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Staff item ‘ . , : d W
7219 Holly Avenue, Takoma Pafk ' ' '

The applicants would like to make minor revisions to their approved plans for a rear addition. See
attached. Staff recommends approval.



6320 Wiscasset Road
Bethesda, MD 20816
301-320-1580

Fax- 301-320-1581

P a u l T r e S e d e r Paul. Treseder@verizon.net
1 0 1 1 1

| Architect AIAR 1 1 1 1 1 1

May 21, 2012

Anne Fothergill
Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission

Regarding
7219 Holly Avenue, Takoma Park

Dear Anne,

Last year I requested some changes to the HAWP for this project (I've enclosed a copy),
and they were approved as a staff item, I believe. As this project nears design completion
the owners have one additional change they would like to make. I hope that this change
can also be accommodated at a staff level, or at least without re-filing the HAWP.

The owners have requested that [ make the addition 2 feet larger toward the rear, with no
change to the width. (Actually, they requested 4 feet and I talked them down to 2). I am
proposing to make the connecting hyphen 1' longer, from 6' to 7', and the main addition 1'
longer, from 15' to 16'. By splitting the additional space this way the height of the
addition only increases 6"; it is now 4' lower than the adjacent ell and 7.5' lower than the
main house. This arrangement also keeps the proportion of the new addition to the main
house small enough so that it does not compete with the main house gable end (16' vs
30"), and it clearly still reads as a subsidiary volume. As such I believe it stays within the
spirit and scope of the previously approved design.

Drawings showing the proposed change are enclosed; I look forward to your input.

Thank you for your consideration,

Paul Treseder,
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Isiah Leggett . Leslie Miles
County Executive : Chairperson

Date: 9/6/12

MEMORANDUM

TO: ' Diane Schwartz Jones, Director
Department of Pepmjtting Services

FROM: Anne Fothergifl
Planner Coordirator :
Historic Preservation Section-Planning Department
Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission

SUBJECT:  Historic Area Work Permit #49853 I—rear addition construction

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached applicatién fora
Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) and this application was approved by the HPC on November 12, 2008.

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDITIONAL UPON ADHERENCE
TO THE ABOVE APPROVED HAWP CONDITIONS AND MAY REQUIRE APPROVAL BY DPS OR
ANOTHER LOCAL OFFICE BEFORE WORK CAN BEGIN.

Applicant: Gary Norvell and Colleen Boothby
"Address: 7219 Holly Avenue, Takoma Park

This HAWP approval is subject to the general condition that the applicant will obtain all other applicable
Montgomery County or local government agency permits. After the issuance of these permits, the applicant must
contact this Historic Preservation Office if any changes to the approved plan are made. Once the work is completed
the applicant will contact the staff person assigned to this application at 301-563-3400 to schedule a follow-up site
visit.

Historic Preservation Commission e 8787 Georgia Ave., Suite 206 » Silver Spring, MD 20910 » 301/563-3400 » 301/563-3412 FAX



RETURN TO"  DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES

240/777 6370

255 ROCKVILLE PIKE. 2nd FLOOR, ROCKVILLE (AD 20850 /OI{S -#8
.\/

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: ﬁul/ TﬂgsﬁDﬁﬂ—-

Daytime Phone No,;SCO{ * 320 - l52&

Tax AccountNo.: OO 9—9’7'04/ : .
Name of Property Owner: G’-A?—T Noﬂmtlf Cowl*) W Daytime Phone No.: 30“ 585 - SG Bo

addess: [ 219 Howwt AENVE  TAKkeMA- exgde  Mp. Toql1L-¥175

Street Number City Staet Zip Code

Contractor: ) Phone No.:

Contractor Registration No.:

Agent for Owner: E'Akui (A5 Der— ‘ ﬂgtﬁ Z€OI Daytime Phone No.: DO ! 3220 [S8o

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMIS

House Number: 72[? Street H'vl/b"{ t(\/é-
TownCity: _[A[<o MA- PARE- NearestCrossStreet:.  ~[UL S AVE-
ot _ 18  Bock__ subdivision: _B 1 GILBERT'S 2P\ TioH.
Liber: Folio: Parcet:
1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
XConstmct " Extend " After/Renovate {ZAC L. Shab Xﬂoom Addition "~ Porch [J Deck ) Shed
' 7} Move {.} Install {3 Wreck‘Raze ‘. Solar ! Fireplace [~ Woodburning Stove )fi(SingleFamily
"+ Revision 3 Repair (] Revocable " Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) (3 Other:

18. Construction cost estimate: § 2. SO X (w)ole]

1C. I this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: OI%WSSC 02 " Septic 03 7. Other:

28. Type of water supply: ov)“éwssc 02 7 Well 03~ Other:

inches A‘V?
-
»m-ﬂo?d am and abshd bal

reiinm lanatinmn:

JICTOAE 2 ZfL( Zvo8

bnininm srall in ba ha




»

i Bethesda, MD 20816
. ’ 301-320-1580
Fax- 301-320-1581

P a u l T r e S e d e r Pau|.Treseder@veﬁzo-n.net
1 1

] B 0 0Architect AIAR 1 1 1 1 1 1

0 L |
Q‘U" 7
M \P \« “Q‘ ﬁ l ‘ 6320 Wiscasset Road

Anne Fothergiil
Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission

Regarding
7219 Holly Avenue, Takoma Park,
Revisions to the approved plans

Dear Anne,

As this project has been finalized for construction, the following revisions have been
made to the plans approved several years ago. We have retained all the essential elements
of the plan, and hope that the changes are minor enough to be handled on a staff level.

1. The cladding of the rearmost structure, the one story studio with a roof terrace, has
changed from cement stucco to board and batten siding. For cost savings the walls have

been changed from masonry to wood frame.

2. The exterior of the chimney has been changed from brick to cement stucco, again for
cost savings.

3. The rear facing porch / balcony has been widened from 11'to 13".

4. The rear facing windows flanking the French doors on the main floor level have been
changed from single units to pairs, matching the ones on the West elevation.

Otherwise, all finishes and dimensions have remained the same, and we hope to be able
to build this Spring or Summer.

