31/6-94D 10314 Armory Avenue
Kensington H.storic District

e

4
Y



SBMTED 411 /g1

- “Montgomery County

Histaric Preservation Commi
/‘Pﬂﬁm [k

TUNR T A i0OVED .'
sion




GmeD Glif1e

i SR
T

R I

Vit s $)
3

,m..r,.\ﬂy. dc., ...
Mﬁm&dé.
AN

jon Commission

Yk

Wiips>

APPROVED
Montgomery County

c Prese

]

T




/ \NDTECH ASSOC!ATES .
7307 BALTIMORE AVENUE S 214
COLLEGE PARK, MARYLAND 30

. ' 5 0
S\ V
%.' 3 o % - -
\
'\\ }\ \
_ uoop ZSTORY ApPITIoH
' 1}/ PMT & ATTIC
4 Jr o ke /] /Féwm EvisT. posilooy

\ Facs

NOTE: THIS PRCPEATY LIS
IN FLOGD ZOWE 7. a1t AREA
e ! LU COING, AS
. : DELINATED CR T35 MAPS
o\ x OF THE NATIONA. #LOOD
2 INSURANCE PRUGFAM

EXI6T 2 “1orY Wodp —__
HMJ‘E H/NTIL 5_* E 105 3,0

2280 Y el s = =TIV |
e - T b PROVED
| 3 §(§ J ~ Montgomery County
— & L : iistaric Preservation Commission

ARMORY Avenve [

§ 7 a2t ‘
. .(Fa//nz//y Howa s -/475/\/(/5) : ‘L( K : I

: . NO TITLE REPORT FURNISHED
m ATION- SURVEY OF lor_—__ =2 BLOCK

it AR Ave, | o ’
MER}qR )vr>"/ A/}Z/ngNPLAT BOOK __ 82  |PLATNO _30

BIN o s prrrIcks SuBo/MMRTE Q-8 =22 SCALE:_ [ =30
OF ORIGINAL LOFS Z 22,828 OF 4 4 '

THE DIVISION OF THE ; p
LUKANgk K/Vawc.c:s:sj'; & O CA3€ NO __/éﬁ?.l___ LFILE NO ! W

TRICATION ' I e “the position-of all the '
PFICAT! rebq cerhfg #m‘f +he Poa iorof @ exasf‘mgﬁwslbﬁ:ﬂzgfm;:fs

U R SRR G



NS

o RAR < gl
80 . Q )
. AR
AV 0o 5 : £
& D‘ ($) P ) . <
v 0 %o Yy 3 5 OOov

’ J a2

e,

APPROVED .
Montgomery County

tion Commission

linbkino

oric Pr_e
s |

IprRAWING NO. |

g




7%

PINING RooM

b e ——

FILGT Flook PLAH

L Pori é
N R
O T
|
— !
Liv Room
3l : iNg  Rao
11
T ¥ ¥
PeonNT Poped
& i———— [~

___‘i__'__‘____‘__

L INE JF PRENIOUS SUBMITTAL

NOTE : NEW LoNSTR:iCT 01

SHOWH Srabep
' 12 I
b e ]
Vd
H N
. ‘\OVED

- igomery Coun

Wﬂ Com%ission




NEW Bay

ooy 23 e e

&

= BECRoCY Bl

NoTE « NEW CovsTRUCT o
alon~ Sl poen

9BLoND FLOsE- PLAN - . v 0 5

—

|

L
+35

"sFPROVED

TonAterr fDRAWING NO

!



. L 4
L. . T
Som .
P

—

KEGTORE ZrerT-

CHIMNEY

pooF TO MATeH EX4T.

Illlnltllnll'nllllllhnllllnnl!llll

B~ ADDINON

|
'
~

[T T

T

PuenNG conGT-

Jljr

APPROVED
Montgomery County

v WWH Commission

ANt

EAST ELEVATICHN

4" =)' -O"




all

S
' I
4

i

il

T

[T

[l

il

-

‘BRicL To MATcH BRIGT,

L]

|- 3-5Y7 3
MHEY

o

=
=]

~ T

I

T

1

T satai i [T

—|

i

1

DTS
ImSuNerINE

NeW APDITION

LPHUVED

amontgomery County

EXISTIHG  (ONST.

<

NOPTH  ELevan od

V4»




e e

PR LY

4

|
’ E HEW WIN20W
i
g 7
| =
8% S || —— e = 9
o] | Y - T :
133 b ~
' 99"01 l e - ]
f =l ==}
33 =2y L Bl W
‘% ‘ et b it |
3 ==
sl

L
B

———

NEW A2D " oN [

EX.ZTinGg (ONWT l0 G 0
- \ + 1

WE. T ELEVATION
V4" -c"




e RIS

NOUVAZIE W09

*

i [l sEanEann

[T

LT

APPROVED

Montgomery County

-@oﬁc Ptesem;ﬁon Commission

Lanmib? onueoxa ﬁ&\&ul\

NOL20AENE? G INKT

No\tlaay vax

I

TRRAWING NO.

T meA e




APPROVED
. Montgomery County -

isjoric Preseryation Commission
Ybieids D

~L

émT gLeATIon




Uizt 1

ROVED
o emery County
1c Preservation Commission

unys

Ml TITHHIG
| i
iéq, | l
I

‘Neerd BLEVATIoN




HollvAad 1&3N

jon Commission

Vedics

APPROVED
v

Montgomery County

ric Prese

o




T

.
B == | 24
o
(5o
7
APPROVED » TN
Mongomery County e
Higjoric Preservation Commission ‘ & N

@%HTH ELEVAT|oN




BARNES VANZE & ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS .

April 19, 1994

Ms. Nancy Witherell

Historic Preservation Planner

The Maryland-National

Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

Re:  Historic Area Work Permit Review of
Proposed Additions and Renovations to
10314 Armory Avenue
Kensington, Maryland
A home owned by
Mr. and Mrs. Stephen McHale

Dear Ms. Witherell,

I am enclosing plans, elevations, and a plat showing work we are proposing on the

above referenced house. As well, please find enclosed photographs of the existing
house.

In response to the Commissions’s comments at our Preliminary Review, we have
made significant revisions. These revisions include pushing the addition back
from the front of the house an additional 2.5 feet and reducing the width of the
front elevation by 1.66 feet. We have not extended any farther into the back yard.
The addition is now 9.5 feet back from the main front facade, and approximately
15.5 feet back from the front of the front porch. The existing front porch is 25 feet
back from the curb and the addition is 40.5 feet back from the curb. By reducing
the size of the addition, we are able to leave the existing side windows in place.
We have significantly simplified the rear elevation, which is now more similar to a
bay, with the roof tied into the main roof, and its peak lowered 4 feet. The fish
scale decoration has been removed as suggested by the Commission. Additionally,
the main ridge of the addition has been lowered, and the existing chimney, which
has had significant repairs, will be restored to its original form, matching the chim-
ney on the house to the south. The reduction in the size of the addition has resulted
in the loss of one of the planned second floor bedrooms.

