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M E M O R A N D U M

T0: Robert Seely, Chief
Division of Construction Codes Enforcement
Department of Environmental Protection

FROM: Laura McGrath, Planning Specialist
Division of Community Planning and Development
Department of Housing and Community Development

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application Revision

DATE: April 5, 1991

This is to inform you of the following revision to Historic Area Work
Permit application Number 9004190083, for 10105 Meadowneck Court, Silver

Spring, issued on April 17, 1990:

Revise tree plan (attached) to show a 32" poplar to the rear of the
property. Because of required grading, this tree will be removed.

Please call me with any questions regarding this revision at 217-3608.

Thank you.

Attachment

2627E
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CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
8787 Georgia Avenue • Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

August 21, 1992

Mr. Alan Adler
Adler Construction Group, Inc.
6935 Wisconsin Avenue
Suite 510
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Dear Mr. Adler:

I am responding to your request to have the option of extending
the front porches for the new houses designed for Lots 38 and 39
(10105 and 10107 Meadowneck Court, Silver Spring) in the Capitol
View Park Historic District. You propose wrapping the front
porch around the side elevation of each house, projecting 6' from
the side wall.

Your HAWP for new construction was approved by the HPC at its May
23, 1990 meeting. At the HPC's April 24, 1991, meeting, you
received approval for a revision to your approved HAWP for the
new house on Lot 40 (10109 Meadowneck Court). The HPC approved a
wrap-around porch measuring 6' in width and 22' in length, citing
criterion 24A-8(b)1 of the county ordinance and Standard 9 of the
Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation.

The houses on Lots 38 and 39 would be constructed with the same
wrap-around porch. Because the HPC already approved this revi-
sion to the adjacent house, I concur with your request that the
revision be approved at the staff level without a further appear-
ance before the HPC.

The revisions are approved subject to the following conditions:

1) The side lengths of the porches will retain the design ap-
proved previously by the HPC for the front porches.

2) All side and rear setback requirements will be met without
exception.

3) No trees will be endangered or removed by the extension of
the porches.



Please use this letter in your application to DEP for a revision
to your permit to build. I will also notify DEP directly. Thank
you for notifying me of this matter.

erely,

N1nc W1 herell
Hi t ric reservation
P1 n
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August 20, 1892

•

Hs. Nancy Witherell I UG 2 I 1 -
M.N.C.P.P.C.
8787 Georgia Avenue :
Silver Spring, MD 20810 '~ 74̀ 1 rLj L J
VIA PAX

RX: Historic Work Permits

P. cid 
WWWOON

Lots 38 & 33
Capital View Park

Dear Nancy:

As per our telephone conversation today, we are hereby
requesting approval of having the option to add a six foot
wrap around porch to those houses already approved on these
lots.

Enclosed please find a drawing showing the wrap around porch
and its dimensions.

Hoping you have a great time up in Maine.

Sincerely,

Alan Adler

Enclosure

6935 Wiawrwr Avenue ■ Suite 510 ■ Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815 • 3011656-3350
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April 4, 1991

Jeffrey Adler
Adler Construction Group, Inc.
6935 Wisconsin Avenue
Suite 510
Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

Dear Mr. Adler:

This is in response to your letter of March 27, 1991, requesting
administrative approval of several revisions to your Historic Area Work
Permits for 10109 (Lot 40) and 10105 (Lot 38) Meadowneck Court in the Capitol
View Park Historic District.

Upon conference with the Chair of the Historic Preservation Commission, it was
determined that your request to revise the tree survey for Lot 38 to show a
32 tulip poplar that will be removed is approved. However, because your
request to add a wrap-around porch to the proposed house on Lot 40 will
require a variance and thus change the footprint of the house, the Chair has
determined that an Historic Area Work Permit would be required. The requested
change to the front stairway on Lot 40 would also require a permit and could
be a part of the same application.

The deadline for submission of an application to be considered at the April
24, 1991, Historic Preservation Commission meeting is Friday, April 5. Please
feel free to call me with any further questions at 217-3625.

Sincerely,

Laura E. McGrath,
Planning Specialist

2625E

Historic Preservation Commission

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

TO: Robert Seely, Chief
Division of Construction Codes Enforcement
Department of Environmental Protection

FROM: Laura E. McGrath, Planning Specialist
Division of Community Planning and Development
Department of Housing and Community Development

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application

DATE:

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission, at their meeting
of reviewed the attached application by
~3 for an Historic Area Work Permit. The

application was:

Approved Denied

Approved with Conditions: 3 2 1J z"2

They Building Permi~ for this project should be issued conditional upon
adherence to the approved Historic Area work Permit.

Attachments:

.
2.

3.

4.

5.