Thank You,

Paul Treseder

PS
I'm enclosing the original project description that was included in the original submittal, I
don't know how long you keep your files!
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
Address: 7219 Holly Avenue, Takoma Park Meeting Date: 11/12/08
Resource: Outstanding Resource Report Date: 11/05/08
Takoma Park Historic District
Applicant: Gary Norvell and Colleen Boothby Public Notice: 10/29/08
(Paul Treseder, Architect)
Review: HAWP Tax Credit: None
Case Number: 37/3-08KKK Staff: Anne Fothergill

PROPOSAL: Rear addition construction

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff is recommending that the HPC approve this HAWP application.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Outstanding Resource within the Takoma Park Historic District
STYLE: Stick Style

DATE: c. 1880s

BACKGROUND

In September 2008 the applicants came to the HPC for a Preliminary Consultation for this proposal. At
that time, the HPC was very supportive of the rear addition and recommended changes at the connection of
the historic house and the rear addition and the proposed right side addition on the rear ell. The applicants
have responded to those concerns in the current proposal. See transcript in Circles 26-37%

PROPOSAL

The applicants are proposing a two-story plus basement/garage addition at the rear of the house. The
existing rear addition and deck (both built ¢c. 1980) will be removed. The addition is inset from the house
approximately six inches on the right side and multiple feet on the left side. The applicants propose a bay
window on the right side of the existing rear ell of house. A terrace with a garage underneath are at the
rear of the proposed addition with steps from the terrace to grade. There is an existing driveway and gravel
parking area that will lead to the new garage. There is a brick chimney on the left side of the addition.

The proposed materials for the addition are German lap wood siding to match existing, wood shingles,
wood true divided light windows and doors, wood trim, wood garage doors, brick chimney, and wood inset
picket railings on the terrace and balcony.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES

®



When reviewing alterations and new construction within the Takoma Park Historic District several
documents are to be utilized as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing their decision. These
documents include the historic preservation review guidelines in the approved and adopted amendment for
the Takoma Park Historic District (Guidelines), Montgomery County Code Chapter 244 (Chapter 244),
and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent information in
these documents is outlined below.

Takoma Park Historic District
The Guidelines define Outstanding Resources as:

A resource which is of outstanding significance due to its architectural and/or historical
features. An outstanding resource may date from any historical period and may be
representative of any architectural style. However, it must have special features, architectural
details and/or historical associations that make the resource especially important to the history
of the district, and/or it must be especially unique within the context of the district.

The following Takoma Park Guidelines pertain to this project:

e plans for all alterations should be compatible with the resource’s original design; additions,
specifically, should be sympathetic to existing architectural character, including massing,
height, setbacks and materials.

e emphasize placement of major additions to the rear of the existing structures so that they are
less visible from the public right-of-way.

e  while additions should be compatible, they are not required to be replicative of earlier
architectural styles.

e  preservation of original and distinctive architectural features, such as porch dormers,
decorative details, shutters etc. is encouraged.

e  preservation of original windows and doors, particularly those with specific architectural
importance, and of original size and shape of openings is encouraged.

e preservation of original building materials and use of appropriate, compatible new materials is
encouraged.

o  all changes and additions should respect existing environmental settings, landscaping, and
patterns of open space.

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A4-8

(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.

(c) It is not the intent of this chapter to limit new construction, alteration or repairs to any
one period or architectural style.

(d) Inthe 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

This house is an Outstanding Resource and any proposed alterations and additions are reviewed closely to
ensure their appropriateness and compatibility with the historic house.

When the HPC reviewed this proposal at the Preliminary Consultation, the Commission made a few
comments and recommendations:

1) the proposed massing, location, and materials of rear addition all compatible and approvable

2) the rear addition should be inset slightly for differentiation (this recommendation was not
unanimous—some Commissioners felt an inset was not needed because it was so far back and not
visible from the street)

3) there should not be a side addition at the right side of the original rear ell; a bay window in that
location would probably be approvable since the windows there are not original windows (this
recommendation was not unanimous—some Commissioners felt the small side addition in this
location was approvable because it was so far back and not visible from the street)

The applicants responded to the HPC’s concerns by clearly differentiating the historic house from the new
addition. Not only is the rear addition smaller and lower than the historic house, but it is now inset on the
sides at the connection point to allow the original massing to read clearly. :



The applicants also responded to the HPC’s concerns about the proposed small side addition on the rear ell
by removing that and proposing a bay window in the existing wall. Based on the HPC discussion at the
Preliminary Consultation, the proposed bay window on the right side of the rear ell is approvable since it is
a small change, the first floor massing will still be legible, the windows there are not original, and it will
not be visible from the street.

As noted in the previous staff report, the house is on a very large lot and the overall length of this addition
including the terrace and steps will be about 15 feet longer than the existing addition and deck that will be
removed. There is an existing driveway and gravel parking area that will not be enlarged and, because of
the downward slope of the lot, the garage will be tucked down below street level.

The proposed materials are appropriate for this house including wood siding to match the historic house,
wood shingles, wood true divided light windows and doors, wood trim, wood garage doors, brick chimney,
and wood inset picket railings on the terrace and balcony.

This proposal is in keeping with the guidance for new additions found in Design Guidelines for Historic
Sites and Districts in Montgomery County, Maryland, which recommends:
18.1 Place an addition at the rear of a building to minimize its visual impacts.
18.2 Do not obscure, damage, destroy or remove original architectural details and materials of the
primary structure.
18.3 An addition should be compatible in scale with the primary structure.
18.4 Use building materials that are compatible with those of the primary structure.
18.5 An addition should be compatible in character with the primary structure.
18.7 The roof form and slope of a new addition should be in character with and subordinate to
that of the primary building.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission approve the HAWP application as being consistent with Chapter
24A-8(b)1 and 2:

The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features

of an historic site or historic resource within an historic

district; and,

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;

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 Permitting 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 anne.fothergill@mncppc-mc.org to schedule a
follow-up site visit.

