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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 202 Heil Road, Cloverly Meeting Date: 10/27/99
Applicant: Rewa Sheibani Report Date: 10/26/99

Resource: Master Plan Site #28/32 Public Notice: 10/13/99
Hopkins-Frey House . ‘

Review: HAWP ’ Tax Credit; No

Case Number: 28/32-99A Staff: Perry Kephart
PROPOSAL: New construction ~ RECOMMEND:  Approve w/conditions
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE:  Master Plan Site, Hopkins-Frey House

STYLE: ' . 19th Century Vernacular Farmhouse

DATE: : c1850

The Hopkins-Frey House is a three-part frame farmhouse with $' beveled siding, facing
south onto Heil Road, a short distance from New Hampshire Avenue. Heil Road is a dead-end,
unpaved gravel road with 20th century development to the west of the subject property. The 2.04
acre property has been subdivided to permit the construction of a single-family home onLot 1, a
35, 598 s.f. flag lot. The environmental setting remains both Lot 2 (50,364 s.f), on which the

historic residence is sited close to Heil Road, with a stable and pasture behind the house, and Lot
One.

Access to the proposed new home site is provided by a 25' wide access easement at the
west edge of the historic site leading back to an open field at the rear of the site. A line of mature
hemlocks lines the easement on the west property line, and provides a buffer to the adjacent
development. The residents of the Hopkins-Frey House share the easement area and driveway as
it provides access to their parking area adjacent to the historic house. Part of the easement and

- the parking area are currently covered with gravel.

PROPOSAL

The applicant is a contract purchaser who appeared before the HPC on September 8, 1999
and October 13, 1999 for preliminary consultations. He proposes to construct a new home on
Lot #1 (204 Heil Road), in the back portion of the historic property.

The applicant’s proposal includes a vernacular 40 x 40 two-story house sited with the
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front facade facing south (to the front of the lot), with a 24 x 24 garage on the right side with the
garage door openings facing to the rear. There are two 1/1 windows proposed for the garage
front facade. The S bay, side-gable house is to have a full-width front porch. The centered door -
and the center window on the second story are to have sidelights. There is a one-light transom
over the front door. The style of the house alludes to the Federal farmhouses in the county that
were modified in the mid-19th century with Victorian porches.

The foundation walls are to be cement parged block. Proposed cladding is with vinyl or
wood siding with all trim including soffits, cornices, and cornerboards of painted wood. Wood
shutters (inoperable) are proposed for the front facade only. Wood windows are proposed to be
1/1 doubled-glazed, with no muntins of any kind, including interior snap-in grills. There will be 4"
painted wood trim around windows and doors. Composite roofing is proposed for all roof planes.
The painted wood front porch, including wood flooring and painted wood railing with inset
painted wood pickets is to be set on brick or brick-faced piers.

The proposed driveway is to be 10' wide gravel along the length of the easement and 10'
wide asphalt from the lot line back to a turning apron behind the garage.

A screening of understory decorative trees is to be placed on the side of the driveway at
the point where the paving changes to further screen the house from the historic house.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The HPC infrequently has the opportunity to review wholly new construction at a Master
Plan site. The focus of the review is stated in the Secrefary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation, specifically:

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

and
Standard 9 - New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will
not destroy historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize
the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be
compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and
massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

The applicant has responded to the concerns of the staff and commission by siting the
larger mass of the house away from the historic resource. From the historic residence and from the
access road, the new house visually should present a series of planes leading from the one-story
garage to the full-width front porch to the side-gabled main section. The visibility of the house is
further mitigated by the planting of a small copse of decorative trees at the corner of the yard
where the paved lane to the house begins. The view from the historic residence of the garage and
turnaround apron on the side would appear to be blocked by the stable on Lot 2, but will be
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modified by placing the garage door openings at the rear, out of sight of the historic resource.

Staff would continue to encourage the applicant to use wood siding. Although the

applicant proposed to use vinyl siding, staff suggests that wood siding might be the preferred
siding material in terms of the character and feel of the historic site.

Placement of the gravel area to the east of the existing line of hemlocks would have the
least impact on the historic setting. Staff would recommend that an understory of new hemlock
plantings be installed on the existing line of mature trees to mitigate any ill effects of the road
installation.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

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

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

and with the Secretary of the Interior Guidelines #2, #9, and #10:

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

New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic
materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be
differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and
proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a manner

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

And with the conditions:

1. Replacement hemlocks be planted along the easement to mitigate the impact on the
large hemlocks now in place.

2. Painted wood siding is to be used.

3. A permit set of drawings for the project is to be reviewed by the Historic
Preservation Commission before the application is signed.

with the general condition applicable to all Historic Area Work Permits that the applicant shall
also present any permit sets of drawings to HPC staff for review and stamping prior to submission
for permits and shall arrange for a field inspection by calling the Montgomery County Department
of Permitting Services (DPS), Field Services Office, five days prior to commencement of work.
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and within two weeks following completion of work.



RETURNTO: DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES

250 HUNGERFORD DRIVE, 2nd FLOOR, ROCKVILLE, MD 20850
T ~3017217:8370 7

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Persan: w S A\
Daytime Phone No.: 3') \-7FS — q { 8 %

DPS -#8

Tax Account No.:

Name of Property Owner: &A = E;g 14 m \ Oaytime Phone No.. <O {~ ?@K’ Hdﬁl

Address: IﬁCCD GUCA BALL A’\&, ld LHeAa ol ‘\'LO

Street Numbe¥ Stast Zip Code
Contractonr: @L{ Phone No.:
Contractor Registration No.:
Agent far Owner: Daytime Phone No.:

House Number: {—/’3 O < Street: % e_/\‘ L.. @
Town/City: SWEL %N C\ Nearest Cross Street: NQ"“) \&/&’\Q&{‘\’ \Q,i, Q( \[E,-
Lot: i‘ . Block: D Subdnvasnon m%/‘f—?

Liber: Folio: Parce:

PARY ONE: TYPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A. CHECKALL APPLICABLE: . - CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: .
><@stmct {0 Extend 7 Ahte/Renovate K %ab ["] Room Addition @:rch O Deck (3 Shed
) Mave L} Instalt 1) WreckRaze .1 Solar L} Fireplace [.] Woodburning Stove %ngla Family
(O Revision [.) Repair [} Revocable 1) Fence/Wall {complete Section 4) (J Other:

1B. Construction cost estimate: § &O\,@O:’) ® CDO

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

PART TWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIDNS

2A.  Type of sewage disposal: 01 SC 02 1.} Septic 03 .| Other:
28.  Type of water supply: 01 34 SC 02 (1) Well 03 (! Other;
PART THREE: PLETE DNLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3JA. Height feet inches

3B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

(] On party line/property line [’} Entirely on land of owner [} On public right of way/easement

1 hereby certify that | have tha authority to make the foregoing application, thet the application is correct, and thet the consiruction will comply with plans
approved by 8!l agencies listed pnd | heraby acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

=/ D7

C__J " Signature of owner or suthorized agent Date

Approved: For Chairparson, Misteric Preservation Commission

Disapproved: Signature: Date

Application/Permit No.: ,7? 0 j 5 5? Date Filed: /0 / / ?’/ iq Date Issued:
Edit 2/4/98 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS L % )




THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLET ED AND THE

REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description of existing stn {s) and envi tal setting, including their historical features and significance:

@J((d(‘t\\g\ “theee s 0o sk asliodtue on b A pasect
Adtsver i -ﬂ\n JTvn(*—\) Ay e f\)(a.,. jcy\’ (‘d QLQ{\& Lo

hetoa . hese

b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resource(s), the environmantal setting, and, where applicable, the historic district:
TThe  prpyect s Ale dioe of e pew Wose. on Ahe.
FANTLL \(j' R (()‘/k R +)€ '&1;\\% ad et A e
h,g:hmuQ h'n.b( . ‘T&L Lu\g N d derx (\r\uskrmﬁ'( \'\\)(/\-'(\M
been  @atgaX®o. . was  neo <>‘C\f‘il and  fales (J/k(
o _onexdhein Nome.  \hpee oo o r\c\é}\u\c«L A ‘HLQ.’\\}MW
_ Loy Cu AN ‘—5 oo~ Kar dven e moose ‘\Sﬂ\“:
2. SITEPLAN

Site and enviranmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your piat. Your site plan must includa:

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

c. site faatures such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

3. PLANSAND ELEVATIONS

You must submit 2 copies of plans snd elevations in a forntat no larger than 117 x 17", Plans on 8 1/2" x 11" paper are preferred

a. Schematic construction plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of walls, window and door openings, and other
tixed features of both the existing resource(s} and the proposed work.

b. Elevations (facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed wark in relation to existing construction and, when appropriate, context.
All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each
facade affected by the proposed work is required.

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General description of materials and factured items proposed for incorparation in the work of the project. This information may be included on your
design drawings. ’

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facadae of existing resource, including details of tha affected portions. All labels should be placed on the
front of ghotographs.

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-of-way and of tﬁu adjoining properties. All labels should ba placed on
the front of photagraphs,
6. TREE SURVEY

If you are proposing construction adjacent to or within tha dripline of any tree 6° or larger in diameter (ot oppraximately 4 feet above the ground), you
must file an accurate vee survey identifying the size, location, &nd species of each tree of at least that dimension.

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT ANO CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an sccurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners {not ), including names, add and 2ip codas. 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) ar percel{s) which lie directly across
the streethighway from the parcal in question. You can obtain this information from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,

Rockville, (301/279-1355).
PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INK} OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE. .
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIEO OIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS. . /
: \
@9 )
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Window Sizes and Doors

First Floor:
3.0 X 6.0 for the house and 3.0 X 5.0 for the garage

5.0 for the from door including the side light, no transom
3.0 X 3.0 for the kitchen_window

6.0 for the sliding door

3.0 for the back door

16.0 X 7.0 for the garage door

Second Floor:
3.0 X 4.0 for the window over the porch except the window over the door which is 5.0 x 4.0

Rest of the second flooris 3.0x 5.0

Porch Elevation:

7 inches less than first floor

Note: all porch front and railing will be painted (everything that can be seen from the street)
Trim: 1 x 4 around all front windows and door

Facial: 1 x 6 painted

Sofect: vented (wood)

Shutters: option on all front windows

Siding: vinyl, option wood (poplar or oak or red cedar)
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK & PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

M-NCPPC

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

Date: l e - Z’T‘ﬁq

MEMORANDUM
TO: Historic Area Work Permit Applicants
FROM: Gwen Wright, Coordinator

Historic Preservation Section gé"

"SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application - Approval of Application/Release of
Other Required Permits

Enclosed is a copy of your Historic Area Work Permit application, approved by the Historic

Preservation Commission at its recent meeting, and a transmittal memorandum stating condmons
(if any) of approval.

You may now apply for a county building permit from the Department of Permitting Services
(DPS) at 255 Rockuville Pike, second floor, in Rockville. Please note that although your work has

been approved by the Historic Preservation Commlssmn it must also be approved by DPS before
work can begin.

When vou file for your building permit at DPS. vou must take with vou the enclosed forms, as
well as the Historic Area Work Permit that will be mailed to you directly from DPS. These forms
are proof that the Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed your project. For further
information about filing procedures or materials for your county building permit review, please
call DPS at 240-777-6370.

If your project changes in any way from the approved plans, either before you apply for your
building permit or even after the work has begun, please contact the Historic Preservation
Comumission staff at 301-563-3400.

Please also note that you must arrange for a field inspection for conformance with your approved

HAWP plans. Please inform DPS/Field Services at 240-777-6210 of your anticipated work
schedule.

Thank you very much for your patience and good luck with your project!

¢:\hawpapr.wpd
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Standards for Rehabilitation

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change to its
distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

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

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create a
false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or elements from other historic
properties, will not be undertaken.

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be retained and
preserved.

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that
characterize a property will be preserved.

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration
requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design, color, texture,
and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary
and physical evidence.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means possnble
Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.