Per our previous application, we are also proposing the removal of the three pines
at the front of the house, and the relocation of one dogwood. The pines will be re-

1206 31ST STREET NW WASHINGTON DC 20007 TEL 202 337 7255 FAX 202 337 0609



placed by six new trees, and if the dogwood does not survive, it will be replaced by
two trees.

We look forward to your review of the enclosed and to the comments from both
you and the Commission.

Sincer_el)}; _
P L~
Stephen/Vanze, A.LA.

Enclosure

pc The McHales
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2279 Lewis Avenue [J Rockville, Maryland 20851

(301) 881-8130
April 22, 1994

Ms. Nancy Witherell

Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Ave.

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Ms. Witherell,

I am writing regarding replacement trees for the McHale
residence, 10314 Armory Ave. in Kensington. Given the narrow
location and the wires overhead, I believe 4 arborvitae planted
along the right side of the house at 4' centers and 2 American
hollies planted in the right front corner at 8' centers and 5-6'
off the drive would provide a suitable replacement for the existing
Deodora cedars. As they develop, the hollies will have to be
pruned periodically to maintain their perspective in the landscape
-but this species responds well to this type of maintenance and can
be an asset to the property for many vears.

Should you have any further questions, please call.
Sincerely,

%/% 28

Paul L. Wolfe, II
President
Integrated Plant Care, Inc.

cc: Kensington LAP
Anna McHale

Member

National

Arborist
Association
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April 19, 1994

Michigan State University Bachelor of Science 1974

Attend approximately 15 days of professional seminars annually

Licensed Tree Expert— Maryland (License # 319)

Certified Pesticide Applicator- Maryland, Virginia, District
of Columbia

EMPLOYMENT :

Bartlett Tree Expert Co. 1974-1977 Area Manager Marshall, VA
Gustin Gardens Tree Service 1977-1988 Arborist Rockville, MD
Integrated Plant Care 1988-present President Rockville, MD

Professionally employed as an arborist since 1974 actively
participating in all the following activities:

Formulate and implement plant health care programs
Street tree inventories

Diagnose and treat plant insects and diseases

Consultant to homeowners, communities, developers,
schools, etc.

Tree appraisals and evaluations

Collaborate with attorneys and testified in United

States District Court as expert witness

Testified before United States House of Representatives

Guest speaker at numerous meetings and seminars

Organized volunteer tree care project at Arlington
National Cemetery utilizing services of 400 arborists
from 22 states plus Canada

ORGANIZATIONAL AFFILIATIONS:

Board of Directors— National Arborist Association (NAA)

President- Maryland Arborist Association

Member- Professional Consulting Arborists of America

Past-President- Maryland Alliance for Responsible Regulation
of Pesticides

Member- International Society of Arboriculture

Member- Landscape Contractors Association

Member- Chesapeake Coalition for Responsible Environmental Care

Member- American Truck Historical Society.

Member- Kensington Historic Preservation Committee

Member

National

Arborist
Association
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2279 Lewis Avenue [0 Rockville, Maryland 20851

April 19, 1994 (301) 881-8130

Ms. Nancy Witherell

Maryland Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Ave.

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Ms. Witherell,

I am writing regarding the McHale Residence at 10314 Armory
Ave. in Kensingtown. Of specific concern are 3 Deodora cedar trees
located in the right front of the property. As a member of the
Kensington LAP, I was asked by Mrs. McHale to  expound on mny
comments raised at the Kensington LAP hearing on March 16, 1994 as
the minutes from that meeting don't include my thoughts.

The 3 trees in question are approximately 7, 8 and 10" in
diameter at breast height. They currently range in height from 25
to 35'. Although originally planted as separate trees, they have
grown together as a mass providing a dense screen between the
properties and the street.

Deodora cedars, as a species, grow to a height of 60-70' with
a branch spread of over 40'. One of the delightful characteristics
of the species is the gracefully branching habit as they mature.
The unfortunate part of the trees at 10314 Armory is that they are
planted in such a tight location that they will never have the
opportunity to develop properly. The homeowner is already having
to cut the lower branches back to clear his driveway. One of the
trees is encroaching the sidewalk and all are entangled in the
overhead wires.

It is my opinion that the property would best be served by
taking down these 3 trees as it was a mistake that they were
planted there in the first place. New trees more appropriate to
meet the demands of the site could be readily replanted.

The option of removing either one or two trees is not viable
as the resulting void in the canopy created by shading from the
adjacent trees would never f£ill in with new growth.

Please accept these comments as an addendum to the Kensington
LAP meeting of March 16, 1994.

Sincerely,

z/u//%/
aul L. WoVfe5 II
President

Integrated Plant Care, Inc.

Member

National

Arborist
Association
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xaoting of the Kenaington LAP
$/26/94

In attandance:

LAP:

Shulman, Wolfe, Morris, Jones, Dedes, Wagner, &
Basle

Others: Mr. & Mrs. McHale, their architect Stephen Vanze,

Dick Simler, Julie O’Malley, & John Oppenhein

014 Business

1.

Appeal by the Kensington Historical Soziaty ana some
Kensington ¢itizens of the HAWP granted to Mr. Fleming by
the HPC in February wae reported.

Results of the HPC consideration of the Fisher proposal
with Gloria Capron as designer for the house at 3923
Baltimore Strest were reported. The LAP majority vote
had favored plans as submitted although some members had
objections to certain element including the wrap-around
porch which was the major feature rejected by the HPC.
Discussion at the LAP meeting had included a detailed

02
F.B2

description of the purely advisory function of the LAP to

the HPC in order to inform the applicant that LAP

decisions may or may not be accepted by the HPC. Never-
theless, the positive LAP vote was misunderstood by the
applicants as essentially a binding endorsement. When
the HPC rejected the porch and recomnended decreasing the
size of the Kkitchen the applicants were greatly
disappointed.

The sense of betrayal expressed by,Fishers and

Gloria Capron to some member of the LAP - and to other
citizens who had testified at the HPC meeting has led
Helen Wilks to re-examine her feelings about membership
in the LAP. As a result, she has resigned, expressing
her reasons in a letter which will be circulated to LAP
menbers.