2020E
Historic P~escnanon comm-'ssion—)

i Monroe Stree:. R~~kci;it. star; i_n.i ' ;., , ;; , iU i =. ,';
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Eastern Plant Sciences
POST OFFICE BOX 15838 • CHEVY CHASE, MARYLAND 20825 • 301-595-9040

March 13, 1991

Mr. Jeff Adler
Adler Construction Group, Inc.
6935 Wisconsin Ave., Suite 510
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

91-1012OX

301-656-3350

REPORT ON EPS CONSULTATION AND EVALUATION AT 10109 MEADOWNECK CT.
SILVER SPRING, MD 20910.

Species: Tulip Tree, Liriodendron tulipifera size: 31.4" DBH
Location: 13' off of South property line, 5' off of S.E. corner of

proposed house.
Current tree value calculation: Base value 774 sq in of sectional

area @ 4.5' 774 x $27/sq" _ $20,908.00
species value x 40% = 8,363.00
condition value x 75%' = 6,272.00
location value x 50% = 3,136.00

The final appraised value is $3,136.00.

Tulip Trees are very sensitive to grade changes and root system
disruption. They are very poor compartmental izers so damage to
major roots (over 5" dia.) results in rapid decay of roots and root
collar. This decay will lead to a high potential for sudden
failure during storms if tree survives.

Excavation should not be conducted within 8' of tree and no more
than 20% of the root zone should be disrupted by that excavation.

Lowering of grade should not be conducted within the drip line.

Construction of the proposed house can not be done without creating
a significant hazard. In addition to the risk of out right death
from root disruption and future risk of decay, all of the roots on
the northwest side of this tree will be removed. This creates an
immediate storm failure potential.

Timo y D. astrow,
ISA Certified Arborist #43

Tree And P61n1 C<in° Iiirluding Pest Diagnosis and Man,adenwrit, Soil Restor,ilion. Trey' Preservation, iscape Consu':znorI

0.7t.l."if R

M;frvl:irrdAthorr'!A,,tinri:Itrr~ri:Nihon;!IArt jot i,,t Assoc 1,1 Pot 1. lilt t`nLlUnrr:dSocif-tv (if %',;,( ... 
......Entor'rtOlUr]i~,ilS~~iir`[Vf?(P,"'^rlC.l



March 14, 1991

Jeffrey Adler
Adler Construction Group
6935 Wisconsin Avenue, Suite 510
Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815

RE: HPC Case 31/6-91C

Dear Mr. Adler:

As you know, at its March 13, 1991, meeting, the Historic Preservation
Commission considered your application for construction of a house at 10109
Meadowneck Court (Lot 40), Silver Spring (within the Capitol View Park
Historic District). The Commission approved a house length of 44', with a
lower roof line and removal of front turret as previously proposed and
approved. The Commission also approved the removal of a 32" tulip poplar tree
from the right side of Lot 40 with the condition that an 8" caliper hardwood,
shade tree be planted in the approximate vicinity of the tree to be removed.
The Commission also noted that it should have final approval of the type of
tree to be planted.

Enclosed please find your approved Historic Area Work Permit and a copy of all
approved plans. Please phone me at 217-3625 when you have selected a
replacement tree and/or if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

LEA g~G~
Laura E. McGrath,
Planning Specialist

Enclosures

2581E

Historic Preservation Commission

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



Historic Preservation Commission ̀

51 Monroe Street, Suite 2100 
, 
Rockville, Mar tanq:2.0850

APPLICATION FOR..
HISTORIC. AREA WORK. PERT
TAX ACCOUNT. # 

pp

NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER d (f k, ` ll 5~= i
(Contract/Purchaser►R r .

AD D R ESS (f 
trfi f '> C, ,17 ✓fir, % q IX

TELEPHONE N0. 
0 

[ — ~ _ '?~ ~

.. CITV ~, _ ! STATE -- ZIP

CONTRACTOR TELEPHONE N0. •~
j ~ONTRACTO,R)REG1STRATION NUMBER l - —•

PLANS PREPARED BY f ~ ̀~{ ~ eri 
. ~. Lj . 

{~ 
f 
1"`" TELEPHONE N0. ► / 

.f 
ej

+" 6nclud'e Area Code)

REGISTRATION NUMBER T

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number r Street

Town/City (~ ~! 
G7 21a 

` Election District

Nearest Cross Street ' 
E y--  64

Co to 1,
P

,/ .. _

Lot - { ck Subdivision
' r -

Liber Folio "Parcel
fa 

}

IA. ~TY,P_E OF PERMIT ACTION: (circle one) Circle One: A/C Slab Room Addition

r,Co nstr~.uct-5. Extend/Add Alter/Renovate Repair . ,I Porch Deck Fireplace Shed..,,r Solar ~ Woodbu ruing Stove

Wreck/Raze Move Install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall(com,plete Section 4) X61 M? r '

16. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE$  

1C. IF THIS IS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED ~fACTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT # r r

10. INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY
1E. ISTHISPR0PERTYAHISTORICALSITE?

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 2B. TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY

01 X1 WSSC 02 ( 1 Septic 01 IX. . WSSC 02 ( ) Well

03 ( 1 Other 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 one of the following locations:

1. On party Iine/Property line

2. Entirely on land'of owner

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

I hereby certify that I have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with

plans approved by all,agencies listed and I hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.
i  ,✓J i

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

APPROVED V! For Chairper ric Preservation omm i

DISAPPROVED Signature W.. .