©
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: ?AU‘/ Tﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ_
Daytime Phone No.:3@( * g 20 - lsaﬂ

Tax Account No.: 0(0 49’7‘04’
Name of Property Owner.  (-AR-T NONEU.—# CotEP B)DTH Daytlme Phone No.. 2O ( 585 - Seé 8o

address: 7 219 How AENVE  ThkeuA eple  Mp. 2oqi1-412%

Street Number City Staet Zip Code

Contractorr: ) Phone No.:

Contractor Registration No..

Agent for Owner; E'A L RAesSc Der— L PACH Z&:i Daytime Phone No.: 30! 220" |SBo

House Number: 7 2( GI | Street H‘UW’{ ‘\/é—

Town/City: TA-iiO MA- F AR~ NearestCrossStreet: _[WUL/S AVE-
ot __ 18 Block: __ (o Subdivision: B, f« & Lﬁﬁ__@ﬁ' S ADPITIo .
Liber: Folio: Parcel:

1A, CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
><Construct " Extend Ahter/Renovate TAC L. Shab ><Room Addition ~ ~ Porch [ Deck ) Shed
7] Move . . Install . WreckRaze Solar _. Fireplace — Woodburning Stove }‘Single Family
~ Revision {J Repair ] Revocable ! Fence/Wall icomplete Section 4) (2 Other:

1B. Construction cost estimate: $ ZSO - jul o)

1C. If this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

PARY COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITION
2A.  Type of sewage disposal: Ol)iWSSC 02 ~ Septic 03 ~ Other:
2B. Type of water supply: m)Cwssc 02~ wWell 03~ Other:

/! o

PART THREE; COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETA WALL

3A. Height feet inches

70 1...4//)‘?5. Innmn apPrtaininn coiatl ir 0a ha naneteintnd an ann aftha fallaiiinn lanatiame. @
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HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING -
* [Owner, Owner’s Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Property Owners)
Addresses may be acquired from “Real Property Data Search” online: http://www.dat.state.md.us/

ngner’s mailing address . '

é]ay Y /\Iorut // t Co//een Bcof'l\ L3
319 Holly Ave-

74(“’”‘ Parl, mp. 20913

Owner’s Agent’s mailing address
'/7?4(, - R oE,2
o 2 LANSCASET Vs
o= JTTES DA L.
DCHC

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addresses

Sreve Smith ¢ J Lee New)

2301 HMolly Ave.
TqLam PﬂkL, mb. A07 1

John t Sharon Varnum

1213 Ho/g Ave.

T@LO/M Pak[z, Mp.
20713

Vathesine Wakelyn
7218 Heolly Ave.

Ta Law /)er, mp.
| 2097 A

James Epsiin
L/ Bak/,/c:j Ave.

Ta LU/M Pd‘t« ‘:) 4! D,
A09 12

L T




Statements for 7219 Holly Avenue, Takoma Park, Maryland
a.) Description of existing resource:

The existing house is a "category one" house dating from the 1890's, 2-1/2 stories high
with a steeply pitched main roof. The exterior is distinguished by its porches and the
decorative treatment in the front facing gable. The house is on a narrow, deep lot which
slopes down to the rear. It is in the middle of a block on Holly Avenue a street with many
homes of similar scale and age. There are later additions to the side and rear of the house,
as well as a deck and patio in the rear. There are large trees in the front of the house.

b.) Description of the project and its impact:

The project consists of a two-story addition with a basement on the rear of the house,
which will be minimally visible from the street. The existing rear addition and deck (built
circa 1980) will be removed for this project. The proposed addition is limited to the
existing house width. The design is also limited to two stories, with the walls of the
second story lower than the existing house (6' vs 8') using the rafter space to complete the
second floor room volume. The result is a roofline which is significantly lower than the
main house (8.5") and lower than the rear ell (5'). The addition is also differentiated from
the rear ell by a 2.5' wide connecting section recessed from the corners of the original -
house. A terrace with a garage below is attached to the rear if the addition. There is also
an 18" deep x 86" wide bay proposed for the existing kitchen wall of the ell (first story
only). Exterior finishes of the addition will be of period materials and detail, primarily
German lap siding matching the existing house; the exception is the second floor of the
addition, which will use painted cedar shingles. These will be of the cheaper, random
width type rather than the regular scalloped design used in the upper section of the
existing house, in order to denote a more utilitarian part of the house, as befits a rear
addition. Windows in the addition will typically be two over one wood double hung,
which match the existing house. There are also several narrow one over one windows, as
in the existing house. Doors and windows will be trimmed in wood. The chimney will be
brick, the basement walls stucco. Garage doors will be wood, side hinged and /or
simulated side hinged. No trees will be affected by this work.
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September 10, 2008 HPC Meeting Transcript

Next on the agenda, we're moving to preliminary consultations. Case A at 7219 Holly
Avenue, Takoma Park. Is there a staff report? |

MS. FOTHERGILL: There is. This is an outstanding resource in the Takoma Park
Historic District. And you actually may recall this property. In December of last year you approved a
historic area work permit for the construction of door and skylights on the rear roof of this house.
This is a stick-style sort of a 1880s house and the applicants are proposing to build a two-story, plus
basement garage addition at the rear of the house. They would remove the existing rear addition
which was built about 1988. And the existing back would be removed and -- but they're proposing --
you will see in their plans, there's a 3-foot wide, one-story section at the rear, right side of the existing
rear "L" of the house that would connecf the house and the addition. There is a chimney at the left
side of the addition and a terrace with a garage underneath -- or at the rear of the pool's division with
steps from the terrace to --. There's and existing garden by the parking area, but will lead to the new
garage and they don't change or get expanded for this proposal.

The proposed materials for the addition are German latch wood siding and wood

shingles and other materials to match the existing house. The materials for the new windows and

doors, trim, garage doors, roof, chimney, terrace, and terrace room are not specified and would come

back in a more detailed application.

The -- as was mentioned, this was an outstanding resource, so it gets a high level of
scrutiny -- any proposed changes. And overall, staff supports this proposed massing as it's at the rear.
It's smaller and lower than the historic house. However, the one thing that concerns staff is that it's
important that the right side of the original rear "L" remain in-tact. And the proposed one-story side
addition -- even though it's only 3-foot wide, would obscure such a building. So, even though the
architect made a concerted effort to design the roof to allow the second floor of the "L" to remain
visible, the staff doesn't support this side addition on an original section of an upstanding resource.