8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must be disturbed,
mitigation measures will be undertaken.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials, fea-
tures, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from
the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and mass-
ing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in a such a manner that,
if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment
would be unimpaired.




HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 202 Heil Road, Cloverly Meeting Date: 10/27/99
Applicant: Rewa Sheibani Report Date: 10/26/99

Resource: Master Plan Site #28/32 Public Notice: 10/13/99
Hopkins-Frey House '

Review: HAWP Tax Credit: No

Case Number: 28/32-99A Staff: Perry Kephart
PROPOSAL: New construction =~ RECOMMEND: Approve w/conditions
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE:  Master Plan Site, Hopkins-Frey House

STYLE: 19th Century Vernacular Farmhouse

DATE: c1850

The Hopkins-Frey House is a three-part frame farmhouse with 5' beveled siding, facing
south onto Heil Road, a short distance from New Hampshire Avenue. Heil Road is a dead-end,
unpaved gravel road with 20th century development to the west of the subject property. The 2.04
acre property has been subdivided to permit the construction of a single-family home on Lot 1, a
35, 598 s.f. flag lot. The environmental setting remains both Lot 2 (50,364 s.f), on which the
historic residence is sited close to Heil Road, with a stable and pasture behind the house, and Lot
One.

Access to the proposed new home site is provided by a 25' wide access easement at the
west edge of the historic site leading back to an open field at the rear of the site. A line of mature
hemlocks lines the easement on the west property line, and provides a buffer to the adjacent
development. The residents of the Hopkins-Frey House share the easement area and driveway as
it provides access to their parking area adjacent to the historic house. Part of the easement and
the parking area are currently covered with gravel.

PROPOSAL
The applicant is a contract purchaser who appeared before the HPC on September 8, 1999
and October 13, 1999 for preliminary consultations. He proposes to construct a new home on

Lot #1 (204 Heil Road), in the back portion of the historic property.

- The applicant’s proposal includes a vernacular 40 x 40 two-story house sited with the

0



front facade facing south (to the front of the lot), with a 24 x 24 garage on the right side with the
garage door openings facing to the rear. There are two 1/1 windows proposed for the garage
front facade. The 5 bay, side-gable house is to have a full-width front porch. The centered door
and the center window on the second story are to have sidelights. There is a one-light transom
over the front door. The style of the house alludes to the Federal farmhouses in the county that
were modified in the mid-19th century with Victorian porches.

The foundation walls are to be cement parged block. Proposed cladding is with vinyl or
wood siding with all trim including soffits, cornices, and cornerboards of painted wood. Wood
shutters (inoperable) are proposed for the front facade only. Wood windows are proposed to be
1/1 doubled-glazed, with no muntins of any kind, including interior snap-in grills. There will be 4"
painted wood trim around windows and doors. Composite roofing is proposed for all roof planes.
The painted wood front porch, including wood flooring and painted wood railing with inset
painted wood pickets is to be set on brick or brick-faced piers.

The proposed driveway is to be 10' wide gravel along the length of the easement and 10'
wide asphalt from the lot line back to a turning apron behind the garage.

A screening of understory decorative trees is to be placed on the side of the driveway at
the point where the paving changes to further screen the house from the historic house.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The HPC infrequently has the opportunity to review wholly new construction at a Master
Plan site. The focus of the review is stated in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation, specifically:

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

and
Standard 9 - New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will
not destroy historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize
the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be
compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and
massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

The applicant has responded to the concerns of the staff and commission by siting the
larger mass of the house away from the historic resource. From the historic residence and from the
access road, the new house visually should present a series of planes leading from the one-story
garage to the full-width front porch to the side-gabled main section. The visibility of the house is
further mitigated by the planting of a small copse of decorative trees at the corner of the yard
where the paved lane to the house begins. The view from the historic residence of the garage and
turnaround apron on the side would appear to be blocked by the stable on Lot 2, but will be
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modified by placing the garage door openings at the rear, out of sight of the historic resource.

Staff would continue to encourage the applicant to use wood siding. Although the
applicant proposed to use vinyl siding, staff suggests that wood siding might be the preferred
siding material in terms of the character and feel of the historic site.

Placement of the gravel area to the east of the existing line of hemlocks would have the
least impact on the historic setting. Staff would recommend that an understory of new hemlock
plantings be installed on the existing line of mature trees to mitigate any ill effects of the road
installation.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

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

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

and with the Secretary of the Interior Guidelines #2, #9, and #10:

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

New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic
materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be
differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and
proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a manner
that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment

would be unimpaired.
And with the conditions:
1. Replacement hemloc‘ks, be planted along the easement to mitigate the impact on the
large herrﬂoclzn:\\iv;gglace. L0 - | Cz:ug
2. Painted wood siding i€'to be used. SV S S .
3. A permit set of drawings for the project is to be reviewed by the Historic

Preservation Commission before the application is signed.
) % ! A Wb@ , «oY\ ‘D
with the general condition applicable to all Historic Area Work Permits that the applicant shall
also present any permit sets of drawings to HPC staff for review and stamping prior to submission
for permits and shall arrange for a field inspection by calling the Montgomery County Department
of Permitting Services (DPS), Field Services Office, five days prior to commencement of work.

(2)




and within two weeks following completion of work.



RETURNTO:  DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES

250 HUNGERFORD DRIVE, 2nd FLOOR, ROCKVILLE, MD 20850 DPS - #8
301/217-6370 -#

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: w & —r M\
Daytime Phone No.: (30 \’% - q { 8 %

\‘1—/

3
ARyiES

Tax Account No.:

NnmeofPromﬂvansrj?;éM sHenzA~) \ Daytime Phore No: >0 L — S ~ L{c;cl[
addess: | B Qe BACL At uum-rm 1B)

Strast Numbel Staer 2Zip Cade
Contractom: mv ' Phone Na.:
Contrector Registration No.:
Agent for Owner: Daytime Phone No.:

ATION OF BUILD REMISE

House Number: :Q O Street: ’H/ E/\‘ ‘—-— QD
Town/City: SL‘VEL WJM C\ Nearest Cross Street: NQM-) \’\( /A("'\O&’\’ \Q&, DY \(i,.
Lot: L . Block: P Subdnwsmn S—ZBNSEC\&‘/;

Liber: Folio: Parcel:

ART ONE: TYPEOF PERMIT ACTION AND USE

1A, CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
>@struc| [0 Extend O3 Atter/Renovate ?ﬁ/ %ab {7J Room Addition @uch [J Qeck [ Shed
[2) Move ) Instait () WreckRaze 1 Soler L] Fireplace {7) Woadburning Stove ﬂng]e Family
[J) Revision [ Repair 3 Révncable |_] Fence/Wall {complete Section 4) O Other:

1B. Construction cost estimate:  § \aggi @Q} © OO

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

PART TWO; COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

ZA. Type of sewage disposal: 01 SC 02 1.) Septic 03t ] Other;

28. Type of water supply: 01 SC 02 [1] well 03 [} Other:

PART THREE: PLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL

JA. Height feet inches

3B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the foliowing locations:

3 On perty line/property line : [’) Entirely on lend of owner {.] On public right of way/easement

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

D E7

[V 2 of owner or suthorized agent Data

Approved: For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commissisn

QOisapproved: Date:

Application/Permit No.: Jg?d j5;57 Date Filed: /0//?7]?q Oste Issued;

PP

Edit 2/4/98 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS (f) )



THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE
REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION DF PROJECT

8. Description of existing structure(s) and envi | setting, including their historical features and significance:

Qu'wq\\q\ “theee s o hsha( mbroebyce on e Lo pasect
_‘)b\/‘t\‘/(/"'“\ jo_‘ 1 ]1)/7 (ukv\ A= y ot 4\(Clg>\> ‘D‘(’ OC&\(A(Q[* 40
T\\ ‘**DC L (\cﬂz o )d?

b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resaurce(s), the environmental setting, and, where applicable, the historic district:
The B(bxfd“ 1S Al \_;,\\()\m: ot oo pew \f\Ddi*r‘\ on ~\’\\€,
oes W TE s < SIH 2N 4 Pe Lot odiacent 4o o
hf‘i’l’bﬂ( |'.\.Q \N‘)\.h( - ‘T&_ %\{'\‘D%L N & ci‘(f)(J &\\Lﬁ‘\’ﬁ(\(('& )()k(\ \f\( Y,
tyern @anuadd.  ondd. s e g\C\f\z\ andd {ankes {P(
G onodedn Noee Thiee coM e o ChQILNL Ao He enveos
Lo CoradaA p\ \nowe (_,\\x( dren el hoosse Arw\-q '
2. SITEPLAN

Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat. Your site plan must includa:

a. the scale, north arrow, and date;

b. dimensians of all existing and proposed structures; and

¢ site faetures such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpst hanical equi and landscaping

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS
You must submit 2 capies of plans and elevations in a format na larger than 11" x 17" Plans on B 1/2* x 11" pa referrad

a. Schematic construction plans, with marked di ions, indicating location, size snd general type of walls, window end doar openings, end ather
fixed features of both the existing {s) and the proposed work. .

b. Elevations (facades), with merked dimensians, clearly indicating proposed work in relation to existing canstruction and, when apprapriate, context.
All materials and fixtures proposed for the exterior must be noted on the elevations drawings. An existing and a proposed elevation drawing of each

facade affected by the proposed work is required.

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General description of materials and manufactured items proposed for incorporation in the work of the praject. This information may be included on your
design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

a. Clearly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the atfected partions. All labels should be placed on the
front of photographs.

b. Clearly label photagraphic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-of-way and of the adjoining properties. All labels should be placed on
the front of photographs.

6. THEE SURVEY

1f you are proposing canstruction adjacent to or within the dripline of any tree 6" or larger in diameter (at approximately 4 feet above the ground), you
must fife an accurate tree survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at least that dimension.

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFAONTING PRDPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners {not tenants), including names, addresses, and 2ip codes. This list
should include the owners of ail lots or parcals which adjoin the parce! in question, as weli as the owner(s) of lot(s) or parcel{s) which lie directly across
the streethighway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Department of A ts and Taxation, 51 M Street,
Rockvilla, {301/279-1355).

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE DR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
_ PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTD MAILING LABELS.



Window Sizes and Doors

First Floor:
3.0 X 6.0 for the house and 3.0 X 5.0 for the garage

5.0 for the from door including the side light, no transom

3.0 X 3.0 for the kitchen window

6.0 for .thé sliding door

3.0 for the back door

16.0 X 7.0 for the garage door

Second Floor:

3.0 X 4.0 for the window over the porch except the window over the door which is 5.0 x 4.0

Rest of the second flooris 3.0x 5.0

Porch Elevation:

7 inches less than first floor

Note: all porch front and railing will be painted (everything that can be seen from the street)
Trim: 1 x 4 around all front windows and door

Facial: 1 x 6 painted

Sofect: vented (wood)

Shutters: option on all front windows

Siding: vinyl, option wood (poplar or oak or red cedar)



MATERIALS
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: Lot #1 adjacent to Meeting Date: 10/13/99
204 Heil Road, Cloverly
Applicant:  Reza Sheibaniagdam Report Date: 10/06/99
Resource:  Master Plan Site #28/32 Public Notice: 09/29/99
Hopkins-Frey House
 Review: Second Preliminary Consultation Tax Credit: No
Case Number: NA o Staff: Perry Kephart -
PROPOSAL: New construction RECOMMEND: Proceed to HAWP
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
SIGNIFICANCE:  Master Plan Site, Hopkins-Frey House
STYLE: 19th Century Vernacular Farmhouse
DATE: c1850

The Hopkins-Frey House is a three-part frame farmhouse with 5' beveled siding, facing
south onto Heil Road, a short distance from New Hampshire Avenue. Heil Road is a dead-end,
unpaved gravel road with 20th century development to the west of the subject property. The 2.04
acre property has been subdivided to permit the construction of a single-family home onLot 1, a
35, 598 s.f. flag lot (see site plan of the property, Circle }1). The environmental setting remains
both Lot 2 (50,364 s.f), on which the historic residence is sited close to Heil Road, with a stable
and pasture behind the house, and Lot 1.