New Business

1.

In view of apparent conflicting precedents in allowable
or nonallowable c¢hanges to historic structures in
Kensington, the standards for rehabilitation of the U.S.
Department of the Xnterior, with particular reference to
nev additions to historic buildings contained on pages 58
and 59 were read to those attending the meeting. On
discussion it was brought out that the standards were
adopted by Montgomery County several years afterx
establishment of tha Xensington Historie District. Some
changes approved shortly after this designation may not
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be approvable currently. Interpretation of guidelines
may also vary among individuale eome being more
conservation than others; but desire to support the
mandate to preserve should be a gqualification for serving
on the LAP, ,

2. consideration of the McHale proposal

A model of the house with proposed additions was shown .
and described by the architect. Matters considered by
the LAP in interaction with the owners and architect
included: size and massing, setback, roof 1line, eave
line, tower, finishing details, landscaping, streetscape,
and impact on historic preservation 4in Kensington
generally.

After lengthy discussion a motion was passed

(5 to 2) to provide the HPC with thoughts expressed

on various aspects of the proposal by individual members
of the LAP rather than provide a yes or no vote on the
overall project which would not be as intormative.

Brief summary statements of memdber were:

Shulman: The proposal seems to be a mix of simple and complex
' style, the tower appearing too ornate and "presumptuous"
agalnst the original. Positive attempts to differentiate
new from old construction include set back and difference
in eave line, although the roof ridge reads as a single .
long structure from the front despite setback of new
roof. I would be inclined to preserve more of the
historic structure and ambience of the neighborhood than
is allowed by the proposal but this may not be possible
if pressuree for different utilization are considered g
overriding cenaddarabdan.

Dedes: The new addition is distinguishable fron the old by its
design and setback. Further differentiation could be
provided by omitting mulliions from new windows. The
fish-scale feature could be simplified. Overall it is a
lovely addition.

Wagner: The tower helps differentiate the new from old
construction as does the difference in height of the new
eave fron the old. '

Wolfe: The house would fit in niccly with the character of the
neighborhood. The housa to the South has a similar
addirion.

Baslet I have no objection whatsoever to the proposed new

construction.
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Jones:

Morris:

3814824‘ DR. SHULMAN _ PAGE 04

Eight of the 9 guideline of the Secretary of the Interior
appear to be fulfilled. I like the roof line as wall as
the tower. Llandscaping suggested by Paul Wolfe would
enhance the addition. It is a great addition that X
support 100%,

As a purist on preservation, I feel historic houseéz
should be presarved as much as possible. We have to hang
on desperately to what is left of historic Kensington.
Too many changes will leave Kensington as perhaps an
interesting town, but no longer an historie¢ town.
Architecturally the proposal is eensitive to preserving

" the appearance of the original cottage by the setback of

the addition. However, the tower style is distinct from
the cottage style; it mixes Queen Ann with cottage style
in an unacceptable way.

Although not in the summaries, preservation of one or
more of the large pines at the front of the house was
discussed with opinions both for and against.

Those wishing to make changes befors the 3/23 HPC meeting
call me at (301) 949-0395.

N. R. Shulman

FP.04
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Ra: McHale Preliminary Submission

The town arborist, Paul Wolfe, thought that 3 evergreens at
the front of the house should be removed because they encroach on
the walkX and driveway. The front tree is large and relatively well
shaped. Others might want to comment on the appropriateness of
removing it.

Fiona Morris represented the Historical Society in place of
Helen Wilkes. She had been approved by HPC staff but had not yet
received an official notification.



BARNES VANZE & ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS

March 2, 1994

Ms. Nancy Witherell

Historic Preservation Planner

The Maryland-National

Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

Re:  Preliminary Review of
Proposed Additions and Renovations to
10314 Armory Avenue
Kensington, Maryland
A home owned by
Mr. and Mrs. Stephen McHale

Dear Ms. Witherell,

I am enclosing plans, elevations, and a plat showing work we are proposing on the
above referenced house. As well, please find enclosed photographs of the existing
house.

Briefly, our client, Mr. and Mrs. Stephen McHale, have lived in the house for ap-
proximately eight years and hope to make additions and renovations that will ac-
commodate their family. They very much like the neighborhood and wish to con-
tinue living there. The existing house is very small, having only two bedrooms and
a small study on the second floor. There is no basement under the existing house.
We are proposing an addition to the north and west that will accommodate a full
basement play room, a first floor family and sun room and a second floor master
bedroom and small guest room. Additionally, we have proposed a small bay addi-
tion to the dining room and a bay window above it, slightly enlarging a bedroom.
Both bay additions are at the rear. We have pulled back the addition from the front
of the house, and have broken down the scale of the addition by designing a more
playful element at the rear, accommodating the master bedroom.

The McHales strongly desire the addition to the side, very similar to their southern
neighbor’s recent addition, because anything added to the rear will internalize the
kitchen and dining room, cutting them off both visually and physically from the
back porch and a very beautiful backyard. They also feel strongly that they are un-
able to properly utilize the dark and cut off section of yard to the north because of
the siting of the original house in the southeast corner of the lot. For these reasons,
they feel that the side of the existing house is the proper place to site the addition.

1206 31ST STREET NW WASHINGTON DC 20007 TEL 202 337 7255 FAX 202 337 0609



We look forward to your review of the enclosed and to the comments from both
you and the Commission.

Ste Vanze, A.LA.

pc The McHales















BARMES VYANZE & ASSOC. EITO6809 F.B81

BARNES VANZE & ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS

August 29, 1994

Mr. David Berg

Historic Presetvation Platmer

The. Nationzl

Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenuc

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

Re:  Historic Area Work Permit Review of
.. Additions and Renovationsto
10314 Armory Avenue
Kensington, Maryland
A home owned by :
Mr. and Mrs. Stephen McHale

Dear Mr. Berg,

This letter is to confirm our conversation of August 24, 1994, As1 said, the

contractor had constructed the roof.of the addition, matching the slope of the

existing gable o the south and failing 1o note the 1°-4” dimension poted on the

enclosed drawings. The difference between the ridge heights as constructed is 107,

got 1'4”, In our conversation, you agreed that the framed roof should not be tomn
own. -

Additionally, this morning, the contractor suggested and tendered a faisly
competitive price, to reghingle the existing roof, which is on its last legs. The idea,
of course, would be to match the roof that is presently on the house, I will call you
in the morning to discuss what approvals the McHales will need for that work. 1
-have enclowf a picture of the house for you reference.

Thank you for your help and I look forward:to speaking with you tomorrow.

