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MEMORANDUM

T10: Historic Preservation Comnissioners

FROM: Alison B. Vawter ﬁy&lglUb\,

SUBJECT: Possible Permit Violations at 10215 Menlo Avenue, Silver Spring
(Reference HPC Case No. 31/7-90C, heard April 25, 1990)

DATE: August 7, 1990

As you will recall, the Commission reviewed and approved a modified
Historic Area Work Permit application by Peter Wilson for work at the
above-referenced address in April, 1990.

Since that time, Mr. Wilson 1indicated in a -letter to Jared
(attached) that, without prior consultation with either staff or the
~ Commission, he had made some changes to the structure which did not conform to
the approved plans.

Meanwhile, last week, Mr. Wilson was paid a visit by Mr. Edward
Calloway, a Department of Environmental Protection Residential Inspector. Mr.
Calloway noted that, in addition to the changes articulated by Mr. Wilson in
his letter to Jared, several other deviations from the approved plans were
evident. Mr. Wilson has outlined these changes in his letter to Chairperson
Taylor (also attached), and provided pictures of the site.

One possible deviation not mentioned by Mr. Wilson is the removal
of two trees from the site. Staff recommends that Mr. Wilson be questioned
about removal of mature vegetation at the August 15 meeting, which he is
planning on attending.

At the direction of the Chair, the office has asked DEP not to cite
or fine Mr. Wilson for these apparent violations until the August 15 meeting,
when the Commission will have an opportunity to discuss the situation.

Please contact me or Laura at 217-3623 if you have any questions.

- ¢cc: Peter Wilson
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August 3, 1990 / AJG ~ 61990

% WISTORIC PRESERVATION
& MMISSION, MONTG CTY

Mr. Leonard Taylor
Chairperson
Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission
51 Monroe Street; Suite 1001

Rockville, Md 20850

Dear Mr. Taylor,
I am writing to bring you and the commission up to date on some
issues that have arisen with regards to the remodeling work I am
doing on a home at 10215 Menlo Ave. Silver Spring. The property
falls within the Capital View Historic District and, as you may
recall, was reviewed twice by the commission. The first review was
denied in March of 1990 due to a feeling that the large size and
massing of the proposed alteration was not compatible with the scale
of the existing neighborhood. We re-submitted a completely
redesigned second plan in April which was approved.
In our attempt to abide by the commissions original critique the
approved plan did not enlarge on the ‘existing foundation footprint
but only replaced an existing shed roof with a gable roof over the
rear section of the house. In retrospect, it may have been that we
should have spent more time working out the interior spaces of the
approved plan. However, at the time while working on the second
submission, our focus was to develop an exterior plan that the
commission would find acceptable. After construction began and the
interior demolition and new framing were nearly complete it became
apparent that the "attic" area that was created by the new gable
roof needed to be included as living space. The framing crew made
these modifications at that time. In our haste to down size the
scale of the original plan we had not clearly realized the limited
interior size of the original structure. Thus, subsequent to the
commissions approval, field modifications were made.
I have explained some of the process and reasons to illustrate that
there was no preconceived notion or intent on our part to circumvent
the commissions authority in this matter. It would have been
considerably cheaper from a construction stand point to have
anticipated these alteration and include them in the original scope
of work. Regrettably, this was not the reality we found ourselves
operating in.
Enclosed is a copy of the letter sent to Mr. Cooper after the scope
of the modifications were know, current photos of the project and a
llst with other modifications and explanations. I hope you will find
it useful in examining this matter. It may prove helpful in
developing procedures, if administrative intervention is necessary,
for these kind of field adjustments in Lhe future.

Regspectfully,

Peter Wilson
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August 3, 1990 MG ~ 61990

b glsmmc PRESERVAHOTNY
Mr. Leonard Taylor ;| MISSION, MONTG C
Chairperson
Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission
51 Monroe Street; Suite 1001

Rockville, Md 20850

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I am writing to bring you and the commission up to date on some
issues that have arisen with regards to the remodeling work I am
doing on a home at 10215 Menlo Ave. Silver Spring. The property
falls within the Capital View Historic District and, as you may
recall, was reviewed twice by the commission. The first review was
denied in March of 1990 due to a feeling that the large size and
massing of the proposed alteration was not compatible with the scale
of the existing neighborhood. We re-submitted a completely
redesigned second plan in April which was approved.