;dl 7 r

APPLICATION/PERMIT NO:

DATE FILED:
DATE ISSUED:
OWNERSHIP CODE:

FILING FEE:$

PERMIT FEE: $
BALANCE $ ,-
RECEIPT NO: _

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

FEE WAIVED:



i w

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MIRSBE COMPLETED AND THE REQUIRED "CUMENTS.MUST ACCOMPANY THIS.
APPLICATION-

7

I$c'.' it . ,. i . '.: , I •a'. + '. ~' • k. -'e a - ;,;

D ESC RIPTION'OF'PROPOSED WORK: (including composition; color and texture o/brials be used:)

4 , 1

(If more space is needed, attach additional sheets on.plain 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. -proposed -or existing) and/or ARCHITECTURAL DRAWINGS (floor plans, elevations, etc.),^
PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE AREA AFFECTED, as are necessary to fully describe the proposed work.

- t,re:.• .. to .,~3 ., i ~ !  - .9 r+, , ~

MAIL OR DELIVER THE APPLICATION AND ALL REQUIRED DOCUMENTS TO THE:
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

51 MONROE STREET, SUITE 1001

ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20850 

jr

r. t

i:. y?ttd~ l it i. ~4 
i 1', ~s ~.. ..p• ]rk? _ ^ iE.:. rb- 'Cry'

- • r - .. ,t

V, _'1 TZ i .... ......_ ,:_..
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HISTORIC RRESERVATION
;COMMISSION MONTG CTY -
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Dare: March 13. 1991

To : Laura Mc:grath MCHPC

From: M-14-:e Rafit:k , Ph. D. Capital. View Park LAP --

SuIb ect:. Adler Site Development 'Tree Survey on Meadom-leck- Ct.

:embers of the LAP met on. ,,ite Saturday March 9, 1991: with Jeff Ad.l r end
neighbors (the Rs.tchies) to review a tree removal issue on lots 33 and 40. The
1-AP found. U-cat a 301x- tulip poplar was left off= the official tree survey on the
rear of lot 38 ane, that: Ad1ei. Gonstr-ucti.oa had. warred. a. 32" tulip poplar, on lat

40 for destruction that was listed to rem,?in on the, approved tree survcY. Adler

~onsr_ruction had ample opportunity in Jaxm-a:ry, 1991 to modify their Itmr~iey when

they submitted a revised plan for a historic area work permit. This de facto
ret ,e ef. f ectivfilyy removes the L.Rp ,from the decision making process. Rc ;ardlless ,

it i5 ,`,.Ile t1Yi8.11imoiis of the, LAP that 4}.1e tulip poplar oA. ,lot 40 must'

be saved and the tul4.p poplar o11 lot 38 sh.ould, be placed on the tree survey with

its' fate designated. ' Under the circumstances, , it would be' setting . a bad

precedent, to allow a historic ̀ ree=_'be taken without rereview by the LAC. • A local
lansisc.ape architect .;gas proposed an alternate grading strategy that would Save
t:he tree. 'in ad.di.irion, the foundation could be moved forward if it was decided
that the tree r,?5 -in Jeopardy. The 1:-AP was also concerned that the Ritchy_es uere ,
left off the adjacent property own-ers list in the Adler_ development plan. • Setter
commYinication. and compromises could bave avoided this i.-rsue.
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6 March 1991

Dear Allison and Laura,

Thank you for your concern with the Adler Construction company case.
Enclosed please find photos of the trees in question. We apologize for the
indistinctness of the image but I am sure that you will note that almost every
tree has a brightly painted removal mark (and most have been that way for
nearly a year).

When Mr. Adler spoke to our neighborhood group last year, he said that
the tree removal for all three lots (38, 39, and 40) would be done at the same
time. As Mr. Adler has not returned our calls, we cannot confirm that this is
still the plan, but would like to clear up the confusion about which trees
have been approved for removal on all lots.

Also, please note the map which we have redrawn and annotated with all
trees on the lots. As you can see, tree "A" (which is very close to our back
property line) was not approved to be cut down but is marked for removal.
Tree "B" never even appeared on Mr. Adler's original map (and it mystifies us
as to why it should be removed since it is so far back). Tree "C" is the
largest tree on the lot and will be a terrible loss. If he is now proposing
smaller homes shouldn't fewer trees be removed? Tree "C" seems to us to be a
primary candidate for retention since it sits nearly between property line 39
and 40.

We deeply appreciate your attention to this matter. We plan to be at
the meeting on Wednesday evening March 13 and would be glad to answer
questions or provide input. The preservation of the remaining large trees in
our neighborhood is a primary concern for us.

