and the proposed addition is compatible with the streetscape, it should be
subject to moderate scrutiny for contributing resources.

‘Porches should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way, lenient
scrutiny if they are not.

Roofing materials should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-way,
lenient scrutiny if they are not. In general, materials differing from the original should be approved for
contributing resources. However, the application should be reviewed with consideration given to
economic hardship. Furthermore, as technology continues to change and improve, other building
materials may become available to provide an appropriate substitute for replacement in-kind, and the
reviewing agency should be open to considerations of these alternative solutions.

Windows (including window replacement) should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from
the public right-of-way, lenient scrutiny if they are not.



Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A-8

(a) The commission shall instruct the director to deny a permit if it finds, based on the evidence and
information presented to or before the commission that the alteration for which the permit is
sought would be inappropriate, inconsistent with or detrimental to the preservation, enhancement
or ultimate protection of the historic site or historic resource within an historic district, and to the
purposes of this chapter.

(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 insure 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; or

(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.

(¢) It is not the intent of this chapter to limit new construction, alteration or repairs to any 1

period or architectural style.

(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.)

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:

#2 The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive
materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a
property will be avoided.

#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
shall 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.

#10 New additions and adjacent or related new construction will 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 design as submitted is consistent with option B which the HPC supported unanimously and without
comment at the July 2013 preliminary consultation hearing.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission approve the HAWP application under the Criteria for Issuance in
Chapter 24A-8(b), having found that the proposal is consistent with the Chevy Chase Village Historic
District Guidelines identified above, and therefore 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 Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation;

and with the general condition that the applicant shall present the 3 permit sets of drawings, if
applicable to Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) staff for review and stamping prior to
submission for the Montgomery County Department of Peérmitting Services (DPS) building permits;

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 301-563-3400 or joshua.silver@mncppc-mc.org to
schedule a follow-up site visit.




HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
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ANNE DECKER

ARCHETECTS

HPC Preliminary Review Submission

1 May 2013

Kirsch Renovation
Andrea & David Kirsch
6400 Brookville Road
Chevy Chase. MD 20815

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

6400 Brookville Road is located near the Eastern baundary of the Chevy Chase village Historic District. The historic two-story house
(with basement), designated as @ Contributing Resource, was built in 1922 in the Colonial Revival Style with a faw Greek Revival
glements as seen in the front portico with its pediment and fluted Doric columns. The house retains most of its original features on
the exteriar and interior, but has also seen some unfortunale alterations and additions over the years. in particular the ane story

addition to the North (right) side of the exisling house.

Our proposed additions and alterations aim to remedy some of the non-ariginal alterations made to the housa, fixing the existing
addition's awkward and poorly puilt kitchen and den, while replacing it with a more connected family room to kitchen layout and
accommodating a free standing breakfast table to allow for comfortable family seating.

rk consists of a one-story addition that would replace an existing 1960's addition. The 700
addition is located on the site to respectfully defer to the main facade and be weighted as much
rd considering the constraints of the ol and the desire of the Owners to preserve their

ith enough usable ouldoor space for the family.

The main partion of the proposad w0l
square foot foolprint of Ihe proposed
as reasonably possible towards the rear ya
axisting two car garage while retaining a small rear yard w

ing volume. or ‘tower” element off 1o the North, was the basis for much discussion regarding how
toric house could be built while sti trying to maintain the expression of this original building volume.
buildable area based an an unusual lot shape, the addition is predominantly loaded to the North
preserving part of this “tower” element expression as viewed from the front and right side
hiaved by locating a one-story gabled addition (in lieu of two-stary addition
as originally planned) held away from the main house volume and cannecting on the first floor via a small. one-story shed alement
which allows for more space to address the Owners dasire for ample pantry storage and a children’s homework area. This shed
element was also designed to infill what would have been a dark negative space created between (he existing main house and

gabled addition.

A narrow ariginal two-story build
and where an addition to the his
Due lo the very restrictive allowable
side of the house while being sensitive lo
alevalions. or Public Right-of-Way. This expression is ac

Our proposed design is seen as a continuation of the orginal idea of the house: a rectangular, two-story main volume with
axtansions lo both sides that frame the symmetrical front fagade and entry. These extensions ar8 intended to dafer to the main
house volume, with the outermost. smalter volumes of Mudroom to the North and Sunroom Bay to the South being porch-like in
character as they step down to transition 10 the landscape. On the rear eievation we are proposing a pergola element along the
Gallery and Stair Hall to brng order to the very helerngeneous rear facade. helping to tie Front. Side and Rear elevations together
whila laking cues from the onginal house eiements o £ans.