In our attempt to abide by the commissions original critique the
approved plan did not enlarge on the existing foundation footprint
but only replaced an existing shed roof with a gable roof over the
rear section of the house. In retrospect, it may have been that we
should have spent more time working out the interior spaces of the
approved plan. However, at the time while working on the second
submission, our focus was to develop an exterior plan that the
commission would find acceptable. After construction began and the
interior demolition and new framing were nearly complete it became
apparent that the "attic" area that was created by the new gable
roof needed to be included as living space. The framing crew made
these modifications at that time. In our haste to down size the
scale of the original plan we had not clearly realized the limited
interior size of the original structure. Thus, subsequent to the
commissions approval, field modifications were made.

I have explained some of the process and reasons to illustrate that
there was no preconceived notion or intent on our part to circumvent
the commissions authority in this matter. It would have been
considerably cheaper from a construction stand point to have
anticipated these alteration and include them in the original scope
of work. Regrettably, this was not the reality we found ourselves
operating in.

Enclosed is a copy of the letter sent to Mr. Cooper after the scope
of the modifications were know, current photos of the project and a
list with other modifications and explanations. I hope you will find
it useful in examining this matter. It may prove helpful in
developing procedures, if administrative intervention is necessary,
for these kind of field adjustments in the future.

Respectfully,

Peter Wilson



Jared Cooper June 5,1990
Department of Housing&

Community Development : ﬁn E @ E u W E

Suite 1001 [”
Rockville, Md. 20850 ﬂﬂ -
U Am 6 ,990 ?!1«,\
Mr. Cooper, HISTORIC PRESERVATION
COMMISSION, MONTG CTY

This is to advise you on some minor changes to the construction work‘

going on at 10215 Menlo Ave. I recall from my last HPC meeting that there
was some concern by a few of the members with regards to deviations frém the
exact plan as submitted for approval. The changes that have occurred since
the plan was submitted and the reasons for the changes are as follows.

1. The new front gable will be sided with cedar shingles as is the original
gable in the approved design. The shingles look so nice on the smaller
original gable we decided to continue them on the new area instead of the
masonite siding. The front gable louver has been changed to a similar sized
half round window.

2. The "attic" space that was created by the new gable roof(over the existing
shed roof) was so nice that it was decided to utilize this space.
Consequently the rear gable end louver has been changed to a Palladium
style window unit and two skylights on the north side new roof have been
added. Code requirements for ceiling ht. made it necessary to add a small
shed dormer roof where the original roof cricket was.

3. The fireplace had to be relocated so the chimney now comes through the
south instead of the north side of the new gable roof.
There have been no changes in scale or dimensions from the approved design.

If you or any of the board members have ever renovated an old home I'm sure
you can appreciate the fact that some changes and rearranging does take place
once you actually get in there and see what you'’ve got. In this case it was
the need to make the "new" attic space usable as a room and because of stair
and code requirements that necessitated moving the chimney and adding a

dormer and some windows. Please call if you have any questions or feel

free to visit the job site.
Respectfully,

Peter Wilson
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OUTLINE OF MODIFICATIONS 10215 MENLO AVE.
HISTORIC PRESER‘MT'ON

. . y : gomwgsnou! MONTG CTY
1. New front gable end sided with cedar singles instead

siding.
Reason: The cedar shingles looked so nice on the original part we
thought it would be nice to continue it.

2. New front gable end added to with a half round glass window.
There had been a gable vent that was suppose to be included on the
drawing but was missed.

Reason: Let in some south facing light into the "attic" space.

3. Add windows to the rear facing new gable end.
Reason: Accent the wooded rear yard and give light into the
"attic" space which had become a family room.

4, Add two skylights one on the north side of the existing gable roof
and one on the south side of the new gable roof.

Reason: To add light into the spaces created by the new and
existing gable roofs.

5. Addition of a dormer on the north side of the new gable roof with
two windows. 4

Reason: Code requirements for new structures made it necessary to
increase the percentage of head room in the attic space. One can no
longer place the knee wall at 4’ unless 50% of the ceiling area is
over 7’6" high. In order to accommodate this requirement some ceiling
area had to be raised.