Thank you w

Jenny and Charlie Ritchie

3107 Lee Street
Silver Spring, Maryland
20910

H: 301-495-5839
W: 202-842-6808
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11 March 1991

Dear Allison and Laura,

This letter is to inform you of our weekend meetings with Mr. Adler, the
Capitol View Park Advisory group and Peter Rinek, a landscape architect
regarding the property behind our house. Particular attention was paid to
ways that the 32" tulip poplar near our property could be protected during the
coming construction.

On Saturday we met with the builder and the advisory group on site to
discuss the confusion over the markings on certain trees. While Mr. Adler
says mistakes have been made regarding the tulip poplar near our lot and the
one in Lot 38 (which never appeared on the site plan), the advisory group made
their recommendations on the same site plan which you sent us which protects
the tulip poplar nearest our property line. The group's letter is forthcoming
via Mike Radke.

On Sunday morning we met with Mr. Adler and a landscape architect
regarding grading adjustments that can be made to save the tree in question.
Enclosed are copies of Mr. Rinek's drawing and a copy of Mr. Adler's existing
site plan with grading for Lot 40. Mr. Adler was given the original drawing.
Mr. Rinek's plan provides more space for the tree at the southeast corner of
the proposed house by including the following:

- The 2 foot shorter house that we understand Mr. Adler is proposing.

- Using a 25 foot setback rather than the 26 foot one used on the existing
plan.

- Narrowing the cut for the basement in the vicinity of the tree to 2 feet
beyond the foundation line rather than 4 feet.

- Use of snow fences along south and east sections of the property to
prevent compacting of the soil in areas around the trees.

Another suggestion was to investigate regulations concerning bays. We
are told that in some jurisdictions front bays are allowed to extend into the
25 foot setback zone. This would give the tree more space. Also note that
Mr. Rinek has made adjustments to the front steps which will pose less of a
threat to the Red Maple at the front of Lot 40.

We appreciate your attention to this matter in such close proximity to
the Wednesday's meeting. We discovered that Mr. Adler's application package
neglected to list us as an adjacent property, thus we have been unaware of
events until recently. Thank you again for all your help.

Sincerely,

CCharlie and Jenny R hie

3107 Lee Street
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910
W: 202-495-5839 W: 202-842-6808
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

PREPARED BY: Laura McGrath

CASE NUMBER: 31/7-91C

SITE/DISTRICT NAME: Capitol View
Park

DISCUSSION:

DATE: February 20, 1991

TYPE OF REVIEW: HAWP - Continuation

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 10105, 10107, &
10109 Meadowneck Ct.

TAX CREDIT ELIGIBLE: No

The applicant is amending the original Historic Area Work Permit application
considered by the Commission at its last meeting (See February 6 Staff Report
attached). With the current application, the applicant is requesting approval
of an alternative design, "Option C", for Lot 40 on Meadowneck Court.

Option C differs from the design approved by the Commission in May, 1990, in
several ways. Namely, Option C includes a lower roof line (10/12 instead of
12/12), removal of the front turret, and reduction in house length from 46' to
44'. The garage will remain.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends approval of the application based on criterion 24A-8(b)(1).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Revised HAWP Application
2. February 6, 1991 Staff Report

2532E
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FAX COVER SHEET

DATE: 2/20/91

T0: Laura McGrath, Planning Specialist

LOCATION: HPC, Division of 6ununity Planning & Development

TELECOPY #:

FROM: Alan Adler

PHONE: 656-3350

TELECOPY #: 656-1299

NUMBER OF PAGES (INCLUDING COVER SHEET): 0

COMMENTS: Enclosed please find our revised plans for Lot 40
for our new hone on Meadowneck Court.

Please let me know if you shoud need any additional

information or clarification.

Thanks!

Alan

6935 Wisconsin Avenue . Suite 510 . Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815 . 301/656-3350
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Ju
LWPLICATION FO HISTORIC fRESERVAIIUN

IISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT COMMISSION MONTGCTY

AX ACCOUNT #

1AME OF PROPERTY OWNER I~r `~ ~'O' TELEPHONE N0.

ICngt t/P ha`e) Jude Area Co

;DDRESS ,jjJJ tt 1 S" ✓Qr. ~( e✓ S y A—d
CIT STATE ZIP

:ONTRACTOR 54M e- Ct_r ariP TELEPHO~N~N~.

CO RACTO REGI TRATI N U BER

LANs PREPARED BY~~SL%~'1en ~jeN ~Ct, TELEPHONE N0.

—(jnt' ! Area Code)

REGISTRATION NUMBER 

S 

(J L

.00ATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE /
j0(_p j lleaclo~~?ec~ Ccye"louse Number reet 

/
own/City 

 
1 ~t Election District L

Dearest Cross Street

_ottglildck

P e rnv--e"
Subdivision I's- P

Liber Folio Parcel

IA. TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION: (circle one) Circle One: A/C Slab Room Addition

C struct Extend/Add Alter/Renovate Repair Porch Deck Fireplace Shed. SIar~~W000rib ruing Stove

tII lWreck/Raze Move Install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) a -

18. CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ 1~10—A i"

1C. IF THIS IS A REVISION OF A PREVIOUSLY APPROVE

1D. INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY .

IE. IS THIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? _AP&

,CTIVE PERMIT SEE PERMIT #
,--bc0

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 2B.

01 WSSC 02 ( ) Septic
03 ( ) Other

TYPE OF WATE~ SUPPLY

01 WSSO 02
03 ( 1 Other

PART THREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL
4A. HEIGHT feet inches

48. Indicate whether the fence or retaining v ll is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

1. On party line/Property line
2. Entirely on land of owner
3. On public right of way/easement (Revocable Letter Required).

) Well

I hereby certify that I have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with
plans approved by all agencies listed and 

'

I hereby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

ct
Sgnatu of wneruthorized agent (agent must have signature notarized on back) Date

• • N } ...........

APPROVED For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission

DISAPPROVED Signature Date

17IOl(~Oo 9~D/~ 
ToI1000sy

APPLICATION/PERMIT NO: Sa QQO,S3 FILING EE: $
DATE FILED: ~— PERMIT FEE:$
DATE ISSUED: BALANCE $
OWNERSHIP CODE: RECEIPT NO: FEE WAIVED:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR 

INSTRUCTIONS,_e r n,



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:

V Q cah 10 7L

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

(Q{^ . 0(4p' -0cz T J ~{ r7 i r~ nl q 

coil d ~t-~o~~s , ►~a~, l ! i ~C eo Q a We t-o
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~2. Statement of Pro_iectatent: .

Short, written statement that describes:

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

e,e silLe IG(ghs. 170yse

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

c. the way in which the proposed work conforms to the specific
requirements of the Ordinance (Chapter 24A):

3. 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 c.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, fences, ponds, streams, trash
dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

i
4. Tree Survey: 'If applicable, tree survey indicating location, caliper

and species of all trees within project area which are 6" in caliper or
larger (including those to be removed).

-2-

21-



,. • 
, .. - •.  ... 

- - -

V ~it U% • mil •
-

U (13

~N 8,~.~

U)04
Q)=1 v `o-Nro

O j 
s~ C S4

r{
U

4J 44 U) o S r OQ. ~(~ 40

as a4'i
i 'IT

r-,-1~C

ul
~~ 9 r

N S~ r-I r-I 

4-4mm

U U N ~✓'

u

LI



%r 

elf 1 

74

i'''• ~_,/ fir " 
CDTal,r `

. i~ 1~'i:t fc~d _ .. ~. ~ (~ (~.~ ~'~4 ~07 t ' "~'! lid' - •::' ::1 ,

Ile

FM

I - X3_0, j~• ! 8 ,1( ~,[I' : 1

;1~I ̀+

• ,y ~ ^ '~ i1,. 
~ ", ' 

4~S;,ci mom..' -

CC
\ 

,'1i?ryS":1t~C7
IA

F n.e ; ,.,•,a,/.Li,,. 1/, sy •` 
""Y 

~, .

Remised Optio 'IC'

ai. , long house ~; t.



Vs
- a off... r.--=- _._. •__•_..._.._._

EM Revised Option \ C

(N. long house)



Reviled ,.ptioMJ

ti q long ̀b.6use) -.}4' ;.•

lop

41
•.~, 1 ' . ( I mo\ , 1' ~"_ ~iY ~i~1•Ir tti J.'-•{.: 1 • t O

Vol

/ tlttr r,r• 
~ 

ee~'`~ \14lr.arNi% .. ~.1 D•'iLh%itiiFit ~' ♦,.

I •~ 
:r.:' X111 ~ f~ :~ '~'9 

~'

Cif '~_ •~;'_.. .r 
= --T:iz-

3 -CTI--' O.J

rvvs

• I !~ ~-- - 
Sid 

- - - -_~'~s ! . ' - .. . .



~.~, , ,' _. ..._ _.. r. if 
► _"_ 

it 
ti.l~~..' 

.Y~• :i~ ...(... ♦--'- (:'' ,.

'   ~ .. _ • - ♦1 7 •~ 1~ mot̂ " ~ ~.. Yom.- (
. _ .. •~ .,,,, ..:~ .~~ t• :. .~ . ~

;- f~ 1, yiii~tj~_1 1 ~ ~~ ~ IEIII'{' ..•.~.- C. -- .

~• , 1 ( ;', 1 ''' ,elf 
"1 j• 't!~ '~~ ~..' ~.