And staff did a very, prude, rough alteration on the site plan in circle 14 to sort of show what I'm
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referring here, which is to remove that one-story piece that connects to the historic block. And then,
inset the addition so that corner can still read and then it can come back out.

And otherwise, this is a large lot. It's overall, this is going to extend the house about
15 feet more than it is now, including the terrace. There are no trées to be removed and the materials
that we've seen so far are appropriate’ and sympathetic. And so staff overall, supports the proposal,
the preliminary proposal, but with that warning/ concern.

So, here are some photos to show you and this is the house. And then, it's actually
. very difficult to get a shot of the rear of this house, but you can see where that proposed one-story
section would be that staff has concerns about. And then, you can see the 1980s addition that would
be removed. And then, well, that's as good as we get of the back. And the applicant and architect are
here too. |

MR. FULLER: Any questions for staff?

MS. MILES: | have a question. You know that there is no specificity about the
materials for anything except for the -- and the shingles. Do you have any concerns about that being
entirely in the rear of the house on a contributing resource in this historic district?

MS. FOTHERGILL: It is an outstanding resource. I'm sorry. So, the secretary of the
interior standard supply, not the Takoma Park guidelines. The -- we would expect that they would use
materials to match the house. So, we'd treat it abou_t windows, wood trim, wood garage doors, brick
chimney, wood inset , -- around -- all the thing§ that would be appropriate for this house because it's
an outstanding resource. |

MS. MILES:. And did you discuss that with the applicant?

MS. FOTHERGILL: We did have a meeting. | don't know if we got into the details of
the materials. |

MS. MILES: Okay. Thank you.

MR. FULLER: Other questions for staff? Would the applicant like to come forward.
State your names for the record. you have seven minutes. Welcome.

MR. TRESEDER: Thanks. I'm Paul Treseder, the architect for the project.

@



MR. NORVELL: I'm Gary Norvell, the owner.

MR. FULLER: Give a presentation. Are you here to

MR. TRESEDER: We're here to listen to ybur feedback. We obviously, appreciate the
staff's recommendation. We functionally -- for function reasons | very much want to keep the bump
out on the "L." It's pretty crucial for making my interior work. Obviously, that's not your concern, but

it wasn't done arbitrarily. | purposely made it as small as | possibly could and still get the functionality

that | wanted. Actually, | should amend that. | could probably make it 2 feet instead of 3 feet and still ~

get my functionality. And | think that if you flip through the photographs you can see -- | just would
like to emphasize -- that is hard -- f;om the street, it is impossible to sort o'fk’, see around the corner and
see this. So, even though it is part of the original fabric, it is -- | felt it met Takoma Park foundings and
it was reversible and it, even though it obviously, partially obscures historic fabric it -- the original
massing is still | think, relatively, clearly legible. But that's what you're here to give us your opinions
on. So, that's all cut.

MS. ALDERSON: Well, Paul, could you walk us through why those --

MR. TRESEDER: Oh, the kitchen is the room that's in that space. And the current
kitchen was there already and the current addition is a little family room off the back and the kitchen
ends up being a corridor basically, to get from the main part of the house to the back. We're going to
have that same functional relationship. The family room will be bigger, but without that bump --
without the kitchen being able to shift over a few feet, the kitchen becomes a kitchen/corridor. And
it's as you know, sometimes in a room like a kitchen you know 6 inches can make all the difference
between something functioning and something not functioning. And that's my Iogié for you. It'snota
capricious addition. It's responding to a very real need. And again, because it's entirely invisible from
the street | felt it was consistent with Takoma Park guidelines. Everywhere else I've attempted to keep
the -- and then there's sort of a little interesting thing you'll see from the photos is there's on the
other side of this "L" there's an old bump-out that probably, | would say, is 30s, 40s. It's you know,
matches the German side and it's obviously, not original in houses. A couple of bathrooms --

- probably when they added in-door plumbing or something. Maybe Gary has a better feeling for that.
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:MR. NORVELL: Yeah. | found that --
MR. TRESEDER: Asyou can see -- yeah, you can see that.
MR. NORVELL: To the left-hand side of the photo map.'
MR. TRESEDER: That's obviously, clearly visible from the street. I'm not sure if it's
relevant, but interesting.
MR. FULLER: Are there ;questions or any comments for the applicant?
MS. ALDERSON: Just one. Is the bump-out to allow the kitchen not to -- to -- allow

additional space which | can see is the space to have a new work area in which your functioning work

area -- would that have relieved the work area to let somebody to it? I'd say, yeah, move over. It's a

N . . et )
room I'd highlight. If you -- if that was approved, do you think there -- it-would-be.possible to-relocate
‘ e

oy — T ——— i | i -
or-salvage the' window that would be removed and re-using.it.on-the outside?

rward)

MR. TRESEDER: Wem'hﬁidé?\W\Mv;;would-just.be,pt;lled-forward
theitwo feet=— | _

MS. ALDERSON: So, it could -- that could --

MR. TRESEDER: Because the sink is already; there.' That's already the sink waI.I. So,
that would literally, just be moved forward. Yes, exactly.

MR. NOVELL: -- probably:nicér.windows --

MR. TRESEDER: Well, | don't think we've had a -- perhaps we -- well, if the owner

want -- you might want to use you know doubl,e_-glazing:é‘rasometHih@ito.really-match-tHE_Si'zéﬁ But

,.*___—______-—-—-—-—_._k -
actgal,ly,if:it:were"imp'orta_rit,‘we'could'actually use the-exact'same windows| think.”Because they're

tbe:right size

MS. ALDERSON: So, it's possible?

MR. TRESEDER: You know they're functi‘onally the right size. Nothing wrong except
that they're you know, they're old windows that néed repair. |

MS. ALDERSON: No older than all the other ones.

MR. NOVELL: Well, but | don't -- | mean --

MR. TRESEDER: Probably not.