6. The chimney was relocated to the south side of the new gable roof
instead of the north side as originally drawn.

Reason: The stair way to the "attic" family room could only be
positioned where the original fireplace had been. Resulting in the
need to reposition the fireplace and consequently the chimney.

The modifications above were included in the letter dated June 5th to
Mr., Cooper.

Listed below are additional changes that have been proposed or have

- occurred.

7. The stair assembly coming down from the deck is not exactly as
originally drawn.

Reason: The original drawings did not have fully accurate
elevation data on how fast the ground sloped away from the existing
house. Consequently the number of risers/treads needed to be
increased to accommodate the lay of the land and we had to make an
intermediate landing to shorten the horizontal run.

8. There have been 3 landscape steps added to the rear patio area
linking that area up with the stairs to the deck above.

Reason: Because of the need for a landing on the stairs the steps
come down away from the patio area and it was desired to link these
two areas. :

continued




OUTLINE OF MODIFICATIONS 10215 MENLO AVE.

PAGE 2

9, In the area under the deck it has been advised that we build a
storage space between the area that was shown as lattice.

Reason: There is no garage or full basement in this home and the
addition of additional storage for lawn and other equipment would be
helpful.

10. The double window facing the rear yard has a gable roof
projection instead of shed roof projection as originally shown.

Reason: At time of installation the shed roof projection of 10"
looked inappropriate so a gable progectlon of 10" was re-built
mirroring the same pitch as the main roofs.

11. The front door style has been selected and it differs from the
picture drawn on the original plans. '

Reason: That was a kind of "generic" door that had not been
gspecifically selected at time of plan submittal. Enclosed is a photo
copy of the door style selected.

12. There has been the addition of 3 landscape steps in the front
yard.

Reason: The original grading of the property was such that you
could not park a car in the driveway and access the covered walkway
without crossing a small embankment. :

13. Posts have been set to install a privacy/safety fence in the area
of the driveway built up by an existing retaining wall.

Reason: The original retaining wall places the "back" side of the
driveway aprox. 5' above the lower level making it possible for
someone to fall off of. Also, both houses 10217 and 10215 have
entrance doors that kind of "face" one another and the fence would
add some privacy for both entrance areas. A sketch is enclosed of the
proposed fence.

14. Shutters have been added to the two front windows of the original
house.

Reasons: Shutters are a predominate feature in this neighborhood
and after looking at the windows without shutters it was determined
that the house looked better with them. '
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EXTERIOR PINE
DUTCH DOORS
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M-2011 M-3011 M-4011
2"6" x 6-8" 2'.8" x 6'-8" ) 2.8 x 6-8"
28" x 68" 30" x 68" 30" x 68"
30" e

M-2013 M-3013 M-4013
28" x 68" 28" x 68" 28" x 6'.8"
30" x 68" 3.0" x 6'-8" 30" x 68"

* All doors — 1-3/4" thick

* Bottom rail of top section has weatherstrip applied
¢ Dutch doors not available prehung
* Single-pane tempered safety glass

NOT ALL ITEMS, STYLES, OR SIZES AVAILABLE AT EACH LOCATION.

SEE NOTICE ON INSIDE FRONT COVER. 105













Jared Cooper
Department of Housingé
Community Development
Suite 1001

Rockville, Md. 20850

Mr.

- ae

¥

Peter Wilson
Dersign & Construction, inc.

" HISTORIC PRESERVATI ‘
&Mmsslou, MONTG 8:"{
Cooper, N

This is to advise you on some minor changes to the construction work

going on at 10215 Menlo Ave. I recall from my last HPC meeting that there

was some concern by a few of the members with regards to deviations from the

exact plan as submitted for approval. The changes ﬁhat have occurred since

the plan was submitted and the reasons for the changes are as follows.

1.

3.

The new front gable will be sided with cedar shingles as is the original

gable in the approved design. The shingles look so nice on the smaller

original gable we decided to continue them on the new area instead of the

masonite siding. The front gable louver has been changed to a similar sized

half round window.

The "attic" space that was created by the new gable roof(over the existing
shed roof) was so nice that it was decided to utilize this space.
Consequently the rear gable end louver has been changed to a Palladium
stvle window unit and two skylights on the north side new roof have been
added. Code requirements for ceiling ht. made it necessary to add a small
shed dormer roof where the original roof cricket was.