In front of the house is a row of four trees that includes two large locust trees, a large
evergreen, and a 10" English walnut. The larger trees are advanced in years and in decline.
Across Heil Road is a dense hedgerow composed of large deciduous trees and understory growth
that screens the historic property from the development to the south. On the side and to the rear
of the house are several mature maple trees.

Access to the proposed new home site is provided by a 25' wide access easement at the
west edge of the historic site leading back to an open field at the rear of the site. A line of mature
hemlocks lines the easement on the west property line, and provides a buffer to the adjacent
development. The residents of the Hopkins-Frey House share the easement area and driveway as
it provides access to their parking area adjacent to the historic house. Part of the easement and
the parking area are currently covered with gravel.



PROPOSAL

The applicant is a contract purchaser who appeared before the HPC on September 8, 1999
for a preliminary consultation. He proposes to construct a new home on Lot #1, in the back
portion of the historic property. Unresolved issues that arose at that consultation resulted in a
second consultation. The issues to be discussed in order that an application can be filed for a
Historic Area Work Permit are:

. The siting of the house on the lot.

. The design of the main section of the house.

. The design of the garage and the siting of the driveway.

. The cladding materials for the house.

. The use of operable shutters on the front or side facades.

. The placement of the WSSC line to the house along Heil Road and down the

access easement.

The applicant’s proposal, modified since the last consultation, now includes a vernacular
40 x 40 two-story house sited with the front facade facing south (to the front of the lot), with a 24
x 24 garage on the right side with the garage door openings facing to the side (east). There are
two 1/1 windows proposed for the garage front facade. The 5 bay, side-gable house is to have a
full-width front porch. The center door and the center window on the second story are to have
sidelights. There is a one-light transom over the front door. The style of the house alludes to the
Federal farmhouses in the county that were modified in the mid-19th century with Victorian
porches.

The foundation walls are to be cement parged block. Proposed cladding is with vinyl
siding. The applicant has provided a sample for the HPC to examine. Shutters (inoperable) are
proposed for the front facade only. Windows are proposed to be 1/1 doubled-glazed, with no
muntins of any kind, including interior snap-in grills. Composite roofing is proposed for all roof
planes. The painted wood front porch is to be set on brick or brick-faced piers.

As noted in the first staff report, the available lot is actually behind an existing new house
on Heil Road, while the land behind the historic residence will remain an open field and is not part
of the construction lot. The tree buffer area to the north and west will insure greater privacy at
Lot #1, but will also present further restrictions as to the possible siting of the new house.

The applicant has indicated that it is possible to use painted wood framed and trimmed
windows, doors and garage doors, and porch flooring, supports and railings with inset pickets.

The front facade of the garage can have two or three 1/1 windows to match those in the main
section.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The HPC infrequently has the opportunity to review wholly new construction at a Master
Plan site. The focus of the review is stated in the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for

@



Rehabilitation, specifically:

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

and
Standard 9 - New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will
not destroy historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize
the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be
compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and
massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

The applicant has responded to the concerns of the staff and commission by siting the
larger mass of the house away from the historic resource. From the historic residence and from the
access road, the new house visually should present a series of planes leading from the one-story
garage to the full-width front porch to the side-gabled main section. The visibility of the house
could be further mitigated by the planting of a small copse of decorative trees at the corner of the
yard where the paved lane to the house begins. The view from the historic residence of the garage
doors and turnaround apron on the side would appear to be blocked by the stable on Lot 2.

Staff is concerned with the applicant’s choice of cladding material. Although the applicant
proposed to omit the brick facade from his proposal and use only vinyl siding, staff suggests that
wood siding might be the preferred siding material in terms of the character and feel of the
historic site. Staff also notes that there are new substitute materials, such as the cement
fiberboard (Hardiplank, Cemboard, etc.) which more closely resemble the density and feel of
wood. In addition, these materials are painted similarly to wood and are reputed to hold paint
very well. It is appropriate to consider new materials in terms of new construction, but there are
choices on the market for readily available materials which are more compatible with the historic
site than are being proposed. If vinyl is to be approved, staff would strongly recommend that all
trim and exterior detail including soffits, cornices, windows, doors, porch detail (including ﬂoor
railings, supports and framing), and garage doors be of painted wood.

Use of operable shutters is recommended for infill projects, however staff recognizes that
this is an out-of-period house where shutters may not be included in the climate control system for
the house. Use of decorative (inoperable) shutters on the front facade is recommended over the
omission of shutters entirely.

The applicant proposes to pave the easement section of the driveway with gravel up to the
property line, at which point the driveway would be gray (not black) asphalt paving, which staff
feels is reasonable. Placement of the gravel area to the east of the existing line of hemlocks would
have the least impact on the historic setting. Staff would recommend that an understory of new

hemlock plantings be installed on the existing line of mature trees to mitigate any ill effects of the
road installation.

Finally, the applicant has indicated that the installation of a WSSC line can be sited as
deemed appropriate by the HPC. Staff would point out that the hedgerow of mature trees across



Heil Road, is not in the environmental setting and could be removed at a later date, but at this
time it effectively screens the historic site from new development to the south, and should be
protected if at all possible. It should also be noted that the locust and evergreen trees in the front
yard of the house are past their peak and missing much of their canopy. The 10" English Walnut is
failing to thrive. Placement of the utility line that required removal of these trees and replanting of
healthy trees might be negotiated between staff, the applicant and WSSC.

Staff recommends that the siting of the line along the easement access road be such that
both the hemlocks and the mature maples on the side of Lot 2 be avoided.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the applicant make any changes agreed upon at this consultation and

submit detailed plans of the project, including all elevations and a floor plan, for a Historic Area
Work Permit.



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: Lot #1 adjacent to Meeting Datey 9/8/99
204 Heil Road, Cloverly

Applicant: Reza Sheibani Report Date:  9/1/99

Resource: Hopkins-Frey House Public Notice: 8/25/99
Master Plan Site #28/32

Review: Preliminary Consultation Tax Credit:  No

Case Number: N/A | Staff:  Robin Ziek

PROPOSAL: New construction RECOMMEND: Revise Proposal

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE:  Master Plan Site, Hopkins-Frey House

STYLE: 19th Century Vernacular Farmhouse

DATE: cl1850

The Hopkins-Frey House is a three-part frame farmhouse with 5' beveled siding, facing
south onto Heil Road. This road is a dead-end, unpaved gravel road with 20th century
development to the west of the subject property (see photographs, Circle ). The
environmental setting is 2.04 acres, and includes the residence close to the road, with farm fields
behind it. The property has been subdivided to permit the construction of a single-family home on
part of the back field area along the west boundary, as a flag lot (see site plan Circle ). The
environmental setting, however, was not reduced at the time of subdivision.

Access to the home site is provided by an access easement at the west edge of the historic
site. This has been improved with a gravel driveway within this 25' - wide easement, leading back
to the open field at the rear. A line of mature hemlocks lines the easement on the west property
line, and provides a buffer to the adjacent development. The residents of the Hopkins-Frey
House share the easement area and driveway as it provides access to their parking area adjacent
to the historic house. This is currently covered with gravel.

PROPOSAL

The applicant is the contract purchaser and proposes to construct a new home on Lot #1,
in the back portion of the historic property. The available lot is actually behind an existing new
house on Heil Road, while the land behind the historic residence will remain an open field and is
not part of the construction lot. The property immediately to the north of the historic site has ,



already been developed for single-family homes (see Circle ), although there is a tree buffer
area in-between which screens this development from site for much of the year. One of the
conditions for subdivision involves compliance with environmental regulations to increase the tree
buffer area (see Circle ). While this will help insure greater privacy at Lot #1, it will also
present further restrictions as to the possible siting of the new house.

The applicant propose to build the new house at an angle so that the front door is
somewhat visible as one drives up to the house. They propose to have an attached garage on the
north side of the house. The house they propose to build is a stock development house, with
brick facing on the east and south elevations which could be seen from Heil Road, but with vinyl
siding on the remaining two elevations. The house would sit approximately 3' above finished
grade. The height of the structure would be 31' above finished grade. The property slopes down
from the street and the intention is that the house will not appear of an equal height to the
Hopkins-Frey House because it will be constructed at a lower elevation. They propose to use
either wood insulated windows, vinyl-clad wood windows, or vinyl windows (see Circle ).

STAFF DISCUSSION

~

The HPC infrequently has the opportunity to review wholly new construction at a Master
Plan site. The main focus of the review is, as stated in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards
for Rehabilitation, Standard #2, “The historic character of a property will be retained and
preserved. The removal of distinctive materials or alterations of features, spaces, and spatial
relationships that characterize a property will be avoided.”

The major issues, then, concern the height, massing, and location of the proposed new
house to the extent that the presence of a new house intrudes on the historic character of the
property, which can be characterized as representing a 19th century farmstead. Lot #1 is
currently an open field which sits at a good distance from the historic house and at a lower
elevation. In considering new construction at this site, there are different approaches which one
might take. One approach could be to build a structure which looks more like a tenant house,
with the simple forms and materials which were used at the Hopkins-Frey House. Another
approach would be to tuck the house as much out of view to break all relationship with the
historic house, associating the new structure more with the existing new homes all around.

The applicant’s proposal clearly strives to associate itself with the new construction. Staff
feels that this is not wholly inappropriate, but that the proposed siting fails to achieve this
completely. The house could be rotated further, so that the new house would be completely
behind the existing new house just west of the Hopkins-Frey House, and it would not be readily
visible from Heil Road, especially from the access easement/driveway. Staff notes that the
applicant has moved the house back some distance from the original proposal, but staff feels it
could be further rotated and sited even further to the west.

The style of the house makes no reference at all to the historic structure, and in fact is a
standard development house which has been built in other parts of the county. Staff feels that this



approach is inadequate at a Master Plan site. There will be a loss of what was historically open
space, but the new construction could exhibit a greater sense of deferring to the historic property.
While new construction need not be replicative of any particular style, staff has suggested that the
applicant build a home with simple lines more similar to the Hopkins-Frey House. The example of
a proposal for new construction presented on Circle  is provided only to illustrate the potential
for new construction that would match the massing, scale and materials of an historic property
such as the Hopkins-Frey House. For example, the windows on the applicant’s proposal are out
of scale with a 19th century vernacular farm site, while the windows shown on Circle are in-
keeping with the historic building scale.

Staffis also concerned with the applicant’s choice of material. The use of two different
materials on the proposed house is out of character with the historic site, and has no relationship
at all to vernacular farm building practices. Staff strongly suggests that the house be built with
only one type of siding. While wood siding might be the preferred siding material in terms of the
character and feel of the historic site, staff notes that there are new substitute materials, such as
the cement fiberboard (Hardiplank, Chemboard, etc.) which more closely resemble the density and
feel of wood. In addition, these materials are painted similarly to wood and are reputed to hold
paint very well. It is appropriate to consider new materials in terms of new construction, but
there are choices on the market for readily available materials which are more compatible with the
historic site than are being proposed.

This would apply to the choice of windows, as well. Whereas vinyl windows tend to be
heavy and do not have the same character or feel as wood windows, vinyl-clad wood windows
may be appropriate in this context because they tend to have muntin profiles which are narrower
and more similar to those of a typical wood window. In addition, the applicant may choose to go
with 1/1 windows and save on the costs for the muntins. Staff would recommend the use of
windows with integral muntins, attached on the outside of the glazing sandwich, but would not
recommend the use of the internal muntin grill or snap-in grids.

One of the other issues regarding this proposed new construction involves the access
driveway. At the moment, the driveway is a gravel farm lane, with two gravel strips, as
previously approved by the HPC. Staff notes that, even if there are no improvements at all to the
driveway, there may be damage to the existing trees due to compression from construction
equipment, daily driving impacts, and from the utility easement cut. There is also come concern
for a mature maple on Lot #2 whose canopy extends over the access easement.