Since

1206 3451 STREET NW WASHINGTON DC 20007 TEL 202 337 7255 FAX 202 337 0609



BARNES VANZE & ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS

August 29, 1994

Mr. David Berg

Historic Preservation Planner

The Maryland-National

Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

Re:  Historic Area Work Permit Review of
Additions and Renovations to
10314 Armory Avenue
Kensington, Maryland
A home owned by
Mr. and Mrs. Stephen McHale

Dear Mr. Berg,

This letter is to confirm our conversation of August 24, 1994. As I said, the
contractor had constructed the roof of the addition, matching the slope of the
existing gable to the south and failing to note the 1’-4” dimension noted on the
enclosed drawings. The difference between the ridge heights as constructed is 107,
not 1’-4”, In our conversation, you agreed that the framed roof should not be torn
down.

Additionally, this moming, the contractor suggested and tendered a fairly
competitive price, to reshingle the existing roof, which is on its last legs. The idea,
of course, would be to match the roof that is presently on the house. I will call you
in the morning to discuss what approvals the McHales will need for that work
have enclosed a picture of the house for you reference.

Thank you for your help and I look forward to speaking with you tomorrow.

Sincergly &_/—~

tephen Vanze, A.LA.

Enclosure '
pc The McHales

1206 31ST STREET NW WASHINGTON DC 20007 TEL 202 337 7255 FAX 202 337 0609
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THE MARYLAND NATIONAL CAPlTAL PARK AND. PLANNlNG CDMMISSIDN
= ] 8787 Georgia Avenue o Silver Spring. Nhn&deOSﬂlSﬂi]

o [

MEMORANDUM

TO: Robert Hubbard, Acting Chief ' g
: : Division of Development Services and Regulation
Department of Environmental Protection

FROM: Gwen Marcus, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Design, 2oning, and Preservation Division
M-NCPPC '

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit

DATE: M(w'f(zg[%‘f'

The Montgomery Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed the
attached application for a Historic Area Work Permit. The appli~
cation was:

X Approved . Denied

Approved with Cond:.'l::.ons-

lougunl Ui WQM«&@@MM_
Copmenegmit ww i afworkc

The Building Permit for this project should be issued conditional
upon adherance to the approved Historic Area Work Permit.

Appliéant: Lﬂwg ”I/yﬁ“ &L@ﬂh//ﬂ MCM
Address: 105{4‘ dy'mevy A'VW

Konpmgim, M. 20595




Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001, Rockville, Mafyland 20850
217-3625

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

TAX ACCOUNT # , - .
. ) 4 7y
NAME DF PRDPERTY DWNER MR .2 5"“&‘3 thP\"cN OX"HNC ' TELEPHONE ND 20\ ﬁ!’{ | 2069

Contract/Purchaser) {Include Area Code)
ADDRE;S tf:\”?)w ALMOEY 7‘\"‘0{ VUN’)IWH A 4/\/\1&9 : ‘ *))‘/')“
cITYy ) : STATE ZIP
CONTRACTDR _T0_#€  ZRLECIED ' TELEPHONE NO. —
CDNTRACTDR REGISTRATIDN NUMBER ___
PLANS PREPARED BY Vﬂ\ﬂNf" VFN?L NSOl r\ﬂamTﬁms TELEPHONE NO. /M@ 7] s

" (Include Area Code) -
s T REGISTRATION NUMBER 04 D%

LOCATIDN OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number 0% M’ : Streét _NEHORYT b Ve NUE .
Town/City :él" f\l"{:)?N'?.:ffTUM ' Election District \ -
ci 3o\a o~ s AR
Nearest Cross Street N CY'; 1
Lot Z Block - 4 A Subdlwsmn R, DETEICES SO TINISIN  F (952‘6 AL Wrs 24,1 + 78
. _ o PF iy QNN F THE BSTRTE OF ue f\M,)i P ks
Liber. Folio _ Parcel @& LWVsINsIeN ‘
1A, TYPE OF PERMIT ACTIDN: (circle one) Circle Dne: A/C Slab Room Addition
Construct (Extend/Add“:i Alter/Renovate - Repa’ir{ ~ Porch -~ Deck  Fireplace - Shed - Solar Woodburning Stove
Wreck/Raze ~ Move Install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (compléte Section 4} Dther _

18.  CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATES __ 10 D OETEWMIMNED . .
1C.  IFTHISIS A REVISION OF A PREVIDUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT # -
10.  INDICATE NAME DF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY Vo

1E. IS THISPROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? MO :

PART TWD: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTIDN AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS .

2A. TYPE DF SEWAGE DISPOSAL _ 28. TYPE DF WATER SUPPLY
01 (9 wSsC 02 () Septic ' 01 | 5\ wssC 02 () well
03 () Dther : 03 () DOther

PART THREE: COMPLETE DNLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

4A. HEIGHT feet inches . - .

4B. Ind|cate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

. On party line/Property line
2. Entirely on land of owner
3. Dn pubiic right of way/easement {Revocable Letter Required).

| hereby certify that | have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct; and that the construction will comply with
plans approved by aII agencies listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

e Prosipd drorfano DA - ey
Signature of owner or authonzed agent (agent must have signature notarized on back) Date
Q‘ll#ﬂ#i#iﬂl*lﬁ#*ll#*#ii*#ﬁ#*i****ﬂ****##*#*#*#*#Cfﬁ##*#iC*Q{#*Q**#iQi##i##*l***i*****!li*l***
APPROVED >§

' N 19 1

DISAPPROVED fo LA / 2. ’/"/m‘/ /‘"./ Wil
APPLICATION/PERMIT ND: /V//‘/J‘O ¢ (4/(/ FILING FEE:$ _
DATE FILED: _ PERMIT FEE: $_
DATE ISSUED: . ! BALANCES$
DWNERSHIP CODE: 2. o /700 [ RECEIPTND: FEE WAIVED:

n VA

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS |



'HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 10314 Armory Avenue ' Meeting Date: 5/11/94

Resource:Kensington Historic District Review:HAWP/Alteration

Case Number: 31/6-94D ' Tax Credit: Partial
Public Notice: 4/27/94 _ Report Date: 5/4/94
Applicant: Stephen and Anna McHale Staff: Nancy Witherell

PROPOSAL: Construct addition _ RECOMMEND: Approve

The applicants appeared before the HPC on March 23, 1994, to
discuss a proposal to construct an addition on the right side
elevation of a Queen Anne-style house that is designated a pri-
‘mary resource in the Kensington Historic District.