The fireplace had to be relocated so the chimney now comes through the
south instead of the north side of the new gable roof.

There have been no changes in scale or dimensions from the approved design.

If you or any of the board members have ever renovated an old home I'm sure

vou can appreciate the fact that some changes and rearranging does take place

once you actually get in there and see what you’ve got. In this case it was

the need to make the "new” attic space usable as a room and because of stair

and code requirements that necessitated moving the chimney and adding a

dormer and some windows. Please call if you have any questions or feel

free to visit the job site.

Resp.ectfu.lly, @Jf/%bﬁm

10217 Menlo Avenue ®  Silver Spring, Maryland 20910
Phone: 588-2976 H.IC. Md. #12571 D.C. #333
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MEMORANDUM

”DATE: -' 7/?4/ 70

70: Robert Seely, Chief
Department of Env1ronmenta1 Protection
Division of Construction Codes Enforcement

FROM: Jared B. Cooperf Historic Preservation Specialist
Department of Housing and Community Development
Division of Community Planning and Development

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application

The//Mont mery County Historic Preservation Commission_at, their
Tzf}ing of 2£/90 reviewed the attached application by /% Fes—
YA

for an Historic Area Work Permit. The application was:
L///ﬂg;roved
Denied

With Conditions:

Attachments:

/L/AA// Ajﬂ//a/wz_,’
2. | /%ﬁlggzgreez/y 45522444x7é;r1:
3. /§7;/ //27;: ///Xo7[”? )

4. /“Tﬂ;&u' /Z?ZQas (/Alﬂaéng"%f%7>
s. (A An

JBC:av

——
.

-‘ ] 99E . o TRt e Historic Preservation Comml'ssl.Oﬂ o

31 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-2625



March 23, 1990

Ms. Margot Booth
11604 104th Avenue, NE
Kirkland, Washington 98034

Dear Ms. Booth:

At its March 14, 1990 meeting, the Montgomery County Historic Preservation
Commission (Commission) voted to deny your application for an Historic Area
Work Permit to add to the existing structure located at 10215 Menlo Avenue in
the Capitol View Park Historic District. This denial was made on the basis of
Section 24A-8(a) of the Montgomery County Code (Historic Resources
Preservation Ordinance), in that, based on the information submitted, the
alteration for which the permit 1is sought would be 1inappropriate or
inconsistent with the structures immediately surrounding this structure in the
Capitol View Park Historic District.

The Commission found that the proposal as submitted would result in a scale
which would be much greater than, and not cohesive with, the immediately
adjacent structures as well as many others on Menlo Avenue from its northern
terminus to its intersection with Loma Street. Based on the evidence
submitted, the Commission found that the proposed height and width is much
greater than that of the immediately adjacent structures. The proposed 2 1/2
story structure is incongruous with the existing streetscape in this area,
which is comprised of 1 to 2 story structures. These 1 to 2 story structures,
as a whole, create a streetscape which is small in scale.

As stated in the master plan amendment which added the Capitol View Park
Historic District. to the Master Plan for Historic Preservation: "The
geographic contiquity and architectural cohesiveness of the resources as

provided by the recommended boundary presents a sound basis for the regulation
and- preservation of properties”, even though "[m]Jost Capitol View Park
structures possess little distinction as architectural entities." (Emphasis
added). Your proposal would be incongruous with the geographic contiguity and
architectural cohesiveness in this area of the district.

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Sereet, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-3625




Ms. Margot Booth . * .

Page Two
March 23, 1990

The Commission found that it did not have enough information available at the
meeting in order to make a determination as to the exact difference in scale
and massing. The Commission found that certain information would have been of
great assistance in evaluating the appropriateness of the proposal, including
the ratio of the footprint of the proposed structure compared to the overall
lot size and the overall height of the proposed structure. In order to
compare these figures to other lots and houses on the block, the Commission
expressed interest in the compilation of similar data for the two structures
on either side of the proposed structure, as well as for the other larger
homes on the east side of Menlo Avenue, including those located at 10203,
10207, 10209, and 10211 Menlo Avenue. It is the applicant’s responsibility to
provide sufficient information to support the proposal. Section 24A-7(g)(1).