MR. NOVELL: -- the windows --

MR. TRESEDER: Are they original?

MR. N'QVELL: -- at the kitchen aren't in the original stuff.

MR. TRESEDER: Oh, they aren't?

MR. NOVELL: Just so you know that.

MR. TRESEDER: They were changed the time the addition was done?

MR. NOVELL: Yeah. Probably. | mean, not in my time. Since they're not bell, double-
hung -- they are double-hung, but they're not old like the rest of the house. V

MS. ALDERSON: Can you please -- is it possible to get that on the screen again? What
it is that you're referring to as the non-original kitchen windows? I'm not sure which windows you
were talking about. I've seen a lot of --

MR. TRESEDER: Well, you can -- you can look past the --

MS. ALDERSON: --

MS. MILES: -- right?

MR. TRESEDER: You're on the twelve exactly.

MS. ALDERSON: Oh, | see. You can't -- | see. -- yeah, the double-window is not -- it's
in different proportions. Is that part of the other exhibit is based on your experience with other
houses? Since we can't see them. |

MS. FOTHERGILL: If you look in circle 18 you can see them better then this --

MR. TRESEDER: Yes. They don't' have Spanish weights. .| don't believe they're
Spanish weights. So, I'd think they'd be you know closer to our windows probably.

MS. ALDERSON: These are much newer. Okay. Well, then | retract what | said. |
thought they were two over twos.

MR. TRESEDER: There's usually a mix in windows, just | haven't quite figured out
what's going on. There's a Iof -- there's some that are two over twos and some that aren't. But they
all seem to be an oid, original window. So, it's sort of a mystery on the original house.

MS. ALDERSON: If you could-do this in such a way that yeah, those are -- they're not

20
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so whether to say the windows are an original and these are obviously much later. T{‘b“ey're‘not-of the
—————d

. --_.._______‘ e S o T

k —
perpendicular.wall, is that right?

MR. TRESEDER: That's right.

MS. ALDERSON: It's shallow enough?

MR. TRESEDER: Exactly. We stop short of that existing window.

MS. ALDERSON: So, that there'd be some alteration and | ask if you could still read the
mass, but we would actually not be concealing any original windows?

MR. TRESEDER: | guesé that's true. But it's almost as if it were like a little bridge
almost, because I'm actually not -- I'm also leaving the foundatic;n below open as well. So, you could
again, sothis.reads-almost'liké a_bay. So, that you know the original wall 'p|ane is there and you can
sorf of see it at the bottom and you see it at the top and this is just like an interruption at the original
wall point.

MS. ALDERSON: | think that's an i;1teresting idea to solve the spatial problem without
completely sacrificing it, masking over the original features.

MR. TRESEDER: Andther just -- on my proposed addition if you look at the drawings --
one thing | am proposing to do is to change materials on the second floor. And this is almost -- |
always enjoy the feedback from the commission on these kinds of things. My thought was to -- the
main house changes to German latch siding to a fish scale shingle at the -- between the second floor
and the attic. And here, I'm proposing to create a horizontal line between the first and second floors

P P S I i i Tt T T T e : . .
to make it shift'between.German.latch.siding and shingles, .and notuse fish scale-shingles, but.to.use
N — e ——— e -

cheape,,r,_copventionaI,‘random=width'shing|es:?“’And that was done sort of intentionally to make this

feel more like a rear outbuilding using a. -- as.the house proceeds toward the rear, the finishes get
simpler and less expensive. And I'm trying to carry that motif -

MS. ALDERSON: Can you direct us to a number?

MR. TRESEDER: I'm sorry. I'm looking at circle 11.

MS. ALDERSON: Okay. Right. Right. Right. That's sort of craftsman shaped shingles

[



as opposed to --

MR. TRESEDER: It is, but acfually, the inspiration mode is the thought that
outbuildings are often -- that they would transition to a cheaper material as they reached fhe rear-of
the property.

MS. ALDERSON: In this rectangle, right?

MR. TRESEDER: Mm-hmm. So, it's an idea and | appreciate feedback on those --

MS. ALDERSON: 'I think it suits the new addition better than fish scale shingles would.

MR. DUFFY: Generally, I would agree with that approach. You know the front is
somewhat decorative, but it gets pretty plain around the back. And being an outstanding resource, |
think you would want the addition to be -- to be to receive somewhat relative to the original. So, that
would pretty well suggest a fairly toned-down approach to the materials with the "L" in the back, in
my mind.

Could staff show an image of the house from the front right? Or do you have anything
that's viewed from the public right-of way?

MR. TRESEDER: That's the view --

MS. FOTHERGILL: This would be on the sidewalk.

MR. TRESEDER: Yeah. This would be sort of a -- if you were trying to look at this new
addition, you would be standing here trying to see it. But you couldn't see around the corner there
that the little bridge are we're talking about would be 4 feet around that corner.

MS. ALDERSON: I'm pretty familiér with this old area too, --. You really have to be
edging up to the house to see this much. It's pretty -- you don;t really see too much of the sides -- not
of the rear portion of the sides. you Asee the front portion, but | never really noticed the "L" strolling
by. So, it is pretty concealed.

MS. MILES: My question is to what | raised to Anne earlier about the materials. Can |
you specify what you would be using for the windows, doors, trim garage doors, roof, chimney,
terrace, railings, et cetera, other than the shingles?

" MR. TRESEDER: Well, we're going to use a German-latch siding on the main level. |
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believe -- well, this is -- | don't think this is a standard German lap. Usually in little houses, the profile

"is not something you can get anymore. So, usually | specify a cuStom-mill-doing,the_lapvsidiir')'g_ti)'mitij

me’_ﬁ?iéfﬁ'a'lmile. It seems like a small thing, but I've done it before and it makes a huge difference.
If you try to use the limber yard German lap, it just doesn't look right. So, we'll use that. (Corner,
bgards;:W@:tﬁe‘SDﬁ‘ﬂ forget, it's been awhile since I've worked on an
outstanding resource. So, | don't know if you allow the SDL whites in the windows. Those are what |
prefer to use |

MS. MILES: | think we have for additions, right? 0

MS. FOTHERGILL: The real matrix that we are adopting as ;;art of the design

guidelines, says for additions.to.outstanding resources that'could'be true divided?