The applicants now appear with a HAWP application and have sub-
mitted modified plans as a result of the previous discussion. 1In
general, the HPC concurred with the concept of a set back side
addition, but deemed it too wide as seen from the street, recom-
- mended that the roof ridge of the addition be lowered, and sug-
gested that the rear turret be simplified in roof form and wall
treatment in order to defer to the style and scale of the house.

The applicants' HAWP application shows a side addition that is
set back an additional 2'é6" (the earlier setback was 7 feet,
excluding the 6' width of the porch), for a total of 9'6", there-
by preserving the two windows on the side wall in their existing
position. The addition has been reduced from the 14'8" width
proposed last time. The width of the addition on the street
elevation is now 13 feet; it widens an additional foot to a
maximum width of 14', excluding the chimney. This plan has the
advantage of breaking up the new side elevation into different
planes and subsidiary roof forms. The chimney (also shown in the
previous proposal) adds interest and scale.

The roof ridge of the proposed addition has been lowered approxi-
mately 1'4" from the earlier proposal (and 1'4" from the ridge of
the existing house).

At the rear, the turret is the same size as before, but with
clapboard instead of shingled walls, and a smaller and lower roof
form that ties into the gable face of the house. Pages 3-12 of
the preliminary consultation and pages H and M-R of the HAWP
proposal best show the applicants' modifications.



The proposed small bay window on the second story at the rear is
the same as that shown in the preliminary consultation.

The existing chimney on the central roof has been altered. It
would be removed and replaced with a chimney like that on the
adjacent house to the south. (The staff would recommend that
this project be eligible for the tax credit.)

In addition, the applicants propose removing three Deodora Cedars
from the front yard (in front of the proposed addition) and
replacing them with six new trees. The plans call for two Ameri-
can Holly trees of approximately 8'-10' in height to be planted
in the place of the Cedars and four Arborvitae to be planted
along the right side property line opposite the proposed addi-
tion.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The staff considers this proposal much improved over the first
scheme, acknowledging nevertheless that the width of the addition
is still significant in relation to the width of the house. As
shown in elevation, the front facade still has the wide, horizon-
tal proportions atypical of Queen Anne-style cottages. When seen
from the side and rear, the elevations are properly scaled and
massed, in the staff's judgment.

In order to show the true location of the side addition and its
setback, the applicants have staked and marked the footprint of
the addition in the side yard and have submitted slides to be
shown at the HPC meeting. The setback is an important element in
the proposal and mitigates the increased width of the house.

The staff has consulted with Steve Cary, a certified horticultur-
ist and arborist with M-NCPPC. He has read Paul Wolfe's letters
and concurs that removing one Deodora Cedar would not allow the
others to fill in. He believes American Hollies are a good
replacement for the Deodora Cedar trees. He also concurs with
the use of Arborvitae in the side yard as a replacement tree.

The staff defers to Mr. Cary in the review of tree species. The
staff notes, however, that the Deodora Cedars are very large for
the scale of the house and yard and that the house would be more
visible if smaller trees were planted. The Cedars appear to be
in good health, but they are planted closely together and the
front tree 1s very close to the sidewalk.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The staff finds that the modifications to the proposal respond to
the comments of Commissioners at the preliminary consultation.
The applicants and their architect have improved the design of
the addition, which alters the existing historic fabric very
little. The house, one of three that were originally nearly
identical, still would retain its small scale, despite the side



addition. Since the adjacent house to the south added to the
side yard instead of the rear yard, it is preferable, in the
staff's judgment, to be consistent with the addition to the
applicants' house. . From the deep, open rear yards, as seen from
Connecticut Avenue and the park, the houses still resemble each
other in massing and scale. The placement of the three houses
very close to their south lot lines provides the opportunity to
add to the side while maintaining the unusually large expanse of
open space behind the houses. In addition, the proposal is
consistent with the HPC's September, 1990, approval of the side
addition to the adjacent house to the south.

The staff recommends that the Commission find the proposal con-
sistent with the purposes of Chapter 24A, particularly 24A-8(b)1:

The proposal will not substantially alter the exterior
features of an historic site, or historic resource within an
historic district;

and with Standard #2:

The historic character of a property shall be retained and
preserved. The removal of historic materials or alteration
of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be
avoided.
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Historic Preservation Commission

" ‘51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001, Rockville, Maryland 20850

217-3625
APPUCATlON FOR I
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT o
TAX ACCOUNT % —_—- -~ —- e e e
NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER MK 2 Mﬂs QTW’(WN W/m"(f Teepnoneno. 220 A4 0064
sooess 1014 HEAORT KV umszw%ﬁ%: Z\’f"’ﬁi’fz w9
conTRACTOR TO Jf SELECTED __ TELEPHONE NO.. —

e -~ “CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER ___~_- R
PLANS PREPARED BY W‘?—NC’Z" RNZkJéle NﬂahTEGTQ TELEPHONE NO. /w'z %17‘255’

I “(Include AreaCode) -~ -
B

REGISTRATIDN NUMBER

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House ﬁarﬁbe—r __ 1oz H’ - ‘Str;et WOE‘/ #V&’NUé B

Town/City &EN@N &T0 M Elactmn District ‘ 3

Nearest Cross Street MN% <1 : .

ot 2 Biock - 4. sl,,,d.v,,,,,,, R,b oama-s g)evmwslw CF ofe WAL Las Zh’&Z#'Zg

o mw-am F e ESTHFIE OF (W MEK. 1chMOW (&5

Liber. Folio _—___  Parcel WEoN

1A. TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION : (circle one) Circle One: A/C Slab Room Addition
Construct xtend/Ad Alter/Renovate : Repair - Porch . Deck Fireplace . ‘Shed . :Solar. Woodburning Stove
Wreck/Raze - Move Install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall {complete Section 4} Other _

18.  CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATES __ 10 WE DETEWAINED

1C.  IFTHISIS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT # —
1D.  INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY __Y< YO

1E.  ISTHISPROPERTY A HISTORICALSITE? __ 8 92S — A\ a0l Y\awn

'ART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

A, TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 28. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY
01  0%) WSSC 02 () Septic 01 Y WSSC 02 () Wel
03 () Other 03 { ) Other

'ART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

A, HEIGHT feet inches

\B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the foliowing focations:

1. On party line/Property line
2. Entirely on iand of owner

3. On public right of way/easement (Revocable Letter Required).

hereby certify that | have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with
slans approved by all agencies listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit. @

M oAl e DA P R



SUPPLEMENTAL APPLICATION FOR HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT
REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF‘PROJECT
a. Description of existing structure(s) and environmental setting,
' including their historical features and significance:
ﬁxisting 2-1/2 story wood-frame, wood-sided house, built‘
circa 1890. House is Victorian Queen Anne, in neighborhood
of similar houses. Features include a decorative shingle

front gable and front porqh.

b. General description of project and its impact on the historic
resource(s), the environmental setting, and, where applicable, the .
historic district: ) :

Two-story addition with new Family Room en first floor,
master bedroom on second floor. Uhfinished basement under-
neéfh. Addition is to the side of the house,,éet béck from
the existing face. Addition is sympathetic to and in keeping
with the style and details of the original house, yet the

distinction between old and new is appafent.”