If you would 1ike to discuss the reasons for the denial of this application or
the possibility of filing a new application for an Historic Area Work Permit,
I would encourage you to contact Jared Cooper, the Historic Preservation
Specialist in the Division of Community Planning and Development, Department
of Housing and Community Development. Alternatively, you may consult with the
Commission on a preliminary basis regarding any future applications. Section
24A-6(d).

If any party is aggrieved by the decision of the Commission, within 30 days
from March 14, 1990, the date on which the Commission’s decision was made
public, such party aggrieved may appeal to the Board of Appeals, which will
review the Commission’s decision de novo. The Board of Appeals has full and
exclusive authority to hear and decide all appeals taken from decisions of the
Commission. Appeals from decisions of the County Board of Appeals must be
made in accordance with Section 2-114 of the Montgomery County Code.

If you have any questions regarding any of the foregoing information, please
contact Jared Cooper, Historic Preservation Specialist, at 217-3625.

iy
/ >

Jeff/hiskin
Chairperson

cc: kdward B. Lattner, Esquire
Assistant County Attorney
John Moran, Chairperson
Capitol View Park Local Advisory Panel
Susan Wilson .
Walter Maureen
Tim and Nancy Simone
Debby and Randy Cade
Judie Kinkead

JM:JBC/av
1706E '
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Date: 13 March 1990

To: Montgomery Co. HPC

From: Mike Radrke, Capital View Park LAC mpmber/;;éii74£~' Eé 5 Ezijs

Subject: Pete Wilsen Proposed Reuovatious

The Capital View Park TAC met on March 10,
Mr. Wilson's proposed renovations. After am extensive opsite survey, the entire
LAG endorsed his proposal. The height and width of the projecl was well within
existing and new houses on the same side of the street. Mr., Wilson's efforta
to retaln the country/Eastlake style of the arca are outstaading, T fully
support his proposal. Please use this as written Lestimony during your meeting.

1990 to discuss the plans for

Y B P
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March 13, 1990

-10108 Meadowneck Court
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Montgomery County Historiec VIA FACSIMILE
Preservation Commission 301=-217-3677

GBS Building

51 Monree Street

Suite 1001

Rockville, MD 20850

Re: Proposed Construction at 10215 Menlo Avenue
Capitol View Park Historic District

Commissioners:

The LAP has reviewed the plans for the proposed construction
at 10215 Menlo Avenue and conducted a site visit to help us
visualize the proposed construction and its impact on the
neighborhood. The LAP recommends that the construction be
approved as submitted, and provides the Commission with the

following comments.

The front width of the proposed construction is
approximately the same as that of the existing house. The second
floor proposed for the front of the existing house would be about
6~-8 feet above the adjacent hduses. The maximum height of the
house will he below the ridge line of the houses across the

street.

The bay window on the right side of the proposed
construction is at the same location and has the same width as an .
existing porch. It is the LaAP's opinion that the bay window adds

interest to what would otherwise would be a plaln side elevation.

The primary portion of the addition t¢ the existing house is
approximately 60 feet from the street., Thus, the mass viewed on
the front elevation of the proposed construction is set back from
the existing street scape. The LAP believes that the staging or




€
.

MAR 13 799 11118 SIFRS % HHLSEY : - ‘ .

Montgomery County Historic
Preservation Commission

* March 13, 1990

telescoping of the proposed construction minimizes the impact on
the overall street scape. For éxample, the overall length,
height and massing of the proposed congtruction is approximately
the same as the HPC approved neo=-victorian house three doors

away. .
Sincerely,

@«M,m

John P. Moran
Chairman, Capital View Park LAP

JPM/ima




.red Cooper June §5,1990

zepartment of Housing& =
>mmunity Development D E @ E u W E
1ite 1001 y, ,“
sckville, Md. 20850 ' ! '

’ u‘U AJG ~ 6 1990 ‘

~. Cooper, ' HISTORIC PRESERVATION
COMMISSION, MONTG CFY

118 is to advise you on some minor changes to the construction work

2ing on at 10215 Menlo Ave. I recall from my last HPC meeting that there
as some concern by a few of the members with regards to deviations from the
xact plan as submitted for approval. The changes that have occurred since
he plan was‘submitted and the reasons for thexchanggs are as follows.