F ~ ~.,.,'~ ~ 1 , ( , t ! ~ ~ : ! 1 t 1 

1 i. i + 1 ~ 1 l ` t I ~ •.1. -

~, •~ I ! ~ 1 ` i 
I 
, i y = i 1 ) 1 1 ~ •.~ ) ~ i 1 ~ ' 

~~ 
+L 

1 

.I 

~ •. .1'i ~_ ~' P'

->...~ •',; '++ 1 ~ , i , ' ~ 
tiT
om'' ~ ~  ~ ~j j ~ '• ~ ~ i ~~^~•,i 

~ ' , ; l fi ~. •_' •_... l ( . _ • -. 
,lit

4-4



,

IF

• -~' i•'~ f ~ 1 
fi r j 1 1 , ~ ,'F •.'; ~'~ ~ I ~' i ~ ~ ~, ~ 1

_ il ...,r

I

1-7

I f ill

..•. '. ... '' • • ~ it ; ti p •j~ ;;f ,•;.j;~ilj l ~j ~; ; -

- ;. .. ~., '►~~~ 
ifs 

~ 
:f 

.~ ~ ~ ~.T~I

. :~. ~ •• ;f•I •~{}+ f ~fj jlj I '~~ ~•i'j iii r ~
-. ' ~ (.j (i; .i ~' :' 1 t ic ~ (•;' ! ii ;' ~ ~ ~ :!.~

i\,.(~i{ 
1 11 1 ! ( t, ~ ~~I~i iy,~il ~•I ~ I

•r 

M~.T• •~' y .. ~.LZ~.~.' \.a~ 'J~.LJ•`Jli\~..~~. .1.. '~ Jr faI ̀  --
-:_~lr++..~j1.. :... ~~.+~..._-. ~.~-~. ~-- .-• -.

i

EE

124

W

fAA•



U
. r-4 .
a4 '

44

8

0

i~ I'~ ' I' 1 '' r'1 I #•oc

l ~ j ~ { 

Ill

; ~ 1I_ _r_i, 
~, '•~ .\ 2.~ t~ •~, 

.~~.

~ ~ . .. 1 . 
•~. ~ f, ~ I 'r j ~• ~i. , . .. _ 1. I. .: •

~f'iil`j i I

~, I{; I is • •: i '

~rll ref 1' '' ~ r •~ t ~

- Q

om. 

~ .• .' ~( ~ ,t ••,•! ̀ ~' i.. _



T ~1
Z

3
ti

1~

I I '
I

114.0 0 ,

~N s~
CJ 

c~ ,,,

\ ys

1 I 1

4
Y,

( I~J n.

1

3 s

4'

IAti!✓E►2c,I-A5TFDC.TIOr\ ...atzOJP.~0~35 WlScorJS11~1,~+JE.. SuIT~ slo



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

PREPARED BY: Laura McGrath DATE: February 6, 1991

CASE NUMBER: 31/7-91C TYPE OF REVIEW: HAWP

SITE/DISTRICT NAME: Capitol View Park PROPERTY ADDRESS: 10105, 10107, &
10109 Meadowneck Court

TAX CREDIT ELIGIBLE: No

DISCUSSION:

The Commission has already twice considered and approved new construction on
these lots on Meadowneck Court (see past Staff reports, attached). The
present applicant came before the Commission in May of 1990 and received
approval for construction of three houses (approved elevations attached).
With the current application, the applicant is requesting approval of plans
for structures smaller and somewhat different in design than those approved so
that this option can be offered to prospective buyers. This option would also
allow for a mix of larger and smaller housesi

The revised elevations show three houses measuring 28' X 40' (originally were
28' X 46') with removal of the originally proposed front turret, lowering of
roof lines, and removal of quasi-Victorian detailing. _Window detailing is
also different. The proposed garage will remain. All tree surveys, plant
schedules, and material specifications will remain the same.

The Capitol View Park LAP has reviewed this application and commented that it
is "pleased that Adler Construction is scaling down the size of the already
approved houses. 'It had been felt that the original houses were too large for
the existing lots."

(Please note that unless the HPC states that the original approved design
cannot be built, that it is still possible, based on changing market
conditions, that three large houses could be built.)

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff notes that the houses will be built facing a modern subdivision and
recommends approval of the application based on criterion 24

1
A
/
-B(b)(1).

SENT TO LAP: /-A'- % COMMENTS RECEIVED?
SENT TO APPLICANT: 2-

ATTACHMENTS:

1. HAWP Application and Attachments
2. Proposed Elevations
3. Photos
4. . Previously Approved Elevations with Staff Report
5. First Staff Report

2414E



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

PREPARED BY: Laura McGrath DATE: February 6, 1991

CASE NUMBER: 31/7-91C TYPE OF REVIEW: HAWP

SITE/DISTRICT NAME: Capitol View Park PROPERTY ADDRESS: 10105, 10107, &
10109 Meadowneck Court

TAX CREDIT ELIGIBLE: No

DISCUSSION:

The Commission has already twice considered and approved new construction on
these lots on Meadowneck Court (see past Staff reports, attached). The
present applicant came before the Commission in May of 1990 and received
approval for construction of three houses (approved elevations attached).
With the current application, the applicant is requesting approval of plans
for structures smaller and somewhat different in design than those approved so
that this option can be offered to prospective buyers. This option would also
allow for a mix of larger and smaller houses.