The applicant proposes to leave the driveway as gravel up to the property line, at which
point it could be paved. The HPC should discuss this possibility, which Staff believes is
reasonable. However, it would also be useful to discuss other possibilities for the driveway which
may arise in the future. Should the hemlocks suffer/die because of the traffic impacts, the
applicant may wish to adjust the location of the driveway within the easement. Placement of the
driveway at the western edge of the property would allow a planting area within the easement
along the eastern side of the access easement, and would provide a stronger delineation between
the historic house and all of the rest of the new construction on Heil Road (including the
applicant’s new house). This may not be desirable to the extent that it would reduce the
west sideyard for the house, and also might reduce the link to the back fields. All of this
might be discussed at this point, or deferred to another date. Staff, however, feels that the @



driveway should remain in gravel at least through the easement area, being characteristic of the

19th century farm, and consistent with the existing unpaved character of Heil Road and most of V

the homes located here.

The commission may also wish to discuss the potential for additional vegetative screening
on Lot #1 that could emphasize the rural character of the historic site. For example, new
plantings which would include overstory trees such as oak or maple on Lot #1 just inside the
property line by the new driveway would also help to screen the new construction within a
reasonably short period of time.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the applicant revise the application and return to the HPC for a second
Preliminary Consultation.
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Standards for Rehabilitation

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change to its
distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

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

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create a

false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or elements from other historic
properties, will not be undertaken.

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be retained and
preserved.

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that
characterize a property will be preserved.

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration
requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design, color, texture,

and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary
and physical evidence.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.
Treatments chac cause damage to historic materials will not be used.

8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must be disturbed,
mitigation measures will be undertaken.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials, fea-
tures, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from
the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and mass-
ing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in a such a manner that,

if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment
would be unimpaired.
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MATERIAL LIST FOR HEIL ROAD PROPERTY

1. Driveway: From the street to the property line would be gravel as requested by Mrs. Zeik.
From the property line to the garage could be four options: asphalt, concert, brick,
or matching gravel.

2. Windows: We prefer vinyl window (sample attached) because:
a. new technology makes vinyl windows look like wood with less maintenance.
b. vinyl windows operate better than wood ones because moisture expands and is
difficult to operate.
c. the grill would be installed inside of the wmdow for safety reasons.

We are attaching three explanation sheets about the windows: viny! clad, viny!
series 8, and wood. If the decision of the board is different from our choice we
will gladly accept the boards decision. My recommendation is based on talking
with and getting advice from other builders who build similar type homes.

3. Siding: Our siding choice is vinyl siding for the same reasons listed in the window section. If
the board chooses a different siding we will accept the boards decision. Mrs. Z#k
please note that no siding will be seen from Heil Road as recommended.

4. Doors: The only door which will be visible from Heil Road will be a single door with a side
light or a double wood door (six panel similar to the historic house).

5. Foundation: The foundation will be block with old fashion broom finish. Note: There will
not be any visible foundation from Heil Road. The front steps will be concrete
or optional brick steps.

6. Roof: The roof will be a manufactured terraces covered with p.wood and 30 pound tar paper

with 25 years designer asphalt shingles.

These are only our choices. We gladly accept the recommendations of the board. Thank
you,
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Sent By: HP Laserdet 3100; 3018792308; Sep-8-99 12:02PM; Page 2/2

MEMORANDUM
TO: Historic Preservation Commission
FROM: William Schillerstrom & Lynn Powalski;
Owners of The Hopkins-Frey House
DATE: September 8, 1999
RE: Preliminary Consultation Meeting, Scheduled for 9/8/99, on the Proposal for

New Construction on 202 Heil Road, Submitted by Reza Shelbani.

We are writing in response to the proposal for new construction on Lot 1, the lot adjacent
to the Hopkins-Frey House. We are the owners of Lot 2, on which the Hopkins-Frey
House is located. OQur property also contains the ingress/egress utility easement
accessing Lot 2 from Heil road.

We support staff's recommendations as to the new construction's location on Lot 1, as
well as, their remarks concerning its style, massing, scale and exterior materials used as
these features relate to this master plan site which represents a mid-nineteenth century
farmstead. We also support staff's recommendation to plant over story trees on lot 1
along the boarder of lot 1 and lot 2 for screening. We suggest including some
evergreens to help provide screening during the winter months.

We support maintaining the existing driveway over the easement, a gravel farm lane with
two gravel strips as previously approved by HPC.

As staff points out, trenching for utilities and the compression from regular use of the
driveway will likely result in irreparable damage to the root structure of the line of
Canadian hemilocks located within the easement. It may be best to remove the hemlocks
at the time of construction, which would allow for relocating the driveway to the westemn
 boarder of the easement. This would allow for room to plant screening along the
easement’s eastemn boarder. It would also permit moving the utility trench to the
western side of the easement to avoid disturbing the root structure of the large maple,
which drip-line overhangs the easement. We are particularly concermned about possible
injury to the maple's root structure that may result from running the utility trench on the
eastern half of the easement. Unlike the hemiocks, this mature, stately tree could not be
replaced. '

@
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: Lot #1 adjacent to Meeting Date:  9/8/99
204 Heil Road, Cloverly '

Applicant: Reza Sheibani Report Date: 9/1/99

Resource: Hopkins-Frey House Public Notice:  8/25/99
Master Plan Site #28/32

Review: Preliminary Consultation Tax Credit:  No

Case Number: N/A ‘ Staff: Robin Ziek

PROPOSAL: New construction : RECOMMEND: Revise Proposal

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE:  Master Plan Site, Hopkins-Frey House

STYLE: 19th Century Vernacular Farmhouse

DATE: c1850

The Hopkins-Frey House is a three-part frame farmhouse with 5' beveled siding, facing
south onto Heil Road. This road is a dead-end, unpaved gravel road with 20th century
development to the west of the subject property (see photographs, Circle ). The
environmental setting is 2.04 acres, and includes the residence close to the road, with farm fiélds
behind it. The property has been subdivided to permit the construction of a single-family home on
part of the back field area along the west boundary, as a flag lot (see site plan Circle ). The
environmental setting, however, was not reduced at the time of subdivision.

Access to the home site is provided by an access easement at the west edge of the historic
site. This has been improved with a gravel driveway within this 25' - wide easement, leading back
to the open field at the rear. A line of mature hemlocks lines the easement on the west property
line, and provides a buffer to the adjacent development. The residents of the Hopkins-Frey
House share the easement area and driveway as it provides access to their parking area adjacent
to the historic house. This is currently covered with gravel.

PROPOSAL

The applicant is the contract purchaser and proposes to construct a new home on Lot #1,
in the back portion of the historic property. The available lot is actually behind an existing new
house on Heil Road, while the land behind the historic residence will remain an open field and is
not part of the construction lot. The property immediately to the north of the historic site has



already been developed for single-family homes (see Circle ), although there is a tree buffer
area in-between which screens this development from site for much of the year. One of the
conditions for subdivision involves compliance with environmental regulations to increase the tree
buffer area (see Circle ). While this will help insure greater privacy at Lot #1, it will also
present further restrictions as to the possible siting of the new house.

The applicant propose to build the new house at an angle so that the front door is
somewhat visible as one drives up to the house. They propose to have an attached garage on the
north side of the house. The house they propose to build is a stock development house, with
brick facing on the east and south elevations which could be seen from Heil Road, but with vinyl
siding on the remaining two elevations. The house would sit approximately 3'-above finished
grade. The height of the structure would be 31' above finished grade. The property slopes down
from the street and the intention is that the house will not appear of an equal height to the
Hopkins-Frey House because it will be constructed at a lower elevation. They propose to use
either wood insulated windows, vinyl-clad wood windows, or vinyl windows (see Circle ).

STAFF DISCUSSION

The HPC infrequently has the opportunity to review wholly new construction at a Master

Plan site. The main focus of the review is, as stated in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards
- for Rehabilitation, Standard #2, “The historic character of a property will be retained and
preserved. The removal of distinctive materials or alterations of features spaces, and spatial
relationships that characterlze a property will be avoided.”

The major issues, then, concern the height, massing, and location of the proposed new
house to the extent that the presence of a new house intrudes on the historic character of the
“property, which can be characterized as representing a 19th century farmstead. Lot #1 is
currently an open field which sits at a good distance from the historic house and at a lower
elevation. In considering new construction at this site, there are different approaches which one
might take. One approach could be to build a structure which looks more like a tenant house,
with the simple forms and materials which were used at the Hopkins-Frey House. Another
approach would be to tuck the house as much out of view to break all relationship with the
historic house, associating the new structure more with the existing new homes all around.

The applicant’s proposal clearly strives to associate itself with the new construction. Staff
feels that this is not wholly inappropriate, but that the proposed siting fails to achieve this
completely. The house could be rotated further, so that the new house would be completely
behind the existing new house just west of the Hopkins-Frey House, and it would not be readily
visible from Heil Road, especially from the access easement/driveway. Staff notes that the
applicant has moved the house back some distance from the original proposal, but staff feels it
could be further rotated and sited even further to the west.

The style of the house makes no reference at all to the historic structure, and in factisa
standard development house which has been built in other parts of the county. Staff feels that this



approach is inadequate at a Master Plan site. There will be a loss of what was historically open
space, but the new construction could exhibit a greater sense of deferring to the historic property.
While new construction need not be replicative of any particular style, staff has suggested that the
applicant build a home with simple lines more similar to the Hopkins-Frey House. The example of
a proposal for new construction presented on Circle  is provided only to illustrate the potential
for new construction that would match the massing, scale and materials of an historic property
such as the Hopkins-Frey House. For example, the windows on the applicant’s proposal are out
of scale with a 19th century vernacular farm site, while the windows shown on Circle are in-
keeping with the historic building scale.

- Staffis also concerned with the applicant’s choice of material. The use of two different
materials on the proposed house is out of character with the historic site, and has no relationship
at all to vernacular farm building practices. Staff strongly suggests that the house be built with
only one type of siding. While wood siding might be the preferred siding material in terms of the
character and feel of the historic site, staff notes that there are new substitute materials, such as .
the cement fiberboard (Hardiplank, Chemboard, etc.) which more closely resemble the density and
feel of wood. In addition, these materials are painted similarly to wood and are reputed to hold
paint very well. It is appropriate to consider new materials in terms of new construction, but
there are choices on the market for readily available materials which are more compatible with the
historic site than are being proposed.

This would apply to the choice of windows, as well. Whereas vinyl windows tend to be
heavy and do not have the same character or feel as wood windows, vinyl-clad wood windows
may be appropriate in this context because they tend to have muntin profiles which are narrower
and more similar to those of a typical wood window. In addition, the applicant may choose to go
with 1/1 windows and save on the costs for the muntins. Staff would recommend the use of
windows with integral muntins, attached on the outside of the glazing sandwich, but would not
recommend the use of the internal muntin grill or snap-in grids.

One of the other issues regarding this proposed new construction involves the access
driveway. At the moment, the driveway is a gravel farm lane, with two gravel strips, as
previously approved by the HPC. Staff notes that, even if there are no improvements at all to the
driveway, there may be damage to the existing trees due to compression from construction
equipment, daily driving impacts, and from the utility easement cut. There is also come concern
for a mature maple on Lot #2 whose canopy extends over the access easement.

The applicant proposes to leave the driveway as gravel up to the property line, at which
point it could be paved. The HPC should discuss this possibility, which Staff believes is
reasonable. However, it would also be useful to discuss other possibilities for the driveway which
may arise in the future. Should the hemlocks suffer/die because of the traffic impacts, the
applicant may wish to adjust the location of the driveway within the easement. Placement of the
driveway at the western edge of the property would allow a planting area within the easement
along the eastern side of the access easement, and would provide a stronger delineation between
the historic house and all of the rest of the new construction on Heil Road (including the
applicant’s new house). This may not be desirable to the extent that it would reduce the
west sideyard for the house, and also might reduce the link to the back fields. All of this
might be discussed at this point, or deferred to another date. Staff, however, feels that the



driveway should remain in gravel at least through the easement area, being characteristic of the
19th century farm, and consistent with the existing unpaved character of Heil Road and most of
the homes located here.