. The new front gable will be sided with cedar shingles as is the original
gable in the approved design. The shingles look so nice on the smaller
original gable we decided to continue them on the new area instead of the
masonite siding. The front gable louver has been changed to a similar sized
half round window. .

. The "attic" space that was created by the new gable roof{over the existing
shed roof) was so nice that it was decided to utilize this space.
Consequently the rear gable end louver has been changed to a Palladium
style window unit and two skylights on the north side new roof have been
added. Code requirements for ceiling ht. made it necessary to add a small
shed dormer roof where the original roof cricket was.

3. The fireplace had to be relocated so the chimney now comes through the

south instead of the north side of the new gable roof.
There have been no changes in scale or dimensions from the approved design.

If you or any of the board members have ever renovated an old home I’'’m sure
you can appreciate the fact that some changes and rearranging does take place
once you actually get in there and see what you’ve got. In this case it was
the need to make the "new" attic space usable as a room and because of stair
and code requirements that necessitated moving the chimney and adding a

dormer and some windows. Please call if you have any questions or feel

free to visit the job site.
Regpectfully,

Peter Wilson
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT
PREPARED BY: Jared B. Cooper DATE: April 16, 1990

CASE NUMBER: 31/7-90C TYPE OF REVIEW: HAWP

SITE/DISTRICT NAME: Capitol View Park PROPERTY ADDRESS: 10215 Menlo Avenue

DISCUSSION:

The applicant is proposing an addition and alterations to this early-mid 20th
century structure in the Capitol View Park Historic District. An earlier
application (March 14, 1990) to enlarge this structure was denied by the HPC.
The principal proposed change, as viewed from the street, will be heightening

of the roof over the rear addition. As proposed, it will be converted from
shed to gable in form. Other changes are as follows:
<. Addition of german style siding over existing plywood siding.

2. Addition of decorative railing and trim over an existihg north side
porch. -

73. Addition of a chimney on the north side'

“4.  Replacement of existing window units.

-5, Deletion of one window; addition of another (south e1evatioﬁ).
Conversion of a rear elevation window to a sliding glass dopr.
Addition of a 12' x 14' rear.deck.

Addition of a skylight to the north side of the existing gable roof.

o o =\ oy

Elimination of a small south side door and landing.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff finds that the applicant has responded successfully to the concerns of
the Commission regarding the earlier application, which focused on scale and
footprint. Staff recommends approval of the application, based on criteria
24A-8(b)(1) and (2). The LAP also recommended approval, but has no written
comments at this time.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. HAWP Application and Attachments
2. Site Plan
3. Photographs
4. Elevation Drawings
5. Floor Plans

_MJéééé;ﬂ” e e .- . -

1778t



@ Historic Preservatid® Commission
100 Maryland Avenue, Rockville, Maryland 0850
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APPLICATIONFOR E | MFPR 6 1990
~ HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT |
TAX ACCOUNT # 7‘?&

NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER Peber 4 Susm_llsom TELEPHONENO. S BT =43 Y F—

(Contract/Purchaser) {Include Area,Code) . ) o
sooness + JOZL T el Az S §m-n»g et 2o
CITY P
CONTRACTOR ?&e/ Lalgon, Dtsz;n/{ 4-49{144(»—-\ TELEPHONEND, _ SBH 29276
CANTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER 125714
PLANS PREPARED BY:__24me TELEPHONE NO.

{Include Area Code)
‘REGISTRATION NUMBER L

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number /02 / (‘ ‘Street . ﬂl%&) M

Town/City 511»?4 iﬂ ¥ Lve ‘ Election District /3
Nearest Cross Street mpAa-

i Black. __&—_ Subdiwamn . cﬁ'ﬂ? 7L'/7'L &fty—‘ P»/é_ o
Folio ﬂﬂ"__wkl%m, Pet-9 A T e

Liber.