For a complete account of these oroposed changes and for notes regarding propnsed matecals please refer to the floor plans,
elevations and images ncluded in our appheation

-End of Written Description -

SO19 Wilson lane P Rethesda MD 2081001 tb.aA2 oA 1 Tas Lol ARY DiIZITE waw snnedeckerarchitects.com //-\
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HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING
[Owner, Owner’s Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Property Owners] .

Owner’s mailing address Owner’s Agent’s mailing address
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£400 8 eocoxuiie ROAD

Chevy Chate, M) 0818

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners matling addresses
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‘ ' 20818
becker
33 Oxfond steet ¢ Oxfoad sweet
chevy chase, ND ' Chevy Chate, nozoa's

20815

MAZMa AND ‘erry Ml-)less

(401 grookulle ROAD o1 owfors 5ERewt
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know, if it's two or three feet narrower, it's probably
going to go a long way in solving some of the neighbor's
concerns about forestation along that or planting along that
west lot line, giving some separation of the driveway to the
property. I think those are all, could be all very
beneficial things to see when you come back. So thank you.

MR. MYERS: Thanks for your time.

MR. OLSON: Thank you.

MR. KIRWAN: All right. The next case before us
is Case 2B and that's at 6400 Brookeville Road in Chevy
Chase. And as staff reorganizes, I'm going to ask if
there's a staff report and I assume there is.

MR. SILVER: Indeed, there is. All right. This
is going to be, I hope, speedy and easy. So thank you, Mr.
and Mrs. Kirsch and Mrs. Decker, for your patience and
cooperation and taking my advice to return for a second,
preliminary consultation.

Everything that needs to be discussed tonight
should focus on the right elevation mud room that's going to
replace this addition over here. The Commission reviewed
this in front of me back in May and they were very
supportive of all of the elements, including a new, a
removal of the non-historic addition, construction of a 1-
story addition and some alterations on the left side, some

window changes, as well as materials.
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1 The one difference to note with this proposal

2 | before we talk about Options A and B with respect to the mud

3 || room is that for the addition section, I did not note in the

4 | staff report, but I had subsequently seen, since I had

5 | written it, that instead of real slate for the roof, it's

6 [ going to be the EcoStar or synthetic slate material for the

7 additioﬁ section. Nothing is happening to the historic

8 || massing.

9 The HPC's main concern with the first proposal was
10 | about the massing and the detail of the proposed right side
11 || elevation mud room addition. Notably, they found the height
12 | in the detailed mud room as being too predominate and
13 || recommended that the scale and design be simplified. HPC
14 || provided some recommendations to the applicants that
15 || included doing a flat roof that would be similar in design
16 | to the left side mud room or excuse me, rather, entrance or
17 || doing a gable in a siding treatment. There was a majority
18 | from my read of the transcript of the HPC that stated a

" 19 | simplified, flat roof design would be more complimentary to
20 || that design and maséing of the proposed left side covered
21 || entry feature.

22 The applicants have provided a, two options,
23 | Option A or, I call it Option A in the plan, on their plan
24 [ it's called Alternate A, and then Option B. And I'm going

25 | to go to the slide actually and I can come back to these

gg
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1 || photos if you need any. They're going to be in there, but
2 || that was -- here we go. Option A, Option B, this is the
3 || revised proposal.
4 So in Option A, what you see is basically what you
5 || saw the first time. It's sort of a panelized mud room with
6 || pilasters. The entrance is at the rear. And I should add,
7 || too, that the footprints for these two additions, proposals
8 | for the mud room A and B currently remain -- they are the
9 || same. There is a slight increase in both of them from what
10 || was reviewed back in May, versus Option B which is pretty
11 || apparent. It's different. 1It's, it's a bit of a steeper
12 || roof pitch as well as horizontal siding. And, again, staff
13 || had asked the applicants to return to the Commission because
14 || staff felt that they didn't respond sufficiently enough, not
15 || that they didn't respond, but sufficiently enough to what
16 | the HPC héd provided guidance on. I'm just going to cut to
17 | the chase and say, say that's why we're here tonight.
18 So I've laid out Option A and Option B. You
19 || received LAP comments. I think the LAP comments are useful.
20 || Basically the Commission and the applicants need to discuss
21 | which alternative is better, A or B, and the applicant, and
22 || the HPC can provide the applicant with guidance on that and
23 | state any necessary changes to the design to make it
24 || approvable when submitted as a Historic Area Work Permit and