The commission may also wish to discuss the potential for additional vegetative screening
on Lot #1 that could emphasize the rural character of the historic site. For example, new
plantings which would include overstory trees such as oak or maple on Lot #1 just inside the
property line by the new driveway would also help to screen the new construction within a
reasonably short period of time. ‘

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the applicant revise the application and return to the HPC for a second
Preliminary Consultation. '
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MATERIAL LIST FOR HEIL ROAD PROPERTY

1. Driveway: From the street to the property line would be gravel as requested by Mrs. Zeik.
From the property line to the garage could be four options: asphalt, concert, brick,
or matching gravel.

2. Windows: We prefer vinyl window (sample attached) because:
a. new technology makes vinyl windows look like wood with less maintenance.
b. vinyl windows operate better than wood ones because moisture expands and is
difficult to operate.
c. the grill would be installed inside of the window for safety reasons.

We are attaching three explanation sheets about the windows: vinyl clad, vinyl
series 8, and wood. If the decision of the board is different from our choice we
will gladly accept the boards decision. My recommendation is based on talking
with and getting advice from other builders who build similar type homes.

3. Siding: Our siding choice is vinyl siding for the same reasons listed in the window section. If
the board chooses a different siding we will accept the boards decision. Mrs. Zgik
please note that no siding will be seen from Heil Road as recommended.

4. Doors: The only door which will be visible from Heil Road will be a single door with a side
light or a double wood door (six panel similar to the historic house).

5. Foundation: The foundation will be block with old fashion broom finish. Note: There will
not be any visible foundation from Heil Road. The front steps will be concrete
or optional brick steps. ’

6. Roof: The roof will be a manufactured terraces covered with p.wood and 30 pound tar paper

with 25 years designer asphalt shingles.

These are only our choices. We gladly accept the recommendations of the board. Thank
you,
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HISTORIC PRE TION COMMISSI TAFF REPOR

Address: Lot #1 adjacent to Meeting Date:  9/8/99

204 Heil Road, Cloverly
Applicant: Reza Sheibani Report Date: ~ 9/1/99
Resource: Hopkins-Frey House Public Notice: = 8/25/99

Master Plan Site #28/32
Review: Preliminary Consultation Tax Credit: No
Case Number: N/A _ Staff. Robin Ziek
PROPOSAL: New construction RECOMMEND: Revise Proposal

PROJECT DESCRIPTION ¥ sk of Uissc- domt The Lovd vSower Live

SIGNIFICANCE:  Master Plan Site, Hopkins-Frey House

STYLE: 19th Century Vernacular Farmhouse
} o
DATE: 1850 By,p; Slype # Lo, irdyus e done donidole Aone okt
pu{'o«l ~ Crnaybernt /acwir»lm.,

The Hopkins-Frey House is a three-part frame farmhouse with §' beveled siding, facing
south onto Heil Road. This road is a dead-end, unpaved gravel road with 20th century
development to the west of the subject property (see photographs, Circle /& ). The
environmental setting is 2.04 acres, and includes the residence close to the road, with farm fields
behind it. The property has been subdivided to permit the construction of a single-family home on
part of the back field area along the west boundary, as a flag lot (see site plan Circle 7). The
environmental setting, however, was not reduced at the time of subdivision.

Access to the home site is provided by an access easement at the west edge of the historic
site. This has been improved with a gravel driveway within this 25' - wide easement, leading back
to the open field at the rear. A line of mature hemlocks lines the easement on the west property
line, and provides a buffer to the adjacent development. The residents of the Hopkins-Frey
House share the easement area and driveway as it provides access to their parking area adjacent
to the historic house. This is currently covered with gravel.

R AL

The applicant is the contract purchaser and proposes to construct a new home on Lot #1,
in the back portion of the historic property. The available lot is actually behind an existing new
house on Heil Road, while the land behind the historic residence will remain an open field and is
not part of the construction lot. The property immediately to the north of the historic site has

f-
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already been developed for single-family homes (see Circle 8’, H), although there is a tree buffer
area in-between which screens this development from site for much of the year. One of the
conditions for subdivision involves compliance with environmental regulations to increase the tree
buffer area (see Circle ). While this will help insure greater privacy at Lot #1, it will also
present further restrictions as to the possible siting of the new house.

The applicant propose to build the new house at an angle so that the front door is
somewhat visible as one drives up to the house. They propose to have an attached garage on the
north side of the house. The house they propose to build is a stock development house, with
brick facing on the east and south elevations which could be seen from Heil Road, but with vinyl ¢,
siding on the remaining two elevations. The house would sit approximately 3' above finished aecle 1y
grade. The height of the structure would be 30" above finished grade. The property slopes down K
from the street and the intention is that the house will not appear of an equal height to the
Hopkins-Frey House because it will be constructed at a lower elevation. They propose to use
either wood insulated windows, vinyl-clad wood windows, or vinyl windows (see Circle 14-16).

AFF DI I
. . - ) L. . - Yoo \
The HPC infrequentl}> has the opportunity to review wholly new construction at a Master
Plan site. The main focus of the review is, as stated in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards
for Rehabilitation, Standard #2, “The historic character of a property will be retained and
‘preserv‘ed. The removal ‘of distinctive Materials or alterations of features, spaces, and spatial
relationships that characterize-a property will be avoided.”

The major issues, then, concern the height, massing, and location of the proposed new
house to the extent that the presence of a new house intrudes on the historic character of the
property, which can be characterized as representing a 19th century farmstead. Lot #1 is
currently an open field which sits at a good distance from the historic house and at a lower
elevation. In considering new construction at this site, there are different approaches which one
might take. One approach could be to build a structure which looks more like a tenant house,
with the simple forms and materials which were used at the Hopkins-Frey House. Another
approach would be to tuck the house as much out of view to break all relationship with the
historic house, associating the new structure more with the existing new homes all around.

The applicant’s proposal clearly strives to associate itself with the new construction. Staff -
feels that this is not wholly inappropriate, but that the proposed siting fails to achieve this
completely. The house could be rotated further, so that the new house would be completely
behind the existing new house just west of the Hopkins-Frey House, and it would not be readily
visible from Heil Road, especially from the access easement/driveway. Staff notes that the
applicant has moved the house back some distance from the original proposal, but staff feels it
could be further rotated and sited even further to the west.

The style of the house makes no reference at all to the historic structure, and in fact is a (see Grde '3>
standard development house which has been built in other parts of the county. Staff feels that this
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Wood Premium Tilt Double-Hung Window General Information

Eeatures

Exterior: Exterlor surtaces of frame and 9ash are primed.

interior: Interior surfaces of frame and sash are natural wood.

Glazing: Insulating giass s glazed with vinyl gasket,

Sash Lock & Stops: Sash lock(s), inside stops, and sill stop are applied.

Weatherstripping: Extruded beige vinyl head parting stop has intagral flexible leaf weatherstripping. Double

flexible ARLOC bulb weatherstripping is routed into sash in combination with fin-seal -
pads, providing superior airtightness.

-
Options and Accessories
High-Performance Glass: See details in product catalog in this section of the price book. -
Grillgs: Wood grille designs available.indude: 5/8 inch frameless; 1 inch !rameleé-ééz 5/8 inch fuli
frame; 1 inch fuil frame.
Internal Muntins: 5/8 inch Internal munting also avallable.
Insect Screens: Heavy-duty {Architectural class C-24 per ANSI/SMA 1004-1987 Standard) bronze, white, or

belge aluminum frame is available with an 18x16 charcoal fibergiass screen cloth. (See
Important Note on back of this page.)

Interlor Extension Jambs: Available in three standard widths: 5-1/4 inch, 6-9/16 inch, and 7-5/16 inch. Intermediate
widths are available on request. Can be factory applled for an additional charge.
Bay Windows: Fully assembled; interior mullion casing, extansicn jambs, and clear pine head and seat .
boards are attached; tframe is for 4-9/16 Inch to €-9/16 inch wall thickness at no additionai
charge; specily exact size desired.
*

Decgorative Windows: High-Parformance insulating glass; drip cap included for 4-9/16 inch wall thickness:
interior casing availabie, specify WM327 Clamshell or WM356 Colonial; all units can be
free standing, some can be stacked above our double-hung units; frameless grilles or
internal muntins are available; interior extension jambs are available.

Configurations Listed in This Price Book

Single Units Single Picture Units 30 Dagree Angle Bay Windows

Twin Units Triple Picture Units 45 Degree Angle Bay Windows

Decorative Windows Include: : s
Round Top Windows ) Single Double-Hung Windows with Round Top Windows Antached
Equal Leg Arch Top Windows Twin Double-Hung Windows with Round Top Windows Alttached
Transom Windows Twin Double-Hung Windows with Arch Top Windows Attached

~ ‘ @
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Vinyl Clad Double-Hung Window General Information

Eeatures

Completely Assembled:  Single, twin, or triple picture units assembled with inside ‘stops and sill stop; sash are
: scrowed together; unit completely balanced for easy operation; they are for 2 4-9/16

inch wall.
Exterior: Exterior surfaces of frame and sash are clad with while vinyl.
Interior: Interior surfaces of sash are profile wrapped in a pine-gained or prefinished white foil.

The pine-grained surface can be stained or painted.

Glazing: Sash are glazed with clear double insulated glass. -
Sash Lock: Metallic sash lock(s) are applied on pine-grained intericr, and white sash lock(s) are
: applied on white Interlor. . ~
) Waeatherstripping: Bulb weatherstrip is used gﬁ top rail of top sasﬁ and boftom rail of bottdf sash and on
' the check rail.

Options and Accessories

Glazing: High-Performance Insulated Glass. See "Clad Advantage" brochure for more information.
/ Gniles: 5/8 inch KD frameless wood grilles are available.

Intarnal Muntins: 5/8 inch internal muntins are available in white.

Screens: Full screens are available with white aluminum heavy-duty* frame with charcoal

fibergiass wire. _ Screens have two spring plungers on the sides to hold the screen in
place and wo fixed plungers on the top. (Ses Important Note at the bottom of this page.)

Interior Extension Jambs: Awvailable for 5-1/4". 6-8/16*, and 7-5/16" walls. Can be applied for an additional charge.

onfiqur

Single Units

Twin Units

Single Picture Units

Triple Picture Units “va
Decorative Windows

Round Tops over Single and Twin Unlts
Equal Leg Arch Tops over Twin Unlits

Important Note

Our Insect screens are intended %0 allow air and light in and to keep Insects out. The insect screen is not intended
/ to stop children from falfing out an open window. For safety screens and ather security devices, contact your local

building supply retailer.
* The term “heavy-duty” refers to architectural class (C-24) per ANSI/SMA 1004-1987 standard. @
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t
Vinyl Series 8 Double-Hung Window General Information

Features ‘
Frame: 3-1/4 inches wide:'dimenslon behind nailing fin is 1-15/16 inches.
Colors: White and beige
Weatherstripping: - Foam filled
Sash Lock: Positive cam-action lock.
Nailing Fins: Standard on double-hung units; can be easlly removed tor replacement situations.
Glazing: Insulating glass is standard; choese from clear or High- Performance glass
limited lifetime warranty against seal failure. -
Balance: Tilt balance system is standard to allow sash t tilt in for easy cleaning.
.
Options and Accessories ) ' P =
Special Sizes: Available in increments of 1/4 inch; specify rough opening size in increments of 1/4
Inch (width first); window will be made 1/2 inch narrower and sharter than rough .
opening; to determine price, contact your dealer. ?
internal Muntins: Available on all sizes of double-hung units in white and beige.
/ Insect Screens: Fiberglas$ charcoal color insact screen; frame Is heavy-duty (Architectural Class C-24

& frné

per ANSI/SMA 1004-1987 Standard) in calors 1o malch windows. (See
Important Note on back of this page.)

High-Performance Glass: See details in product catalog in this section of the price book.

Bay Windows: Fuily assembjed and includa pine head and seat boards and interior extension jambs for
'4-1/2 inch wall thickness; support brackets required and must be ordered separately.