1A. TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION: (circle ane) Circle One: A/C Slab Room Addition
Construct _ Extend/Add Repair Porch Deck  Fireplace Shed Solar Wpodbur’_ning Stove
Wreck/Raze Move Install Revocable Revision - = Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) Other

18.  CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ # 29,600 :

1C. {FTHISISA REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ACTIVE PERMIT SEEPERMIT # /00

1D.  INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY _P E LD

1E.  ISTHISPROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? V.0

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS - - . e
2A.  TYPE DE,SEWAGE DISPOSAL 28. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY

01 '?Q WSSC 02 () Septic : 01 X wssC 02 () Wel
03 ) Qther 03 () Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

4A. HEIGHT feet inches

4B. Indicate whether.the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on ane of the following locations:

1. Onparty line/Property line
2. Entirely on land 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 constru;:tion will comply with
plans approved bya(ll,sncies listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

Signature of owner or authorized agent (agent must have signature notarized on back) - Date

EXRFEREEREFREREETRR R EREERFEF R TR ERREERREERRER R R RRERIE KRR R RN LK RN RN EEEE xR




Major Alteratlon/Addltlon‘_

1. Characterization of Resource;--10215 Menlo Ave,.
This property is in the Capital View Historic area but is not designated
as a historic resource. The houses on both sides of this property and
across the street are also not designated as historic recources. The
sketch below illustrates the property with regards to exi
non-historic, historic and new homes,

LOM‘L— \'\50" CAPE OV
| MEVLO Bl
16> loos | 16207 10209 l Tozn | lozm 130215’\’ 10217
NEw § &w:u}wew b WA
‘s | : g i'\ | g
2 Project Intenti T —— R U

It is intended to re-arrange the interior space of the existing house to
take advantage of the view from the back of the house. There will be
minimal changes to the existing street profile,.

An existing rear double window will be changed to a sliding glass door
to access a new 12x14 wood deck. This rear deck is the only enlargement
to the foot print of the existing house.

It is intended to re-side the existing vertical groved plywood siding
with" German" clapboard siding in either masonite or vinyl. (The existing
plywood siding is beginning to delaminate.)

It is proposed to cover the rear shed roof with a gable pitched roof

to give a more consistent roof profile.

There would be the addition of a small(22¥34")skvlight to the north
side existing roof elevation.

The south side elevation would be change by the removal of a
dilapidated side door and steps and replaced with a window.-

The south side elevation would also get one new window added and the
covering over of another.

No trees or landscaping would be affected by this project.

As this 1s not, nor adjoining a historic resource the HFC ordinance
should allow for sensitive remodeling or this home, as per section
24A-8,(1) it will not substantially alter the exterior features of the
street-scape and it {(2) is compatible in character and nature with

the historic district.

3. Project Plan;
a&b See drawings submitted.
c. originally a one story frame house built in 1940’s.
d. see drawing side elevations
e. see site plan as noted
4, Tree Survey; No trees will be affected
5. Design Features; See drawings submitted.
6. Facades; See drawings submitted.
7.Materials Specifications; See drawings.
New deck to be pressure treated lumber as is common practice
New siding to be "German" clapboard siding either masonite or v1nvl
New windows to be double hung with grills
Roof on new gable to match existing.
8.Photos of Project; Enclosed.
9.Photos of Context; Enclosed. -
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‘Historic Preservation Commission -
100 Maryland Avenue Hockwlle Maryland 20850

2791327 T
|
?
TAX ACCOUNT # %‘é« »;l ' ,
- o o I3 . F *.u—n,,rbn &y o”
NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER lfl € & g ’:;v/ﬁm TELEPHONENO.__2. 87 =3 /_;/. _“""'l
(Contract/Purchaser) ~ _— ¢ (Include Area'Code) . . —
AOORESS (G20 F Healp  Hek. S 7ﬁf‘f; .» el el TN
.l CITY {/ !{f STATE . : 3 > er 7 ZIP
CONTRACTOR Lma/ bobgons Lo i £ /wc;(p/y it /. TELEPHONENO., __ S8 £ ~2 ffé
CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION NUMBER _ 12574
PLANS PREPAREO BY ?ﬁﬂhé‘?w;” ' - TELEPHONE NO. :
‘ (Include Area Gode)
" REGISTRATION NUMBER - N
LOCATION OF BUILOING /PREMISE | . )
House Number - /C"Z/ %ﬂm ... Street - flf 1&4{,@? ' ﬁ»’wf;_;__‘
T < ‘ %
Town/City 91 b it VP L i .. Eléction Oistrict ..~ 13
Nearest Cross Street _' E i d 14 )
s TR N T . i o i T
Lot f/ Block e Subdwusmn i (:' 3'1.7/ i é. ‘ /{f % ‘f[/ﬁf" ‘éﬂ‘ ,
. ) - . (
Liber Folio 'i f}; }6 l.,:&t’/ Jl’arcel /‘{"i G?
1A TYPEOF PERMIT ACTION: (cirle one) - Circle One: A/C - Slab Room Addition
Construct Extend/Add {:Alter/Renovate':} Repair Porch-  Qeck "'Fireplace Shed Solar Woodburning Stove
Wreck/Raze Move - lnstall Revocable - Revision "~ '*":-'.--"-Fence/WaII (complete Sectlon 4) Other g;;xl’iuq SiD i