MR. TRESEDER: Okay. We'll do what we have to do. I'hate to do it because, as you

know it means that the moldings have to be out of proportion. |'mean’tie mutton.bars.are actually =

ci%fﬂderto-hold-the »thicker-insulating;g@_s;youjhaVéft‘éﬂUse:awj)g.jWélI,'.th'”e?e”.’a‘r'e?_-‘: ’

guess there are other choices. You can use a single-glazed window and with a storm and submit it

with a storm. And that maybe that's what we'll end up using then. And that'§ interior storm, isn't it?
MS. MILES: Or exterior. ‘ : i

MR. TRESEDER: Okay. So,lit's_ like @ marvin with an interior -- mark?

MS. ALDERSON: It's like a only Aproportio‘ns are important.

MR. TRESEDER: Yeah. Because as you know, when you use insu‘lating glass the
mutton bar just gets too fat and --. So, yeah, we could use a -- instead of using SDLs | guess then, we
would use asingle-glaze TDL. Yeah, | .
MS. MILES: Asphalt roof, | assume?

MR. TRESEDER: Yes. A matching roof --
MS. MILES: Brick chimRey oF stona?
MR. TRESEDER: It's called -- I'd_rather use'brick-sNo stone. It's a true -- we're going to

be doing a Rumford fireplace. It will be a two - fireplace. .

MS. MILES: All right. and then the railings and other trim pieces will all be equal,
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right?

MR. TRESEDER: They'll all be -- well, yes, in this case they will. Yeah.

MS. MILES: And so no hearty --

MR. TRESEDER: None of this will. You know | know -- no hearty plank. No PVC.-No -
] ASIC. "The owners would be paying for this thing for the rest of their lives.

MS. MILES: You satisfied my concerns. Thank you. | also agree with Commissioner
Alderson and | like the idea of the bump-out being -- looking like it's sort of tacked on so that it can be
viewed as the -- an addition. Andsince there are no original windows and the original window is on
thv\é‘be'rpendicular, side, will;not be affected. | think/that's appropriate. -

MS. ALDERSON: | don't have a problem with the bump-out the way you've handled it
here. I've been viewing the way the house reads from the street. But some day, perhaps on another
project you might revisit the brackets that were added | guess, in the early '90s. And were kind of --

" MR. TRESEDER: You didn't tell me that --

MS. ALDERSON: | think tHere is actually, original documentation on the house that
shows what's authentic. | |

MR. TRESEDER: -- a little bit of the gallery real pieces?

MS. ALDERSON: They're added. Stick -- they would have been angt.;lar, | think. Yeah.
They would have been angular or absent. They were added in the 90s, and not with a permit.

MR. FULLER: Just before we get down to the -- before we get in the line of comments

MR. NOVELL: | bought it in '94.

MR. FULLER: Before we get down to the line of just general or specific comments, |
guess the only thing Paul and staff -- one of my concerns just looking at this application. There's now a
whole lot of existing tradition lines to look at he}e. Normally, | thinl; you seé a little bit more than
what's actually here now. |think I --

MR. TRESEDER: You mean in the floor plans as well as elevations?

MR. FULLER: Yeah. Yeah.
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MR. TRESEDER: Certainly. We'd make sure you have those.

MR. FULLER: And same thing as it relates to the neighborhood plan. We're looking at

one sheet. We.don't-really see how this sits'next to adjoining properties._So, it would'just‘bels‘gfil-t_o)

have that.

e e ——— e
MR. TRESEDER: Aflittie street scape?-How many-houses down doyou think we should ——

go? ‘

MR. FULLER: Just,'you tell me where the context changes. If it's -- if everything's
basicall‘y the same build-to line, then that's fine. Just give me one on each side. Because everything's
variable, I'd like to see something going that way.

MR. TRESEDER: Okay.

MR. FULLER: Let's just go down the line so we can wrap this up. I've heard very few
comments about massing. But if people comment on massing, there has been a considerable
discussion on the side addition to the ba;:k "L." Staff has pointed out the question the attachment at
the rear of the "L." There's been a fair amount of discussion on the materials. ‘

Nuray, we'll start with you and just stay on the road. .

MS. ANAHTAR: Yeah. | would like to focus on the two comments that the staff had.
The first one is obviously, the addition on the first floor. | think you can still get a nice kitchen without
it. §nce-it’s~an'oggs'taﬁ'dimm;rwo‘umth;;\a:émII?déﬁGliéh‘é‘d:But | would like to
know what you think about the second comment because | can't see that it will affect your roof
design. So, have you looked at it to see how it's going affect your roof inset?

\ MR. TRESEDER: Oh, if we were to take on the recommendation and use it?

MS. ANAHTAR: Yeah because it won't be looking right in what you're showing.

MR. TRESEDER: No, | couldn't do it.

MS. ANAHTAR: It won't be the same height.

MR. TRESEDER: No, | couldn't do it exactly the way they said. I'd have to revisit that

and you know.

MS. ANAHTAR: Yeah, | think ydu have to change your roof configuration.



‘MR. TRESEDER: Exactly.
MS. ANAHTAR: So, it's not a simple insert in there, but it'll change the look, basically.
MR. FULLER: | guess now, from your perspective, do you think that's an important

comment to inset that back piece in the addition? Or would you --

MS. ANAHTAR: ‘y_é_s,—’itfsfan;out§t'é'r'1'ding.resouchtfh?t'EfWhhétTféfh"év"e_Eefeglryi_r_\g1(_)) ’
dwthaevefy*'éth'é??)‘utstza_rlciil\g;[esou{[Se. So, | would rather see the minimal impact on the original
house. So, yeah, ! support both of the comments, basically. But other than that, | like the massing
materials that you're proposing. .

MS. ALDERSON: | don't have a problem with it because the way it really is partial. And
it leaves a reading of the original position of the house. This is not broadly visible. It's not on a corner
lot. And that you've left both the footpring -- what's below, what's above and what's on the side --
and so that actually all the -- one non-destruct window.which gets you in a little push in a wall. So, to
me it's quite modest. And overall, it meets the objective. So, | don't have an issue.