Decorative Windows: 3-1/4 inch averall frame width; direct attachment of quarter rounds, round tops, and
rectangular transoms possible,
Muitiple Units: Add together rough opening widths of individual units.
Tri_m Strips: Available in white gnd beige. See details in the product catalog in this section of the price book.
Replacement Glass: Replacament glass is available for all double-hung windows.
. “‘
flguratio is This Pri
Single Units Single Piclure Units 30 Degree Bay Windows
Twin Units Triple Picture Units 45 Degree Bay Windows
Decorative Windows include:
Quarnter Round Windows
) Round Top Windows : Single Doubie-Hung Units with Round Top Windows Attached
_/- Full Clrcle Windows Twin Double-Hung Units with Round Top Windows Attached

Octagon Windows
Reclangular Transom Windows ‘ (0
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[Click here and type address)

To: Histonic Presesvation Commission  Fax: (301) 563 3412

From: Bill Schillerstrom Date: 09/08/99

Re:  HISTORIC PRESERVATION Pages: 2
COMMISSION MEETING 9/8/99

Preliminary Consultation on New
Construction on 202 Heil Rd

cc:

Ourgent ~ D ForReview = PlesseComment ° D PleaseReply [ Pease Rocycle

Notes;
Dear Rob Zick:

Our comments regarding the Staff report on the Preliminary Consultation on the new construction

proposed for 202 Heil Rd.
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approach is inadequate at a Master Plan site. There will be a loss of what was historically open
space, but the new construction could exhibit a greater sense of deferring to the historic property.
While new construction need not be replicative of any particular style, staff has suggested that the
applicant build a home with simple lines more similar to the Hopkins-Frey House. The example of
a proposal for new construction presented on Circle | ?-is provided only to illustrate the potential
for new construction that would match the massing, scale and materials of an historic property
such as the Hopkins-Frey House. For example, the windows on the applicant’s proposal are out
of scale with a 19th century vernacular farm site, while the windows shown on Circle |3 are in-
keeping with the historic building scale.

Staff is also concerned with the applicant’s choice of material. The use of two different
materials on the proposed house is out of character with the historic site, and has no relationship
at all to vernacular farm building practices. Staff strongly suggests that the house be built with
only one type of siding. While wood siding might be the preferred siding material in terms of the
character and feel of the historic site, staff notes that there are new substitute materials, such as
the cement fiberboard (Hardiplank, Chemboard, etc.) which more closely resemble the density and
feel of wood. In addition, these materials are painted similarly to wood and are reputed to hold
paint very well. It is appropriate to consider new materials in terms of new construction, but
there are choices on the market for readily available materials which are more compatible with the
historic site than are being proposed.

This would apply to the choice of windows, as well. Whereas vinyl windows tend to be
heavy and do not have the same character or feel as wood windows, vinyl-clad wood windows
may be appropriate in this context because they tend to have muntin profiles which are narrower
and more similar to those of a typical wood window. In addition, the applicant may choose to go
with 1/1 windows and save on the costs for the muntins. Staff would recommend the use of
windows with integral muntins, attached on the outside of the glazing sandwich, but would not
recommend the use of the internal muntin grill or snap-in grids.

One of the other issues regarding this proposed new construction involves the access
driveway. At the moment, the driveway is a gravel farm lane, with two gravel strips, as ‘
previously approved by the HPC. Staff notes that, even if there are no improvements at all to the
driveway, there may be damage to the existing trees due to compression from construction
equipment, daily driving impacts, and from the utility easement cut. There is also come concern
for a mature maple on Lot #2 whose canopy extends over the access easement.

The applicant proposes to leave the driveway as gravel up to the property line, at which
point it could be paved. The HPC should discuss this possibility, which Staff believes is
reasonable. However, it would also be useful to discuss other possibilities for the driveway which
may arise in the future. Should the hemlocks suffer/die because of the traffic impacts, the
applicant may wish to adjust the location of the driveway within the easement. Placement of the
driveway at the western edge of the property would allow a planting area within the easement:
along the eastern side of the access easement, and would provide a stronger delineation between
the historic house and all of the rest of the new construction on Heil Road (including the
applicant’s new house). This may not be desirable to the extent that it would reduce the
west sideyard for the house, and also might reduce the link to the back fields. All of this
might be discussed at this point, or deferred to another date. Staff, however, feels that the

)



driveway should remain in gravel at least through the easement area, being characteristic of the

19th century farm, and consistent with the existing unpaved character of Heil Road and most of
the homes located here.

The commission may also wish to discuss the potential for additional vegetative screening
on Lot #1 that could emphasize the rural character of the historic site. For example, new
plantings which would include overstory trees such as oak or maple on Lot #1 just inside the
property line by the new driveway would also help to screen the new construction within a
reasonably short period of time.

TAFF MMENDA

Staff recommends the applicant revise the application and return to the HPC for a second
Preliminary Consultation. '
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Rockville, {301/279-1355).

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.




[ \ -
Eall Senllerety aua

- QO"{r[\k‘x( (22

i for 202 Hei( Kol

' 4\/@\/\/\\9@(@.%
|
(20 979 2209%
‘r

{

|




R=2a

Uz 1oNS + CONCEENS

PR

|0 peveiy Te B PRNVBURT
e 2D > ] \ f
ENAMENT ke =nET.

= 2 Den <eou WD (2 extrgE.
o PrphInley Fopr GUEAS
o {%@/‘H@"MMGKS =N ERAIENT

CTobenr o
NgEe TREEDT
mz&ﬁ%&r

. 15 20 TEES o MR M e
ko 18 \NCLUDE . Teeez = ) %PWT



= o




SURVETOR'S CERTIFICATE

&
7

“
- Hloe § men t--Rocord Pl -

fh‘e. f’/c

AR
oo 1. PRV M*%WM‘.Wwwd
- R mexwom
€ FROM MAUDS T HER. DATED WBOROLEY €18, OO0 AXD MBAOWDCT 8

/ PLET DAL M FECPRIETY LD WL B MACED 1 ACCOWTRILE
sire or

;
i
5
E
§

LA |
ZAGEIAIT VOR PENERT O (OT | MIOWA) LERECH; QAT 10 1B
mwm&wu (WA S e Bl
WBCOIOTILICTCONS

LITRATY
| =bs ols wuﬂmwm PANTILEE IR SRCATICR OF
e R opey TETAS LMD PAONVMROND OV MACRIC LITAATY - BAKEADIT ~ ECCRTED
=TT ARG W LAMD MEEORT OF \ACKHTEMERY COMNTY MR MDD o1
LIDIC 5854 AT MOLO 487 WAICH BAID TERM ARE WCORWRCATED
MDD MDD CRAMT T MATICINBICY W ANING BOAITO MM NS P 4 #C

CATECWCY | CORIDEIMTON BN MY MCINAL W INCowe>-
ATRIC wmumma‘m MMW&A
CAMBTMATVORS AdAonics e
WMWNWOWOMW 0t |
TLERE A/D NO AU, LCTIONS WL“W“
L wvm PIROTTICTY LD ) TH.
OLIBONABION, MM‘wAwwumm

LTS AT

%nmmuﬂwsc‘

e shsjt Mg Tl

7/:4"/, ; L!" \/Z:g éf
Wm . \_{%'— il [~

NE ST DG AT O CPMABORMOAS

HOVAA,
0 CBVELONEINT OF T IMUCE BTy C-idli. OO W LLCOMMNCD Wt
e owneT ACT, 10D€. -

. LOTS | AND 2 , BLOCK D
. RAWLS SPRING

~ - .
PLECTION DMTRICT NO. %
RS s S S oY ak A R N MONTGOMEXY m , MAXTLOND
i . BCALE 1"« 5O » MAY 1B

m PUBUC WATER SUPPLY
o : SratEMe oMY

o 202 7 s
TAMACTLALID SSTUOALAL CAVOLL. MUt § MisBi COB 3 iy 4 SILVER SPRING , MARYLAND 20903 7 6’
¢ BOMO MO OB COLINTY, MARTLAND . ).
APPRSIEY « z..?ﬁ * ) PHONE * (301) 434 -9550 \_r »

g - Srvcooor T parwooc _____ AAX: (301) 434 - 7427
| \UICF Y WC R g e Sad. z54z4r |™ ; o 8 ——| 2924 OV




a \

/ e \
N&gooF2oe)  / /
A0 T4 7\

o

| IO |
’ L.3918 B 264

s e ™Y WKIE »
JoTE | GRave L DRVEWRY To PRoPERTY

SCQ/C ¢ 'l._. 501

9/17/99



DM/o//f/ﬁ

Fo
>2GC® 407

Scale 1. 39"

/A SITC £ G{a‘éiﬂé '\7‘6'(/1



.'-. .

&

A AT A

=
l

iy

===

/

b

yry -—
PoiT
%2
N 74

£ fﬁramvla

nN*
ﬁ;r:z, /;; 5143/ DgTﬂ :. (

A
R

»

FOUNDATION PLAN

1
R — ! n 3:
= v x
— 2 B J353)
T —— T — —— 1=
7
14" TGI or Ean. 7 O-C- l/t“‘
_ - = N 1 et l 1
2 (eatiy et n e ihE£ |
bt i
T b Bar P
, { i
]——3,:/?‘;.;;“;5:( i | 1’(3‘ WS L Cobar .
. l J - F“'g’
R 9 i |
i S IS
g = +
I ¥ : ! ! 1 onaet
S E Blocd.
[N
& - ‘ | (
*, g

X FiriT Floor goisT tsyedl

W o%" W McPis Rud .
NO/OF 20" EXL. T Bpey Rk

»
Aaets rimn s /—{ (1)1882 wiscons wio
- 2AV D, o l ] {n “dm. 2552 2851 282 2881 bl
ShT . 3=
H S { nos - » ¢ § . o
HoTer _ = —= v N @
- . Eoveiri-rdivgd (—ﬂ— - foxe1 V—'ﬂi
e 3OEE STL g R T iy
all Headsrs N ey~ | R
e 17 % PR (3 \g 3 . - Sl
2(vr10) . nj | 4 OWNUERSBAYH BEDROOM ‘#4 BEDROOM #3 r N
ine) #  FAMILY ROOM by A - e : = :
] 4 O | 7 [O ey 5
. ovew = Rie '(‘. DRl - 2 i 3o 3.8" Bl 87 — &
- . ~ v . d =
i 62 0 was 3" Voo P CDade L o
n OROPIN 4 . g p
it . \ [ i’\ < ek :uose;‘ :&g{ CLOSET J.-;
—_— de e ¥ L ke — H N
{7 |- x W alnh)wa - . oo
v R e i l DR, . . i b
}' T 3] T3 = § Juq Ty i — 2 o Lik ol A ;i-_" LR =
! ‘) k. % 3 ey, BT .
TR | opPe va : [ yo g R gt A1 =1
mrON o ; I <1 ¥
Vabg'] - b : e " § R 3 §[ - = :‘\ iy .S ‘Q
: ' % .
L |8 1 . R A3
=N 0 -
PR
g e . 5 i
Tt : N Ei
fover 3
2% - 20 - J : 3
S fed B : 0 ==
* =1 9 5
Ny . b a7 ER i 3
| L 1 E ! R4
i [ . i ©3
’ . | : | | ! DROG ;
: T 4 J | OWNER'S BEDROOM | - I BEDROOM #2 4
4 oo 1Y oy X ! 1450 1 1 Ze 147 =
i 2 Lils o (aa't) o -1 'l oPeEN TO
— ANcati VAT n‘u\#{zd i B | S ) L BELOW
— b : feiPaarahing - ca:ﬂ:my :
—_— e T &= I a2y s = " e A =
e . A - O i - A SO N .