1B.  CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ % 20, s0c) VRN
1C. IFTHISIS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVEQ AGTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT # e «/{3

10: INOICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY ___P £ &2 72
1E. * ISTHIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? Aie

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION ANO EXTENO/ADOIT‘IONS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 2B. TYPE QF WATER SUPPLY
o1 LA WSSC 02 () Septic | 01 PO wsse 02 () Well
03 (') Other . .03 () Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

4A. - HEIGHT feet inches -

4B. Indlcate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the followung locations:

"On party line/Property line
2; Entirely on land 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
plans approved by all agencnes listed and | hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

'_ﬂ_fm,ﬁ_‘. . .
eAfy (/\/( ¥ /%" e/ 7o

Signature of owner or authorized agent (agent must have signature notarized on hack) - Oate

***v******************************************************‘v************************************

APPROVEQ : el » For Chairpers istoric Preservgtion Commissian ]

OISAPPROVEOD __ - Signature & iy Oate /f,//:z é/%/:?
R j / [

APPLICATION/PERMIT NO: 76":,’/‘,4"/)5 £ ST 4 FILING FEE: $

OATE FILEO: i PERMIT FEE: $

OATE ISSUEQ: v ‘ BALANCE $ _

OWNERSHIP COOE: _ , RECEIPT NO: ' FEE WAIVEO:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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THE FOLLOWING. ITEMS MUST BE’ COMPLETED AND THE REOUIRED;DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS"
APPLICATION

T

<. S

i .
W 2] B BN T EA P P
L t BEGERT b . . i e
i kX - p A oty 3 A 13 PG
AR - e
R -
; Fogn Ay . PR e
A ok 1 <N

{If more.space.is 'néeded, attach additional sheets:onplain-or lined paper-to this application)

ATTACH TO THIS APPLICATION (2) COPIES.OF: SUCH: SITE PLANS! (lot-dimensions; building:location- with-dimensions,
drives, walks, fences, . patios, etc. propesed-or: existing) and/or. ARCHITECTURAL. DRAWINGS: (floor: plans; elevations; etc)
PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE AREA AFFECTED, as-are:necessary 1o: fully :describe the:proposed work..

{

'MAIL OR' DELIVER THE APPLICATION ANDALL REQUIRED: DOCUMENTS TOTHE:
HISTORIC PRESERVATION.COMMISSION:
100 MARYLAND AVENUE , N
ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20850 -
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by a transit-tape survay and Qﬁu.t: ,rxnless t“-rwis /shawn
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7. PHOTOGRAPHS. For all projects, include clear color or black and white
photographs. For additions, alterations, porches, or decks, attach
photographs of all existing elevations. For new construction, attach
photographs of the proposed site, as well as neighboring structures. For
other projects, such as fences, drives, tree removal, etc., attach
‘photographs of the affected area. -

8. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNERS. For all projects, provide an

' accurate 1ist 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 parcel(s) which 1ie 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 éUiQLL((L ?900777_ (eug_,g v)ro,\»\)l\a

address /02 (5 Moulp Aus
City/zZip ___Silurs Sprim el 2090
2. Name ?P‘Lp‘/ Lol gon (41&&[”0,%’“”1)
Address /021 F /41&4,43 ya
City/zip 5.l ey ?ﬂ/m% Mo, 2096
3. Name T"W\ grm ot € (Fvwﬂ;e{)ﬂ’ruj\]>
Address __ J 02 /(0 Meakn fug -
City/zip _ Ciluey i??/»ﬂv Ve 209,
S b
4, ~ Name V%4 /’—Crh//o\; M}OW I(}OO PW/LLM/
U
Address '
City/Zip
5. Name
Address
City/Zip
2212p
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