2.

3.

Statement of Project Intent:

Short, written statement that describes:

a. the proposed design of the new work, in terms of scale, massing,
materials, details, and landscaping:

The proposed addition is in keeping with the existing house.

All materials will match those of the existing house.

b. the relationship of this design to the existing resource(s):

The proposed addition is to the side of the existing house.
The addition includes a new family room and new master bedroom

off of the existing dining room and existing bedrooms above.
c. the way in which the proposed work conforms to the specific

requirements of the Ordinance. (Chapter 24A):

The proposed addition is appropriate to the existing context,
i.e. the house and the neighborhood. There is minor impact to

the extremely deep lot. The addition is distiguishable from

thé'existing_house by being lower and set back.

Project Plan:

'Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale (staff will advise on

area required). Plan to include:

a. the scale, north arrow, and date;
b. dimensions and heights of all existing and proposed structures;

c. brief'description and age of all structures (e.g., 2 story, frame
house ¢.1900); .

d. grading at no less than 5’ contours (contour maps can be obtained
from the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission,
8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring; telephone 495-4610); and

e. site features such as walks, drives, fenﬁes, ponds, streams, trash
dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

Tree Survey: If applicable, tree survey indicating location, caliper

-and species of all trees within project area which are 6" in caliper or

Jarger (including those to be removed).

.

©



5. Design_Features: Schematic construction plans drawn to scale at 1/8"
=1’-0", or 1/4" = 1’-0", indicating location, size and general type of
walls, window and door openings, roof profiles, and other fixed features
of both the existing resource(s) and the proposed work.

6. Facades: Elevation drawings, drawn to scale at 1/8" = 1’0", or 1/4" =
1’0", «clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing
construction and, when appropriate, context. All materials and fixtures
proposed for exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An

existing and a propo elevation draw f each facade affected by the

proposed work is_required.

7.  Materi ecifications:  General description of materials and

manufactured items proposed for incorporation in the work of the project.

8. Photos of Resources: Clearly labeled color photographic prints of
each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected

portions. A1l labels should be placed on the front of photographs.

9. Photos of Context: Clearly labeled color photographic prints of the
‘resource as viewed from the. public- right-of-way and from adjoining
properties, and of the adjoining and facing properties.

Color renderings and models are encouraged, but not generally required.

Applicant shall submit 2 copies of all materials in a format no larger
than 8 1/2" x 14"; black and white photocopies of color photos are acceptable
with the submission of one original photo.

10. . Addresses of Adjacent Property Owners. For all projects, provide an
accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners (not tenants),
“including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list should include the
owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as
well as the owner(s) of lot(s) or parce](s) which lie directly across
the street/highway from the parcel in question. If you need assistance
obtaining this information, call the Department of Assessments and

Taxation, at 279-1355.
1. Name JOHN & ALIsOU oPPENYHEIM

Address ozl AeMoly

City/Zip 4ENSINETON MY 10995

2. Name RUEH6INSG & HPRRIEON Ine

Address 106ls ZAINECUAUT BUE
" TENANGION MD 70295

City/Zip PeoNT _foa: [0l ApmoRrT




1757E

City/Zip

City/Zip

Name  SPENCGR. A BAeDh2h HpRRIW

Address Z210 VWhArNer o7
City/Zip ha%mﬂom MDD 203495

Name THE TOWN ©OF FEnNsINGON
Address (TOWN Wl - OL0 MEMOZY) Mitedgn 41.
City/Zip _HENSINGTON MO 20595

Name Pil 4 LeENA aoof a1
Address 10209 NZMOW( UPNE
City/Zip FENSINGTON MV /_wﬁass

Name

Address

Name

Address
City/Zip

Name

Address




BARNES VANZE & ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS

April 19, 1994

Ms. Nancy Witherell

Historic Preservation Planner

The Maryland-National

Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

Re:  Historic Area Work Permit Review of
Proposed Additions and Renovations to
10314 Armory Avenue
Kensington, Maryland
A home owned by :
Mr. and Mrs. Stephen McHale

Dear Ms. Witherell,

I am enclosing plans, elevations, and a plat showing work we are proposing on the
above referenced house. As well, please find enclosed photographs of the existing
house. :

In response to the Commissions’s comments at our Preliminary Review, we have
made significant revisions. These revisions include pushing the addition back
from the front of the house an additional 2.5 feet and reducing the width of the
front elevation by 1.66 feet. We have not extended any farther into the back yard.
The addition is now 9.5 feet back from the main front facade, and approximately
15.5 feet back from the front of the front porch. The existing front porch is 25 feet
back from the curb and the addition is 40.5 feet back from the curb. By reducing
the size of the addition, we are able to leave the existing side windows in place.
We have significantly simplified the rear elevation, which is now more similar to a
bay, with the roof tied into the main roof, and its peak lowered 4 feet. The fish
scale decoration has been removed as suggested by the Commission. Additionally,
the main ridge of the addition has been lowered, and the existing chimney, which
has had significant repairs, will be restored to its original form, matching the chim-
ney on the house to the south. The reduction in the size of the addition has resulted
in the loss of one of the planned second floor bedrooms.

Per our previous application, we are also proposing the removal of the three pines
at the front of the house, and the relocation of one dogwood. The pines will be re-

1206 31ST STREET NW WASHINGTON DC 20007 TEL 202 337 7265 FAX 202 337 0609



'placed by six new trees, and if the dogwood does not survive, it will be replaced by
two trees. ‘ \

We look forward to your review of the enclosed and to the comments from both
you and the Commission.

Sincerely,
R4 4 / &\
Stephen/Vanze, A.LA.

Enclosure

pc The McHales
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EAST ELEVATION

McHale Residence @

10314 Armory Avenue
Kensington, MD. 20895



WEST ELEVATION

NORTH ELEVATION
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The Plant Health Specmhsts

"INTEGRATED
PLANT CARE

2279 Lewis Avenue [ Rockville, Maryland 20851
(301) 881-8130

April 19, 1994

Ms. Nancy Witherell

Maryland Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Ave.