FIRST FLOOR FL__.AI\{
& Sucond Floe 05T logour™

SECOND FLOOR PLAN

——r———
R

g

%

g N
1

IR IR T N

o b,

e e e B i R ok 5 aT i mae e e

L et



1O-1 178"

B / 1 el
- Kdge Ven i o) UHERAYAENT -
—_ R € UK 00
e o e .
v G, U TS
L —— G TEIEAL B - aTEL
opigif TURIED &pMESGT — -~ -7 PG - EovA e aly
R A U foLTion
(2L Ti0
o /
W SN e A
N ,
i - .
- L ¢
. i
I s
) | ! Y WAATEN B iz i
_ | OPEN FOYER | BEDROOM #4 e e ”‘i,u bt
t I a\&mma w/ 'ﬁ ———\ T/—
: i . 20 Athe wmisnal ”
: B eoNy o g " " trerss 1
i A . D B v AR epr
Nz
— 3z T BN RSP HA
pime Y SO
! o 313 fzh»év . 4128 % EYihL
SUNROOM i i3 ot o R e !
l . g & mmuna W ok
. FAMILY RM. &
° { - N e % Rrie mmamem
= ,L ,'._“%‘SL wf tAKODC PALED Y
< 3,
— - i i
g DRI N AT ﬁl N et ruve i
¥ 2 g N HEEwL 5
2 b il : AT
n oz — ! i . 3 0133
oz ;T epfer 1 ! BASEMENT g2
I I P . ¢ T
i R P IS . :
Apﬁ'ﬁc: H p . { 1 < ) N i
oraze — | | z s
I . \ . s Thg . TN wA e w/lla”wrig?g ;
. . . / Wi
B [__!‘j i . L_—J S "fwwdfv m&mm m’x‘&m& %Lr\hm
. L oo . T o4 UG sk kR y
e A ZONE R TN _
SECTION & e mpe L ot PRI
\ BUILDING SECTION o s omo e '
) -
. MMW,\ w Rowock
"&""J%MW - T
. PR tqut cm Tk —
9
BRI
Zhé( W-/X. )f‘«‘il)v’.
i 1] ] 2
% y LI =
il =
o4 =
. B -t
Q r vy 22 v&\
p— — A s ( & dz’M\.
o
~el
¥
& {
//“NQ : _
= . ) A o : TYPRICAL WALL SFCTION TYPICAL WALL SECTIO
’ : 1 o - S
9|
Q /. -~
S . zok. A. iinga :
.‘.
1t . ) 1 F Vo b
| r . \. . 1 ' | ) H A ] ‘ x L
I A : B : N
i ’ édﬁ;(
M - . :
| — i N |
( I . . oy oy !
Iy Vi AN ] 2.0 0L, CONT. SPACING - B
-0 i p N
=° I8 YA 32
_ 2
W
wtim o .
A - . )

ROOF FRAMING PLAN - -

L_-_' °




R A I ST IR TRV

13 1 -
I [\ttt ———y |
Q;'! } ‘ |‘_ -1 il-. ) 1‘30,3’
Jf iieor Py > =7
* T3 T == o —
| -
: il 14° TGL or £aa. 2 0-C J/t_
I W ———=— | T vieend /]
| [ T W ARl |
' heddt AN L gtk
' ' Buon Poi? ™ & T
A [ . 7 . ] .
o T
3150 erat™ I N | i | g’ oMb G s
e T o P T rbar _ | i - Aty
I g a1 -
i o + | . ‘ N
, < a et bt l ! ' 1 enoal
. . i v 2ffra | P - o
IS -+ Py
I s Ny o |
! = M e A
| 2 Al — —
oI I oIl | 2 1 e
: s i | ‘ |
! L L : | =
i B2 \2r2 Pias | S— — L.J / -
LI p = o YT - N ) ‘ ok b
: / vwo.C. 7 T - e - . ——]
' ’ = = ' / FOUNDATION PLAN —
L %’i _ & FirsT Floor goisT twyed
: Ol .
: 7(3)T. L.
WA - - : -
: . 4_ _, | T s :
. . ' » i
A . o A ctsrion o : e s o
}Oprtt) /ﬁwf’la/ Dol L Eme - . g Lo, o i _gess , o A e
L ! - T Neius vo. Y Ky (. rear W N § . %
: g Ffdi ok oMo A ) ~ .
a woTe: . e 2o ~ ] BL oo mzm&-?:;im
I Haade . pecr o 4. ® N . ) s s
i . i . all eurs . o 1 owu;h‘il paTi~_%¥ BEDROOM #4 BEDROOM #3° J
o : 2(rrie) 3| o - FaLyrPom * o R oOF —Talo AR . 3
: ): o . - b = 1 i/ . wr B ve PEETIE  R -7
2An _léec L .n‘ ‘(1:!!4-
w S 2o Jg8 CLOSET M i ::LOSET :
N BV e g § hY , [ L B } 1‘_;..,‘2:?‘#_ X
i } . o i .ﬂ } "'“‘\")u’"_'__ _ L B
I -7 3 TS e
r pnEE s S . : et = |
i) _ g Jro e = ck
. I ' - - -
i P - ila 3 N i Bl
| * - Lﬂ»l'w j: r 2 S ""‘_
Y h Eo : QI : g = MTa 3 i 7g K/--'_
: ~g 14 LR ' X
; ! &y ! ES .
IR | OWNER'S BEDROOM | * ’ BEDROOM #2 3
; PR & } 145 | ¥t 145 h
i . . PO OPEN TO - .
: i ) ) BELOW |
i u P s T T T
- R e e it N AN ie
Y . e - SR ‘g \;
" : ) - By ' .
; FIRST FLOOR PLAN | SECOND FLOOR PLAN &
4 .
3 . [\
g , 3 Secnd Fr 05T logoe” K
:
3 o
H ~
i ¢ -



o g

1Ot /B

A e

g

36 1/4"

MiN,

5

38"

T
-SSR oot S

[ .

e GG 0 UNERAY WiENT
/ TRl @ 2 0.0
. //// Ty comn e pevpoon
\ "

/———a-TPevHL B - asTern
PENOD - ELev A s oy

DRL TORIED €pAE ~— i

wWOEE. U \\:
. |

voime TURIED el -~

Wi Eley "o —\'r\\"

2'0" puPovt \

W B "p? N :
!

#%2 INGULATION

200"

HRTE N

| 2-0" 0. CONT. SPACNG
+

2’

l:?:% = t = il S w{-q,@
! ' < ‘ ' i
f i
| o
I, "OPEN FOYER BEDROOM #4
| ;
|
|
el i = =
— Sz
; Tuk A0 @ | 3
' 0.6 =
2
@ | | , i
= ! | FAMILY RM. &E
§ . R a8
- | k=
! -‘t%fi
[ il _peer Fuoe -
4 T .
L] T b
ey — ; “41 | ‘
5 ) ; WM BASEMENT
; é . ﬁ\\
o = ]
T — ]
) . . TN o sk ol
. & R Bpok
BUILDING SECTION
il 1 ]
E T T
%
vt\lj_’._.., ‘1
<E
3 4
|
N e ~ . ., : ! ‘
. ZoJC A A lirag |- i : : >
."_ . '
: i - y | f
N - | A N
ﬂs vz i |
g
. e l e T _4
- a8 -

RQQ FRAM!NGf PLAN

e W’Mh G»< St - EMA

falemma 1% me
& @, BTG mmxnm

W\w v sm fﬂ?éev -

P ;,mJ
i

™ N
A R

e\mm 4 ELWAW -
Eﬁ? 4 w ‘MLM

44 @ 14 o, mﬂ _S;
er»u;ruk»(). ‘Htk‘rmm

ch 4 aummx)
nVn\- 1\ < ”4 oL vt

it 2B e,

/n.(/ ":P‘ MO A |

faz; BAANE REED

. f

W 40 ] i

TYPICAL WALL SECTION

=

Wﬂz& weed

} mv
a!emma v “ﬂ'

W j R g

m'mfp 2 ay(l‘

.
) 2% m».-—ﬂ

B 4 Wi, s,

Whiae Ve e rw
emuam‘». Heim

- mlmAL ik

R

VA
L] 'ﬁwﬁﬁc)
ol rg R

’ %v‘u wmww ST
W Mﬁ

ey
sl e oo

% 2 K W
L

BOVARE
Fieze

ST wa«f
%KM@

it Gt 06, TR B

‘ﬂé ﬁ“%oo Vm;t :

e

mmhm v W R
Nrm ‘zﬂNaW

L, ‘mqa £

DRX -




——

787;’ Vo "W

/ 00!

ko
5GCS E407

- 1o
L.3216 £ 264

SCq/c X |i: 30”



%\\N

I

L

o5

¢ —




‘ofplien ?,or ) “ D
¢ @

T} "' GdrﬂJp Deer

Glast
Aloch

/

; s / .
Scalp 1 * BacA E levalian



w3 Yle ﬂ‘!}l |

g



1

wol V)3

s

























































HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
SPEAKER’S FORM

7T J

If you wish to speak on an agenda item, please fill out this form and giveittoa
Historic Preservation staff person sitting at the left end of the table in the front of the
auditorium prior to consideration of that item. The Historic Preservation Comm1551on

welcomes public testimony on most agenda items.

Please print using ink, and provide your full name, complete address, and name of
person/organization that you officially represent (yourself, an adjacent property owner,
citizens association, government agency, etc.). This provides a complete record and .
assists with future notification on this case. This meeting is being recorded. For audio
- identification, please state your name and affiliation for the record the first time you

speak on any item.

DATE: /0/27/9 9

AGENDA ITEM ON WHICH YOU WISH TO SPEAK: %ﬁ[& NS F@\/ )LM

HPw P

NAME: z.yw /Powalé(éf v Bill Schy flerchoo nn

COMPLETE MAILING ADDRESS: 204 Heil &

S ey §pw/t5, M0 90?05’

REPRESENTING (INDIVIDUAL/ORGANIZATION): s;{@ ( owners O - /

hishvic I”W"‘/LQ)

. The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission observes the following time

guidelines for testimony at regular meetings and hearings:

HAWP applicant’s presentation.............o.ccoeeiueeueiieviinieroreceeeeeeereseneseenens 7 minutes
Comment by affected property owners on Master Plan designation............ 3 minutes
Comment by adjacent owners/interested parties...................cccoocrncunennne. 3 minutes
Comment by citizens association/interested groups........ e 5 minutes

Comment by elected officials/government representatives.......................... 7 minutes
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Window Sizes and Doors

First Floor:
3.0 X 6.0 for the house and 3.0 X 5.0 for the garage

5.0 for the from door including the side light, no transom

3.0 X 3.0 for the kitchen window

6.0 for the sliding door

3.0 for the back door

16.0 X 7.0 for the garage door

Second Floor:

3.0 X 4.0 for the window over the porch except the window over the door which is 5.0 x 4.0

Rest of the second flooris 3.0x 5.0

Porch Elevation:

7 inches less than first floor

Note: all porch front and railing will be painted (everything that can be seen from the street)
Trim: 1 x 4 around all front windows and door

Facial: 1 x 6 painted

Sofect: Ventéd (wood)

Shutters: option on all front windows

Siding: vinyl, option wood (poplar or oak or red cedar)
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
SPEAKER’S FORM

If you wish to speak on an agenda item, please fill out this form and give it to a
Historic Preservation staff person sitting at the left end of the table in the front of the
auditorium prior to consideration of that item. The Historic Preservation Commission
welcomes public testimony on most agenda items.

Please print using ink, and provide your full name, complete address, and name of
person/organization that you officially represent (yourself, an adjacent property owner,
citizens association, government agency, etc.). This provides a complete record and

assists with future notification on this case. This meeting is being recorded. For audio
identification, please state your name and affiliation for the record the first time you
speak on any item.