25 | staff, of course, recommends that the applicant respond

36
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1l | accordingly and then submit the plans for a Historic Area
2 | Work Permit with the hope of a future, expedited approval.
3|So I can go back to any slides, invite the applicants up,

4 | take questions.

5 MR. KIRWAN: Any questions?
6 (No audible response.)
7 MR. KIRWAN: No? Let's bring them up. Please

8 | come forward. You'll have seven minutes if you need that

9 Il long and just state your name for the record before you

10 speak.

11 MS. KIRSCH: I'm Andrea Kirsch. 1I'll try and keep
12 | this brief. We appreciate your taking the time to review
13 || our plans again on a preliminary basis. As staff has

14 || stated, we are really here only to address questions

15 | relating to the mud room addition on the north side of the
16 || property.

17 When we left our hearing May 22nd, we felt

18 | confident that we were very close to final plans that the
19 || Commission would approve. We understood that there were a
20 | few recommendations from the Commission with regard to the
21 | mud room addition. So that's where we focused our efforts.
22 Mr. Treseder, who is not here this evening, had
23 || suggested that we try replacing the mud room roof as drawn
24 || with a pergola style roof to match the roof on the proposed

25 || addition on the south side of the house. Anne Decker, our

=
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1 | architect, drew up that option for us, but we didn't like
2 lit. It was too boxy for us and we brought those drawings
~ 3 || along and we'd be happy to share them with you if that would
4 | be useful.
5 We're also concerned about placing foo much
6 | emphasis on the concept of bracketing the house with a
7 || pergola style roof line on the north and south ends.
8 | Because it is a stand-alone piece and not essential to our
9 [ program, the proposed addition'on the south side of the
10 || house, which is where the pergola idea is coming from, is
11 || the first part of the project that will be killed if we
12 || can't afford to do the rest of the project which is looking
13 || possible or likely.
14 If that happens, which we think is fairly likely,
15 || then there would be no pergola style roof on the south end
16 || of the house and there would be no notion of bracketing
17 | because you would then have this one, boxy, pergola style
18 | thing coming off on the norfh side. So that's one of the,
19 | that and the appearance were the two main reasons that we
20 || really didn't want to lean towards that Pergola Style roof
21 (| 1ine.
22 We then decided to try a different approach to the
23 | mud room roof, again with the goal of simplifying‘the mud
24 || room design in response to the Commission's comments. Anne

25 || changed the slope of the mud room roof so that it would

Z2)
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1 | match the slope of the roof on the existing house and the
2 || proposed addition.
3 To keep the massing small, we lowered the eave
4 { height of the mud room. We also followed Mr. Rodriguez and
S | Mr. Kirwan's suggestion that we, quote, "Tone down," the mud
6 || room somewhat by replacing the mud room siding material that
7 | had been paneling and pilasters to siding. And I can't
8 | remember, one of the commissioners also somewhat took issue
9 | with the little lantern that was hanging and we killed the
10 || lantern too. So Option B, which begins at page 32 in your
11 packet, reflects éll of these changes.
12 As staff mentioned, in the process of redesigning
13 || the mud room, we did increase the size of the footprint of
14 || the mud room very slightly. We have not had the impression
15 || during the hearing that the size of the mud room was a
lb || concern. OQur architécts weré worried that the area around
17 || the cased opening to the'family room seemed too tight. I
18 || believe the total increase in the mud roﬁm is eight square
19 || feet. So from a comparison of the overall footprint, we're
20 || looking at just over a one percent increase in the footprint
21 || from that which was reviewed in May. So it's a pretty minor
22 || increase.
23 Having made those changes, we felt 1like we had
24 || addressed the issues raised by the Commission in May and