The revised elevations show three houses measuring 28' X 40' (originally were
28' X 46') with removal of the originally proposed front turret, lowering of
roof lines, and removal of quasi-Victorian detailing. Window detailing is
also different. The proposed garage will remain. All tree surveys, plant
schedules, and material specifications will remain the same.

The Capitol View Park LAP has reviewed this application and commented that it
is "pleased that Adler Construction is scaling down the size of the already
approved houses. It had been felt that the original houses were too large for
the existing lots."

(Please note that unless the HPC states that the original approved design
cannot be built, that it is still possible, based on changing market
conditions, that three large houses could be built.)

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff notes that the houses will be built facing a modern subdivision and
recommends approval of the application based on criterion 20--8(b)(1).

SENT TO LAP: /,"A'- Z COMMENTS RECEIVED? 64 "
SENT TO APPLICANT: 2-&-

ATTACHMENTS:

1. HAWP Application and Attachments
2. Proposed Elevations
3. Photos
4. Previously Approved Elevations with Staff Report
5. First Staff Report



MEMORANDUM

TO: 6VAe ~P { , Chairman
Local Advisory Panel

If

FROM: Laura McGrath, Planning Specialist
Department of Housing and Community Development
Division of Community Planning and Development

DATE:

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit.Application
Jr

The attached application by ~i nS~-2, for an
Historic Area Work Permit at ~/OS i~ f /~le~Af~( i s
being forwarded for review and comment by the Local Advisory Panel. If the
Panel would like written comments to be included in the Historic Preservation
Commission's pre-meeting p Wicket, they should be received at our office by no
later than / , at 5:00 p.m. Otherwise, verbal and/or
written comments' may be presented at the Commission meeting scheduled
for 7-2=-2 , 1994-, d 'T9 /

A;?~, &e eco/P4,_~ -/~ 4""'e
J BC : av -4wx t10 Lt/4
1549E ) 
1/90 '' ZV1 _ ; ̂ 

,{
~

Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Rockville, Maryland 20850-2419, 301/217-3625
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Historic Preservation Commission

51 Monroe Street, Suite 1001, R,o~cIIJ-• ''Varyl_and 20850
217-3s4Wi R (a R n M R

UU JAN 1 41991 "J ̀

APPLICATION FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT COMMISS,(1N MONTG CTY

TAX ACCOUNT* 13'- '"'2—Faro 6 1 tTt -S= -S'~8~33~~
NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER i'C►°` &tlSfa Gk-a TELEPHONE N0.

(Co►}t P}~cha e)04ylude Area Co

ADDRESS foJ (S C lfv4, q1ev S~L~ Ft'.~
CITY STATE ZIP

CONTRACTOR f~ot e- ctJ `d01/P TELEPHON N0.
t CO RAIjF~ 70611E!r~ pq gN UjNBER ~— 3-3

PLANS PR EPA RED BY ~E S42PI (~ j of l~`~ TeN 1 L— Clt TELEPHONE NO. 3C%~
Area Code)

REGISTRATION NUMBER

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

rl HouseNumber'otO0 Q ~O
,n' 

5reet I I e~"I~W e.G~\ ccgp~

Town/City  Election District IcJ

Nearest Cross Street l- P_ e CW-f N N e

Lot3"%ck Subdivision : Ca a ( ~ I V  N

Liber Folio Parcel

1A. TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION: (circle one) Circle One: A/C Slab Room Addition

C struct Extend/Add Alter/Renovate Repair Porch Deck Fireplace Sheer S I~r~LWoor r~g Stove
Wreck/Raze Move Install Revocable Revision Fence/Wall (complete Section 4) tth

1B
1C
1D

1E

CONSTRUCTION COSTS ESTIMATE $ 1~4 190
IF THIS IS A REVISION OF APR EVIOUSLY  APPROVED
INDICATE NAME OF ELECTRIC UTILITY COMPANY I

IS THIS PROPERTY A HISTORICAL SITE? _A

VE PERMIT SEE PERMIT #

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS
2A. TYPE OF SEWAGE DISPOSAL 2B. TYPE OF WATE'~ SUPPLY

01 WSSC 02 ( ) Septic 01 (7Q WSSCI 02 ( ) Well
03 1 1 Other 03 ( 1 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 an one of the following locations:

1. On party line/Property line
2. Entirely on land of owner
3. On public right of way/easement (Revocable Letter Required).

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

O
A'naturVof Kwner authorized agent (agent must have signature notarized on back) Date

rtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtartrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrtrt**r+trr*rtt*x*~rrtrt+t*r*rt~cs*rt*rt***rrt*rrtr~rtrt~r~+tr**rtwt+rrxr*

APPROVED For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission

DISAPPROVED 

p 

Signature 

y 

Date

APPLICATION/PERMIT N0: / IOI~OOD ID~((~OO 'I FILING FEE:$
DATE FILED: PERMIT FEE: $
DATE ISSUED: BALANCE$
OWNERSHIP CODE: RECEIPT NO: FEE WAIVED:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS



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:

VgCat, -f- 10h

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

IN I eY` CO~~s (, 6 X 04 cz T~p CJ) q,,? 01
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2. Statement of Proie*Intent: •

Short, written statement that describes:

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

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

c. the way in which the proposed work conforms to the specific
requirements of the Ordinance (Chapter 24A):

3. 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 c.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, fences, ponds, streams, trash
dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

4. Tree Survey: If applicable, tree survey indicating location, caliper
and species of all trees within project area which are 6" in caliper or
larger (including those to be removed).