MR. FULLER: What about the issue of the insetting or non-insetting the rear addition?

MS. ALDERSON: | think it's a minor issue, but it's glass we're taking a look at. But |
could éenerate this -- you know this conforms in that it's well back there. It's | think it generally meets
our expectations for addition that'§ well setback. | don't -- to'me’that minor-inset is'not critical to-the?
success of this:

MR. FULLER: Thank you. Warren?

MR. FLEMING: i'don'thave a:problem with:it>No;.no problem-heré. 2

MS. MILES: I-‘éﬁee‘_with'.Commissioner_'AIderson‘s'co‘mmeﬁt'sfJ

MR. DUFFY: Well, | have mixed feelings. But generally, if there's an outstanding we
like to see as much of the massing of the original house maintained. And with this site, it seems like
there's plenty of space to expand for the rear. So, there's not an inherent problem with the site that's
requiring an addition to the side. And lacking you know, better information on the site you know, my
tendency is to say( overall, | dmith‘it'other thanithéfkitéhen:bu‘mping'_out.--l‘think-l.

agree with the’staff report.~I"agree with the’Commissioner.also./
T - e )



MR. FULLER: What about the -- whether or not the rear addition needs to stay inline
with -- or set in from the master --

MR. DUFFY: | don't think that's important. | don't thin‘k -- | think if it were to set in 18
inches it would hardly be visible. You know it would hardly be noticeable.

MR. ROTENSfEIN: | don't have an issue with inside of the rear addition. | am a little
concerned because it is an outstanding resource about the addition, and 1 like the way you ,
Qh/aracterized,it as a bay. But still, you'd be obscuring original fabric on that rear "L" and that's a litt[e
troupling. And | agree with Commissioner about theée comments regarding the expansion of the rear.

MR. FULLER: Iguess | would echo the later comments as if we went through this. We
- are here to protect the historic fabric and probably, or particularly, on that outstanding resource |
think the weighing of an internal program versus the fabric of the house is probably more important.
So, | would be against putting the addition on the side of the rear "L." | think it can be solved either by
getting bigger or moving the kitchen to the rear. It sounds -- it looks like the driveway goes all the
way to the rear of the property anyhow. But it seems to me thaf the other way is resolving your
kitchen problem. 1 also concur that from my perspective, the -- | don't see any reason to have to see
the back corner of the "L" or to worry about whether or not the rear addition aligned with the back of
the house because | think it's set back far enough that | don't think your eye's really going to notice
the difference. So, as | count the votes, | hear that the majority of the commissioners do not like the
side addition. The majority of the commissioners do not have a problem with the rear addition
coming out to the same’extent as the -- portion of the house. | think everybody said that the massing
of the house is good and | think the only discdssion | brought on materials that everybody thinks
you're in fhe right direction.

MR. TRESEDER: That's very helpful. Thank you very much.
MR. FULLER: Okay? Thank you.

3%
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
Address: 7219 Holly Avenue, Takoma Park Meeting Date: 9/10/08
Resource: Outstanding Resource Report Date: 9/03/08
Takoma Park Historic District
Applicant: Gary Norvell and Colleen Boothby Public Notice: 8/27/08
(Paul Treseder, Architect)
Review: Preliminary Consultation Tax Credit: None
Case Number: N/A Staff: Anne Fothergill

PROPOSAL: Rear addition construction

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff is recommending that the applicants make revisions based on the comments of staff and the HPC and
apply for a HAWP.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Outstanding Resource within the Takoma Park Historic District
STYLE: Stick Style

DATE: c. 1880s

BACKGROUND

In December 2007 the HPC approved a HAWP for this house for construction of dormers and installation
of skylights.

PROPOSAL

The applicants are proposing a two-story plus basement/garage addition at the rear of the house. The
existing rear addition (built c. 1980) and deck will be removed. There is a 3’ wide one-story section at the
rear right side of the existing rear ell of house that connects the house and the addition. There is a chimney
at the left side of the addition. A terrace with a garage underneath are at the rear of the proposed addition
with steps from the terrace to grade. There is an existing driveway and gravel parking area that will lead to
the new. garage.

The proposed materials for the addition are German lap wood siding and wood shingles and other
materials to match the existing house. The materials for the new windows and doors, trim, garage doors,

roof, chimney, terrace railing are not specified.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES

®



When reviewing alterations and new construction within the Takoma Park Historic District several
documents are to be utilized as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing their decision. These
documents include the historic preservation review guidelines in the approved and adopted amendment for
the Takoma Park Historic District (Guidelines), Montgomery County Code Chapter 24A (Chapter 244),
and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent information in
these documents is outlined below.

Takoma Park Historic District
The Guidelines define Outstanding Resources as:

A resource which is of outstanding significance due to its architectural and/or historical
features. An outstanding resource may date from any historical period and may be
representative of any architectural style. However, it must have special features, architectural
details and/or historical associations that make the resource especially important to the history
of the district, and/or it must be especially unique within the context of the district.

The following Takoma Park Guidelines pertain to this project:

¢ plans for all alterations should be compatible with the resource’s original design; additions,
specifically, should be sympathetic to existing architectural character, including massing,
height, setbacks and materials.

e emphasize placement of major additions to the rear of the existing structures so that they are
less visible from the public right-of-way.

o while additions should be compatible, they are not required to be replicative of earlier
architectural styles.

e preservation of original and distinctive architectural features, such as porch dormers,
decorative details, shutters etc. is encouraged.

e preservation of original windows and doors, particularly those with specific architectural
importance, and of original size and shape of openings is encouraged.

e preservation of original building materials and use of appropriate, compatible new materials is
encouraged.

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 244

A HAWP permit should be issued if the Commission finds that:

1. The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior features of a historic site or historic resource
within a historic district.

2. The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical archaeological, architectural or
cultural features of the historic site or the historic district in which a historic resource is located and
would not be detrimental thereto of to the achievement of the purposes of this chapter.