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Ms. Witherell,

I am writing regarding the McHale Residence at 10314 Armory
Ave. in Kensingtown. Of specific concern are 3 Deodora cedar trees
located in the right front of the property. As a member of the
Kensington LAP, I was asked by Mrs. McHale to  expound on my
comments raised at the Kensington LAP hearing on March 16, 1994 as
the minutes from that meeting don't include my thoughts.

The 3 trees in question are approximately 7, 8 and 10" in
diameter at breast height. They currently range in height from 25
to 35'. Although originally planted as separate trees, they have
grown together as a mass providing a dense screen between the
properties and the street.

Deodora cedars, as a species, grow to a height of 60-70' with
a branch spread of over 40'. One of the delightful characteristics
of the species is the gracefully branching habit as they mature.
The unfortunate part of the trees at 10314 Armory is that they are
planted in such a tight location that they will never have the
opportunity to develop properly. The homeowner is already having
to cut the lower branches back to clear his driveway. One of the
trees is encroaching the sidewalk and all are entangled in the
overhead wires.

It is my opinion that the property would best be served by
taking down these 3 trees as it was a mistake that they were
planted there in the first place. New trees more appropriate to
meet the demands of the site could be readily replanted. )

The option of removing either one or two trees is not viable
as the resulting void in the canopy created by shading from the
adjacent trees would never £3ill in with new growth.

Please accept these comments as an addendum to the Kensington
LAP meeting of March 16, 1994..

ely,

)Z%ﬂz%// /bc

Paul L. Wo fe,
Pre51dent/ : \P
Integrated Plant Care, Inc.

Member
# National
AR

Arhovrsst



The Plant Health Specmhsts

INTEGRATED
PLANT CARE

2279 Lewis Avenue ] Rockville, Maryland 20851
(301) 881-8130

April 22, 1994

Ms. Nancy Witherell

Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Ave.

Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Ms. Witherell,

I am writing regarding replacement trees for the McHale
residence, 10314 Armory Ave. in Kensington. Given the narrow
location and the wires overhead, I believe 4 arborvitae planted
along the right side of the house at 4' centers and 2 American
hollies planted in the right front corner at 8' centers and 5-6'
off the drive would provide a suitable replacement for the existing
Deodora cedars. As they develop, the hollies will have to be
pruned periodically to maintain their perspective in the landscape
but this species responds well to this type of maintenance and can
be an asset to the property for many years.

Shquld you have any further questions,'please call.
S1ncerely,

/%/%/

Paul L. Wolfe, II
President
Integrated Plant Care, Inc.

cc: Kensington LAP
Anna McHale

Mecmber
A;ﬂ National
& N

Arboryst



The Plant Health Spemhsts

INTEGRATED
PLANT CARE

2279 Lewis Avenue [J Rockville, Maryland 20851

(301) 881-8130
RESUME OF

PAUL L. WOLFE, II

April 19, 1994
EDUCATION:

Michigan State University Bachelor of Science 1974

Attend approximately 15 days of professional seminars annually

Licensed Tree Expert- Maryland (License # 319)

Certified Pesticide Applicator- Maryland, Virginia, District
of Columbia

EMPLOYMENT:

Bartlett Tree Expert Co. 1974-1977 Area Manager Marshall, VA
Gustin Gardens Tree Service 1977-1988 Arborist Rockville, MD
Integrated Plant Care 1988-present President Rockville, MD-

Professionally employed as an arborist since 1974 actively
participating in all the following activities:

- Formulate and implement plant health care programs
- Street tree inventories
- Diagnose and treat plant insects and diseases
- Consultant to homeowners, communities, developers,
schools, etc.
- Tree appraisals and evaluations
- Collaborate with attorneys and testified in United
States District Court as expert witness
- Testified before United States House of Representatives
- Guest speaker at numerous meetings and seminars
- Organized volunteer tree care project at Arlington
National Cemetery utilizing services of 400 arborists
from 22 states plus Canada

ORGANIZATIONAL AFFILIATIONS:

Board of Directors- National Arborist Association (NAA)

President- Maryland Arborist Association

Member- Professional Consulting Arborists of America

Past-President- Maryland Alliance for Responsible Regulation
of Pesticides

Member- International Society of Arboriculture

Member- Landscape Contractors Association

Member- Chesapeake Coalition for Responsible Env1ronmental Care

Member- American Truck Historical Society

Member- Kensington Historic Preservation Committee <j::>

Member
& National

Arivoris:
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 10314 Armory Avenue Meeting Date: 3/23/94

Resource:Kensington Historic District Preliminary Consultation

Case Number: n/a Tax Credit: No

Public Notice: 3/9/94 ' Report Date: 3/16/94
Applicant:Stephen and Anna McHale Staff: Nancy Witherell
PROPOSAL: Construct addition RECOMMEND: Further study

The applicants own a Queen Anne-style house that is designated a
primary resource in the Kensington Historic District. The house
is the middle one in a row of three houses that were originally
nearly identical. The houses are asymmetrical, picturesque, and
strongly vertical because of their narrow width and steep front-
facing gables. Located across the street from the Kensington
Armory, the houses are bounded by Warner Street on the north,
Armory Avenue on the east, Ernest Park on the south, and deep
back yards from the Armory Avenue and Warner Street houses toward
Connecticut Avenue on the west.

The two-story house has a prominent steeply-pitched front gable
" and a full front porch. Shallow in depth, the house has two
windows on each side elevation. The applicants have built a
porch across the rear of the house. The three houses have wide
right side yards, as they are all built approximately five feet
from their left lot lines.

The applicants propose building a two-story plus basement addi-
tion on the right (north) side of their house. As stated in the
architect's letter, the applicants believe the side yard to be
the best location for the addition, as it will preserve the rear
rooms' light and access to the rear yard and use a part of the
yard that is not utilized.

In plan (pages 5~7 of the packet), the addition would be set back
7 feet from the face of the house (excluding the 6' deep front
porch) and would extend beyond the rear face of the house approx-
imately 15' (again, excluding the 8 foot deep rear porch. In-
cluding the porch projections, the addition would be set back 13!
from the front and would project 7' in a three-sided bay form
beyond the rear porch. The house is approximately 23 feet wide;
the addition would extend the width by 14'8", more than half the
width of the house.



In elevation (pages 9-12 of the packet), the front facade of the
addition is relatively plain, with windows that continue the size
and configuration of the existing windows, and a flat facade with
the roof's gable face toward the street. At the rear, a two-
story projecting bay with butted sash windows and a fishscale-
shingled wall surface is capped with a polygonal roof.