25 || proceeded to file for the HAWP application. And the
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1l | drawings that we had submitted for that application were
2 || those shown in Option B. We thought that the Commission
3 | would review the changes reflected in Option B favorably,
4 || recognizing that we had attempted to do the pergola roof
5 style and really that it wasn't working for us. So we were
6 |a little bit surprised to receive push back from staff on
7 || the specifics of the changes to the mud room. To be quite
8 || honest, it's gotten to a point in this process where we feel
9 [ we've spent so much time and an extraordinary amount of
10 | money on architect fees just getting to where we are and we
11 || thought rather than try to continue to work with staff on
12 | the question of the mud room, we're fine with just coming in
13 || and discuss it with all of you.
14 From our perspective, we are happy going with
15 || either Option A or Option B. We somewhat prefer Option B
16 | and feel that the changes that were recommended by the
17 | Commission have actually resulted in an improved design that
18 || we prefer. But what we would really like to leave here with
19 | this evening is very clear direction from the Commission
20 |l with regard to which of these options would be approvable
21 || when submitted as part of a HAWP application and what
22 || changes, if any, we would need to make to either option in
23 || order for us to be certain that the approval would take
24 | place. That's it. Thank you for your time and we're hoping

25 | not to have to be here again, at least not on a preliminary

Ho
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basis. Thank you.

MR. KIRWAN: Any other comments? Ms. Decker? If
you could turn off your microphone?

MS. DECKER: Just to kind of --

MR. KIRWAN: Oh, sure.

MS. DECKER: -- on, excuse me, on Option B, we did
increase the pitch of the roof, although it's a little bit
more humble in that it's sheaved in siding to meld with the
rest of the addition. That roof line, though, is steeper,
but we've lowered the eave by 12 inches. So it's, again,
reduced in overall wall height, at least for the spring
line. And in terms of the increase of, as Andrea was
saying, that we wanted a little bit more wiggle room to
complete the trim on the interior and we're just very tight
on the mudroom space.

And so what we've done here was increase the width
of the mud room two inches either side because it's centered
about the gable, which is kissing the edge of the tower. So
we can't, that kind of sets the hinge point. So it's four
inches total width and six inches towards the driveway.

MR. KIRWAN: Thank you. Any questions for the
applicant?

(No audible response.)

MR. KIRWAN: All right. What's that? Well, I was

just going to say is I'd like us to try to move this through

H)
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pretty quickly, unless somebody has any new concerns they
raise, if you can just sort of give us an A or B option
preference and we'll try to move this thing quickly.

MR. RODRIGUEZ: OKay.- I agree with you, Optign B:
makés sense in much ot the scale of the house and matches
the details and I think it looks, has been there and belongs
to i%.W_There is one detail that I think you are going to
have to study and it has to do with the fact that you had
kept the width of the kitchen and when you moved the kitchen
wall next to the exiéting house out to, I don't know, keep
about six, eight inches, you are -- if I look at your
elevations, you are having a flat facade there. Your roof
is not drawn with an overhang and that, I think, is a detail
you're going to have to look, you probably have to push béck
the wall to a line along the entire léngth. So your kitchen
might get narrow if you want to have the overhang that YOu
will expect to look there.

I don't know if I'm explaining myself, but you see
this line here, and I'm pointing to page 23 --

MS. DECKER: Okay.

MR. RODRIGUEZ: And you look at the elevation, you
don't have an overhang on that side of the roof and I think
that's a detail that's a little bit strange and that would
be my only comment.

MS. DECKER: I think it does. The intent is to
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have the overhang on either side of this gable be prior to
the wall, plus or minus three inches or so which is what the
main house has.

MR. RODRIGUEZ: Yes, but if you look at your
elevation, you will see that what you have drawn, it's not
that, and even normally you are, the overhang, the roof line
starts moving closer to the house. It's something, it's a
detail, but I think it's worth it that you look at that
carefully.

MS. DECKER: Okay.

MR. RODRIGUEZ: Otherwise, I will support the
application when it comes forward.

MS. BARNES: I would be supportive of Option B.

MS. HEILER: B.

MR. CARROLL: I would agree. I think B is a
better option.

MR. FIRESTONE: Option B.

MR. CORATOLA: 1I'll be different. No, just
kidding. Option B. The nested gable look, I think, works
well on --

MS. DECKER: Yes.

MR. CORATOLA: You know, it keeps that bracketing
look at which I don't think you really want to have.

MR. KIRWAN: And I agree, B is my choice as well,

so we wish you the best. The others had it as well, but I