In the case of an application for work on a historic resource located within a 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 surrounding historic resources or would impair the character of the historic district.

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 aad proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the
property and its environment.

# 10: New additions and adjacer: or related new construction will be undertaken in such a

manner that, if removed in the fuzure, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.

STAFF DISCUSSION

This house is an Outstanding Resource and any proposed alterations and additions are reviewed closely to
ensure their appropriateness and compatibility with the historic house. In general, an addition should be
smaller and lower than the historic house as this proposed addition is, and overall staff supports the
proposed massing and its location at the rear of the house. A rear addition should be clearly differentiated
from the historic massing and should allow the original massing to read. In terms of this house, it is
important that the right side of the origine: rear ell remain intact and the proposed first floor side addition,
while only 3 feet wide, would obscure its legibility. Staff appreciates that the design of the proposed
addition’s roof allows the second floor of :he ell on the right side to remain visible, but it would not be in
keeping with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards to allow an addition off the side elevation of an
original section of an Outstanding Resource. Instead, what staff would recommend is an addition that is
entirely off the rear and is inset at the sides so any original corners can remain visible allowing the original
house to retains its integrity (see site plan that has been altered by staff in Circle

The house is on a very large lot and the overall length of this addition including the terrace and steps will
be about 15 feet longer than the existing addition and deck that will be removed. There are no trees to be
removed for this addition and the applicar.ts will work with the City of Takoma Park arborist on a tree
protection plan. There is an existing driveway and gravel parking area that will not be enlarged and,
because of the downward slope of the lct, the garage will be tucked down below street level.

The proposed materials are appropriate for this house and for the specific materials that were not noted in
the plans staff would recommend wood truae divided light windows and doors, wood trim, wood garage

doors, brick chimney, and a wood inset picket railing on the terrace.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the applicants make revisions based on staff and the HPC’s comments and apply for
a Historic Area Work Permit.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: ﬂy (- WS CLOES—
Daytime Phone No: 22/ 320 —( Sf

Tax Account No.:

Name of Property Owner: 6’})@7 ~NORY EL(_ Z{ Cor (LB /gOJTH %%avtime Phone No.. > 0/ - gd"d” - $6f0
aiaess:_ 729  Hoety AVENCE | Thkonpd fAalc rNp 209/ 22—

Street Number < City Staet Zip Code
Contractor: Phone No.:
Contractor Registration No.: ' -
Agent for Qwner: Oaytime Phone No.:
House Number: 72/7 Street: /‘/@0(/7 AVE

Town/City: m/@/f/)/}— vﬂﬂ?’b/ < Nearest Cross Street: TC/L/ V4 AVE
ot 2 f Block: Q Subdivision: 2 B 3 - GILRERTS Apnl "ﬁo yoy

Liber: Folio: Parcel:

Pt OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE
1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
~ Construct " Extend T Ahter/Renovate T AC L Shab " Room Addition — Porch ] Deck ] Shed
2 Move t . Install 3 Wreck/Raze . Solr " Fieplace — Woodburning Stove ™ Single Family
~ Rewvision 2 Repair ] Revacable ! Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) ) Other:

18. Construction cost estimate: $ 7 SO , 08O
7

1C. i this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

ETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND ND/ADDITION
2A. Type of sewage disposal: O?ZWSSC 02 ~ Septc 03 __ Other:

28. Type of water supply: 0t SSC 02 ~ Well 03 7 Other:
PART iﬁﬁgg; COMPLETE ONLY Faﬁ\ :;;:E/HETMNINE WALL

JA. Height feet inches
0 lndinnta iiihnthae thn $anan ar sntainina icialt ir ta ha mannbeintad an ana abthn Jallaiinnm lanatinma: @




'HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING
[Owner, Owner’s Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Property Owners]
Addresses may be acquired from “Real Property Data Search” onlinc;: http://www.dat.state.md.us/

Owner’s mailing address Owner’s Agent’s mailing address

bav Y No;‘-’:c/// t Cofleen Booﬂ\-l:«j %ﬁg ZC/a 70; c?;%
e. DA D

7A\9 holly Ave R e

Jakoma Park, mp. 20913

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addresses

57“’;0‘ Saith + JAdee el Jopn + Sharon Varnum

330/ Hv/b Ave. 23 7"}0/19 Ave.
Takows Pork, mb 209\ Takowa Parl; MD.
_ 20713
)[Af/lerihc quclyh James E/)Sieh\
118 HO/B Ave. 4 Bd}'LICZj Ave.
Takoma Perk mp Takows Pacl, mp.
209/ A 209 12,




Statements for 7219 Holly Avenue, Takoma Park, Maryland
a.) Description of existing Resource:

The existing house is a "category one" house dating from the 1890's, 2-1/2 stories high
with a steeply pitched main roof. The exterior is distinguished by its porches and the
decorative treatment in the front facing gable. The house is on a narrow, deep lot which
slopes down to the rear. It is in the middle of a block on Holly Avenue a street with many
similar vintage homes. There are later additions to the side and rear of the house, as well
as a deck and patio in the rear.

b.) Description of the project and its impact:

The project consists of a two-story addition with a basement on the rear of the house,
which will be minimally visible from the street. The existing rear addition and deck (built
circa 1980) will be removed for this project. The proposed addition is limited to the
existing house width. The design is also limited to two stories, with the walls of the
second story lower than the existing house (6' vs 8') using the rafter space to complete the
room volume. The result is a roofline which is significantly lower than the main house
(8.5") and lower than the rear ell (5"). The addition is also differentiated from the rear ell.
by a 3' wide connecting section. A terrace with a garage below is attached to the rear if
the addition. There is also a 3' extension of the existing kitchen wall of the ell proposed
for the first story only, spanning the area between the main house and the addition. This
extension stops 5' before the corner of the main house so as to retain an existing window
facing the rear and to keep it from being visible from the street. Exterior finishes will be
of period materials and detail, matching the existing house with the exception of the
second floor wall shingles. These will be of the cheaper, random width type rather than
the regular scalloped design, in order to denote a more utilitarian part of the house, as
befits a rear addition.
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