In addition, the applicants propose the construction of small
projecting bays on the first and second stories of the rear
elevation. Further, the front pair of windows on the north side
elevation would be moved forward to accommodate the addition.

STAFF DISCUSSION

In reviewing this case, the staff has studied the group of three
houses on Armory Avenue from all sides. They no longer retain
the original rhythm that identical houses normally have because
of the construction of a side addition on the house to the south
at 10312 Armory Avenue. The houses appear to be close together,
especially as a result of the existing side addition, and also,
in a deceptive way, because of the tall fir trees in the side
yard of the applicants' house. The houses are more consistent at
the rear, and their boxy forms are visible from the park and from
Connecticut Avenue. The view from these points is interesting,
since it is so unusually open for the neighborhood. The view
from Warner Street is more problematic, since it doesn't really
exist now because of a tall Magnolia tree. One hopes that the
tree will live for a long time, but at some point the rear eleva-
tions of all three houses will emerge from this vantage point and
- at that time, the proposed addition would be very apparent,
particularly the rear bay tower.

The staff has studied the files for the similar addition on the
adjacent house to the south, 10312 Armory Avenue. In that case,
approved by the HPC in September, 1990, after an earlier appear-
ance in July, the HPC evidently came to the same conclusions as
the McHales about the use of the side yard for the addition
rather than the rear yard.

The addition at the adjacent house, 10312 Armory Avenue, is set
back only marginally (18") from the front facade, although it
does not project beyond the rear elevation of the house. From
the front, the addition has a strong front gable peak that mimics
the pitch of the main gable. The fenestration is more contempo-
rary and differentiated than in the current proposal, and the
width of the addition is 12'. The ridge of the addition's roof
is significantly lower than that of the historic house, which
helps to create the sense that the addition is ancillary to the
original house and to maintain the vertical charcter of the
original facade and roof form.

The McHales' proposal differs from their neighbors in that the 7!
setback from the front facade is used (instead of a lower roof
ridge) to create the effect of an ancillary addition. The set-
back and unarticulated roof form of the addition do help to focus



attention on the steep front gable peak; nevertheless, the width
of the addition and in particular the continuation of the height
of the ridge line and the apparent (although not actual) continu-
ation of the gable face undermine the benefit of the setback and,
indeed, the narrow, vertical character of the house.

Another area of concern is the prominence of the rear bay.

Again, the view from Warner Street is currently obscured by a
large Magnolia tree in the neighbor's yard. The bay would be
visible from Connecticut Avenue, although more likely at a pedes-
trian's pace. The staff doesn't discourage (and in fact often
encourages) more contemporary, functional, or more
"whimsical"--to use the architect's word--additions at the rear
if they are appropriately scaled for the house. In this in-
stance, the staff would recommend that the tower be simplified
and made more modest, in keeping with the size and character of
the house. At the least, that the polygonal roof form be simpli-
fied in form and size by lowering it and attaching it to the rear
gable face. It is highly articulated, more so than the historic
house, and while it is a form associated with the Queen Anne
style, it is seen on high style examples and not on simpler
examples such as this house.

The effect of the side addition on the streetscape is a matter of
great concern, although the construction of the addition on the
adjacent house altered irrevocably the original rhythm of the
three houses. The side yard to the north of the house is approx-
imately 28', allowing for a 15' addition and more than the mini-
mum 10' side yard setback stipulated by the Town of Kensington.
The area in front of the proposed location for the addition is
planted with large fir trees which the applicants would like to
remove and replace with more suitable hardwood trees. Ironical-
ly, the trees would obscure the addition; now, however, they tend
to hide the actual generous width of the side yard and the view
of the side of the house.

The small bay projections on the rear elevation are modest and
compatible with the style of the house.

STAFF_RECOMMENDATION

In general, the staff concludes that an addition at the side
would be consistent with the character and style of the house, as
well as with the HPC's 1990 decision in the case for 10312 Armory
Avenue, provided that the addition's roof ridge be visibly lower
than the existing roof ridge. This distinction should be made
with most additions to historic houses, and the HPC normally
requires it. 1In this case, where the seam between new and old
roofs is visible on the front facade, it is especially important.
The purpose of the differentiation in height is to make clear the
distinction between the original and the new construction and to
make clear that the addition is ancillary to the historic house.
In this case, the differentiation would also mitigate the strong,
wide horizontal roof line that would be created to the detriment
of the narrow, vertical character of the house.



Second, the applicants should restudy the effect of the prominent
rear tower so that its overall character is simplified and made
more consistent with the modest architectural character and scale
of the house. '



BARNES VANZE & ASSOCIATES, ARCHITECTS

March 2, 1994

Ms. Nancy Witherell

Historic Preservation Planner

The Maryland-National

Capital Park and Planning Commission
8787 Georgia Avenue

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

Re:  Preliminary Review of
Proposed Additions and Renovations to
10314 Armory Avenue
Kensington, Maryland
A home owned by
Mr. and Mrs. Stephen McHale

Dear Ms. Witherell,

I am enclosing plans; elevations, and a plat showing work we are proposing on the

above referenced house. As well, please find enclosed photographs of the existing
house.

Briefly, our client, Mr. and Mrs. Stephen McHale, have lived in the house for ap-
proximately eight years and hope to make additions and renovations that will ac-
commodate their family. They very much like the neighborhood and wish to con-
tinue living there. The existing house is very small, having only two bedrooms and
a small study on the second floor. There is no basement under the existing house.
We are proposing an addition to the north and west that will accommodate a full
basement play room, a first floor family and sun room and a second floor master
bedroom and small guest room. Additionally, we have proposed a small bay addi-
tion to the dining room and a bay window above it, slightly enlarging a bedroom.
Both bay additions are at the rear. We have pulled back the addition from the front
of the house, and have broken down the scale of the addition by designing a more
playful element at the rear, accommodating the master bedroom.

The McHales strongly desire the addition to the side, very similar to their southern
neighbor’s recent addition, because anything added to the rear will internalize the
kitchen and dining room, cutting them off both visually and physically from the
back porch and a very beautiful backyard. They also feel strongly that they are un-
able to properly utilize the dark and cut off section of yard to the north because of
the siting of the original house in the southeast comer of the lot. For these reasons,
they feel that the side of the existing house is the proper place to site the addition.

—



We look forward to your review of the enclosed and to the comments from both
you and the Commission.

pc The McHales

o)
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THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 GEORGIA AVENUE
SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND 20907