-2-
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Historic Preservation Commission

FROM: Jared B. Coope
r

DATE: May 15, 1990

SUBJECT: HPC Cases No. 31/7-90D, E, and F

The applicant, Adler Construction, is proposing construction of
three "Neo-Victorian" structures at 10105, 10107, and 10109 Meadowneck Court,
in the Capitol View Park Historic District. As you will recall, Mitchell
Fagan applied for, and received, HAWP's for a very similar project in June of
1989. However, Mr. Fagan never completed the project, and sold: it to Adler
Construction. The current project differs only slightly from the.original, in
that the elevations are somewhat changed (see attached excerpts from original
application). The LAP is currently reviewing the proposals, but has not yet
submitted comments.

The staff recommendation, as submitted in June 1989, remains the
same (see attached).

Attachments

1. Staff eport and 6. Excerpts fro ne 1989 Proposal
Recomm ndation June 1989

2. FIAWP A licati ns (Adler)
3. Proposa ;for 105 Meadowneck Court

a. Site Tla /Tree Survey
b. Phot '. r hs
c. Eleva i n Drawings
d. Floor lans

4. Proposal r r 10107 Meadowneck Court
a. Site 1 n/Tree Survey
b. Phot gr hs
c. Ele trio Drawings
d. Flo, r P1 s

5. Propos'i'1 for 0109 Meadowneck Court
a. Site Plan ree Survey
b. Pt 0tograp s
C. FA evation wings
d. gloor Plan
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

PREPARED BY: Jared B. Cooper DATE: June 6, 1989

CASE NUMBER: 31/7 - 89M TYPE OF REVIEW: HAWP

SITE/DISTRICT NAME: Capitol View Park PROPERTY ADDRESS: Lots 38,39,40
Meadowneck Court

D ISCl1SSI(lN

The applicant is proposing construction of three Neo-Victorian homes on
Meadowneck Court in the Capitol View Park Historic District located
immediately adjacent to one another. The three homes are slated to be
constructed in a newly developed part of the historic district. Because of
the fact that they are minimally visible from areas of concentrated
contributing resources, and do not pose a visual threat to such resources, the
proposal should not substantially impact the integrity of the district. Staff
feels that the important issue in this case is the overall impact of the new
construction on the district, as opposed to design issues.

The LAC was primarily concerned about the impact of construction on
established trees in the area. They have recommended adherence to guidelines
as developed by a horticultural consultant (see attached).

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

In concurrence with the LAC, staff recommends approval of the application with
the condition that the applicant agree to tree preservation standards as
follows:

1. access of excavation equipment and building material trucks
should be controlled and restricted to areas away from the root
zones of trees to be saved;

2. excess excavation material should be removed from the site or
wasted in areas that will not change the grade over tree roots;
it should not be piled adjacent to the trees for later removal;
and

3. where pruning is required for clearance of the houses, the work
should be done professionally.

Staff bases this recommendation on criterion 24A (8)(b)(1), as well as the
language set forth in 24A(8)(d), which encourages the Commission to "be
lenient in its judgement of plans for ...... new construction; unless such plans
would seriously impair the historic or architectural value of surrounding
historic resources or would impair the character of the Historic District".
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M EM0RANDUM

TO: EhM- Ffflafl lk(g,
Local Advisory Panel

FROM: Laura McGrath, Planning Specialist
Department of Housing and Community Development
Division of Community Planning and Development

DATE: / > 4949-

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit,,-Application

The attached application byill Ica/~„~,~zf, ~n• for an
Historic Area Work Permit ate ~ is
being forwarded for review and comment by the Local Advisory Panel. If the
Panel would like written comments to be included in the Historic Preservation
Commission'sre-meeting packet, they should be received at our office by no
later than 11'. , at 5:00 p.m. Otherwise, verbal and/or
written comments m4 be presented at the Commission meeting scheduled
for 1^96. I

JBC:av
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Historic Preservation Commission

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

V a cap, - iofS

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

ltd l ef^ C005 ' 61-0(4 4(4e  ~v C~at? ('y7 aN 
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2. Statement of Pro* *Intent:  •

Short, written statement that describes:

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

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

c. the way in which the proposed work conforms to the specific
requirements of the Ordinance (Chapter 24A):

3. 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 c.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, fences, ponds, streams, trash
dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

4. Tree Survey: If applicable, tree survey indicating location, caliper
and species of all trees within project area which are 6" in caliper or
larger (including those to be removed).

-2-
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