Dm%f 8 1999

AGENDA ITEM ON WHICH YOU WISH TO SPEAK: Ne w COO\SMA d‘n oA)

hopkins - Freq, ﬂmw/k.
NAME: L\mm/ ?v)ﬁ /Wc ”cm Sch “Cv&-HOM

COMPLETEMAILINGADDRESS ,DOL/ HP l PA

6( )d@r %\{.M Mb 90‘105\

REPRESENTING (INDIVIDUAL/ORGANIZATION) <c\‘p‘

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission observes the following time
guidelines for testimony at regular meetings and hearings:

HAWRP applicant’s presentation...............cccceevuererieieinreveeieieeesreeeeveieenan 7 minutes
Comment by affected property owners on Master Plan designation............ 3 minutes
Comment by adjacent owners/interested parties.................c..coocoeevevevinnnanns 3 minutes
Comment by citizens association/interested groups.................c...cceevenen e, 5 minutes

Comment by elected officials/government representatives......... Feeeeeeererseens 7 minutes



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: Lot #1 adjacent to Meeting Date: 10/13/99
204 Heil Road, Cloverly

Applicant:  Reza Sheibaniagdam Report Date: 10/06/99

Resource:  Master Plan Site #28/32 Public Notice: ~ 09/29/99

Hopkins-Frey House

" Review: Second Preliminary Consultation ~ Tax Credit: No
Case Number: N/A o Staff: Perry Kephart
PROPOSAL:  New construction RECOMMEND: Proceed to HAWP
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
SIGNIFICANCE:  Master Plan Site, Hopkins-Frey House
STYLE: 19th Century Vernacular Farmhouse -
DATE: c1850

The Hopkins-Frey House is a three-part frame farmhouse with 5' beveled siding, facing
south onto Heil Road, a short distance from New Hampshire Avenue. Heil Road is a dead-end,
unpaved gravel road with 20th century development to the west of the subject property. The 2.04
acre property has been subdivided to permit the construction of a single-family home on Lot 1, a
35, 598 s.f. flag lot (see site plan of the property, Circle§1). The environmental setting remains
both Lot 2 (50,364 s.f), on which the historic residence is sited close to Heil Road, with a stable

"and pasture behind the house, and Lot 1.

In front of the house is a row of four trees that includes two large locust trees, a large
evergreen, and a 10" English walnut. The larger trees are advanced in years and in decline.
Across Heil Road is a dense hedgerow composed of large deciduous trees and understory growth
that screens the historic property from the development to the south. On the side and to the rear
of the house are several mature maple trees.

Access to the proposed new home site is provided by a 25' wide access easement at the
west edge of the historic site leading back to an open field at the rear of the site. A line of mature
hemlocks lines the easement on the west property line, and provides a buffer to the adjacent
development. The residents of the Hopkins-Frey House share the easement area and driveway as
it provides access to their parking area adjacent to the historic house. Part of the easement and
the parking area are currently covered with gravel.
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PROPOSAL @.L,,Q

: The appllcant is a contract purchaser who appeared before the HPC on September 8, 1999
for a preliminary consultation. He proposes to construct a new home on Lot #1, in the back
portion of the historic property. Unresolved issues that arose at that consultation resulted in a
second consultation. The i issues to be discussed in order.that an apphcatlon can be ﬁled for a

Historic Area,Work P re: Q Q M
&e‘y\ U IM ”
The siting of the house on the lot. Al u—”“"‘o‘“ =S -

The design of the main section of the house. : .
C{w\ ,9 The design of the garage and the siting of the driveway. — &c oc o C)"\Q*-“ Loercle
) Q The cladding materials for the house. -’

The use of operable shutters on the front or side facades.
The placement of the WSSC line to the house along Heil Road and down the

G % L L’:-\\ o,h/accesz;asemen‘}lj 2 S} . XDJL./M /\.&0 O

The applicant’s prop sal, modlﬁed since the last consultation, now includes a vernacular '2%/0/
40 x 40 two-story house sited with the front facade facing south (to the front of the lot), with a 24
x 24 garage on the right side with the garage door openings facing to the side (east). There are
two 1/1 windows proposed for the garage front facade. The 5 bay, side-gable house is to have a
full-width front porch. The center door and the center window on the second story are to have
sidelights. There is a one-light transom over the front door. The style of the house alludes to the
‘Federal farmhouses in the county that were modified in the mid-19th century with Victorian
porches.

The foundation walls are to be cement parged block. Proposed cladding is with vinyl
siding. The applicant has provided a sample for the HPC to examine. Shutters (inoperable) are
proposed for the front facade only. Windows are proposed to be 1/1 doubled-glazed, with no
muntins of any kind, including interior snap-in grills. Composite roofing is proposed for all roof
planes. The painted wood front porch is to be set on brick or brick-faced piers.

As noted in the first staff report, the available lot is actually behind an existing new house
on Heil Road, while the land behind the historic residence will remain an open field and is not part
of the construction lot. The tree buffer area to the north and west will insure greater privacy at
Lot #1, but will also present further restrictions as to the possible siting of the new house.

The applicant has indicated that it is possible to use painted wood framed and trimmed
windows, doors and garage doors, and porch flooring, supports and railings with inset pickets.
The front facade of the garage can have two or three 1/1 windows to match those in the main

section. (‘wv&h e o sVa o d

STAFF DISCUSSION o) N o J\»-LQW,L\«% - Cua—-:g‘
— R DA \'7 o &QQ\/J

The HPC infrequently has the opportunity to review wholly new construction at a Master
Plan site. The focus of the review is stated in the Secrefary of the Interzor S Standards Jor

* WDQ%'V\‘



Rehabilitation, specifically:

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

and
Standard 9 - New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will
not destroy historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize
the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be
compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and
'massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

The applicant has responded to the concerns of the staff and commission by siting the
larger mass of the house away from the historic resource. From the historic residence and from the
access road, the newouse visually should present a series of planes leading from the one-story
‘garage to the full-width front porch to the side-gabled main section. The visibility of the house
could be further mitigated by the planting of a small copse of decorative trees at the corner of the
yard where the paved lane to the house begins. The view from the historic residence of the garage
doors and turnaround apron on the side would appear to be blocked by the stable on Lot 2.

Staff'is concerned with the applicant’s choice of cladding material. Although the applicant
proposed to omit the brick facade from his proposal and use only vinyl siding, staff suggests that
wood siding might be the preferred siding material in terms of the character and feel of the
historic site. Staff also notes that there are new substitute materials, such as the cement
fiberboard (Hardiplank, Cemboard, etc.) which more closely resemble the density and feel of
wood. In addition, these materials are painted similarly to wood and are reputed to hold paint
very well. It is appropriate to consider new materials in terms of new construction, but there are
choices on the market for readily available materials which are more compatible with the historic
site than are being proposed. If vinyl is to be approved, staff would strongly recommend that all
trim and exterior detail including soffits, cornices, windows, doors, porch detail (including floor,
railings, supports and framing), and garage doors be of painted wood.

Use of operable shutters is recommended for infill projects, however staff recognizes that
this is an out-of-period house where shutters may not be included in the climate control system for
the house. Use of decorative (inoperable) shutters on the front facade is recommended over the
omission of shutters entirely.

The applicant proposes to pave the easement section of the driveway with gravel up to the
property line, at which point the driveway would be gray (not black) asphalt paving, which staff
feels is reasonable. Placement of the gravel area to the east of the existing line of hemlocks would
have the least impact on the historic setting. Staff would recommend that an understory of new
hemlock plantings be installed on the existing line of mature trees to mitigate any ill effects of the
road installation.

Finally, the applicant has indicated that the installation of a WSSC line can be sited as
deemed appropriate by the HPC. Staff would point out that the hedgerow of mature trees across



Heil Road, is not in the environmental setting and could be removed at a later date, but at this
time it effectively screens the historic site from new development to the south, and should be
protected if at all possible. It should also be noted that the locust and evergreen trees in the front
yard of the house are past their peak and missing much of their canopy. The 10" English Walnut is
failing to thrive. Placement of the utility line that required removal of these trees and replanting of
healthy trees might be negotiated between staff, the applicant and WSSC.

Staff recommends that the siting of the line along the easement access road be such that
both the hemlocks and the mature maples on the side of Lot 2 be avoided.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the applicant make any changes agreed upon at this consultation and

submit detailed plans of the project, including all elevations and a floor plan, for a Historic Area
Work Permit.



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: Lot #1 adjacent to ~ Meeting Datey 9/8/99
204 Heil Road, Cloverly

Applicant: Reza Sheibani Report Date: ~ 9/1/99

Resource: Hopkins-Frey House Public Notice:  8/25/99
: Master Plan Site #28/32 :

Review: Preliminary Consultation Tax Credit:  No

Case Number: N/A |  Staff  Robin Ziek

PROPOSAL: New construction RECOMMEND: Revise Proposal

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE:  Master Plan Site, Hopkins-Frey House

STYLE: 19th Century Vernacular Farmhouse

DATE: c1850

The Hopkins-Frey House is a three-part frame farmhouse with 5' beveled siding, facing
south onto Heil Road. This road is a dead-end, unpaved gravel road with 20th century
development to the west of the subject property (see photographs, Circle ). The
environmental setting is 2.04 acres, and includes the residence close to the road, with farm fields
behind it. The property has been subdivided to permit the construction of a single-family home on
part of the back field area along the west boundary, as a flag lot (see site plan Circle ). The
environmental setting, however, was not reduced at the time of subdivision. »

Access to the home site is provided by an access easement at the west edge of the historic
~ site. This has been improved with a gravel driveway within this 25' - wide easement, leading back
to the open field:at the rear. A line of mature hemlocks lines the easement on the west property
line, and provides a buffer to the adjacent development. The residents of the Hopkins-Frey
House share the easement area and driveway as it provides access to their parking area adjacent
to the historic house. This is currently covered with gravel.

PROPOSAL

The applicant is the contract purchaser and proposes to construct a new home on Lot #1,
in the back portion of the historic property. The available lot is actually behind an existing new
house on Heil Road, while the land behind the historic residence will remain an open field and is
not part of the construction lot. The property immediately to the north of the historic site has

®



already been developed for single-family homes (see Circle ), although there is a tree buffer
area in-between which screens this development from site for much of the year. One of the
conditions for subdivision involves compliance with environmental regulations to increase the tree
buffer area (see Circle ). While this will help insure greater privacy at Lot #1, it will also
present further restrictions as to the possible siting of the new house.

The applicant propose to build the new house at an angle so that the front door is
somewhat visible as one drives up to the house. They propose to have an attached garage on the
north side of the house. The house they propose to build is a stock development house, with
brick facing on the east and south elevations which could be seen from Heil Road, but with vinyl
siding on the remaining two elevations. The house would sit approximately 3' above finished
grade. The height of the structure would be 31' above finished grade. The property slopes down
from the street and the intention is that the house will not appear of an equal height to the
Hopkins-Frey House because it will be constructed at a lower elevation. They propose to use
either wood insulated windows, vinyl-clad wood windows, or vinyl windows (see Circle ).

STAFF DISCUSSION

The HPC infrequently has the opportunity to review wholly new construction at a Master
Plan site. The main focus of the review is, as stated in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards
for Rehabilitation, Standard #2, “The historic character of a property will be retained and
preserved. The removal of distinctive matenals or alterations of features, spaces and spatial
relationships that characterize a property will be avoided.”

The major issues, then, concern the height, massing, and location of the proposed new
house to the extent that the presence of a new house intrudes on the historic character of the
property, which can be characterized as representing a 19th century farmstead. Lot #1 is
currently an open field which sits at a good distance from the historic house and at a lower
elevation. In considering new construction at this site, there are different approaches which one
might take. One approach could be to build a structure which looks more like a tenant house,
with the simple forms and materials which were used at the Hopkins-Frey House. Another
approach would be to tuck the house as much out of view to break all relationship with the
historic house, associating the new structure more with the existing new homes all around.

The applicant’s proposal clearly strives to associate itself with the new construction, Staff
feels that this is not wholly inappropriate, but that the proposed siting fails to achieve this
completely. The house could be rotated further, so that the new house would be completely
behind the existing new house just west of the Hopkins-Frey House, and it would not be readily
visible from Heil Road, especially from the access easement/driveway. Staff notes that the
applicant has moved the house back some distance from the original proposal, but staff feels it
could be further rotated and sited even further to the west.

The style of the house makes no reference at all to the historic structure, and in fact is a
standard development house which has been built in other parts of the county. Staff feels that this



approach is inadequate at a Master Plan site. There will be a loss of what was historically open
space, but the new construction could exhibit a greater sense of deferring to the historic property.
While new construction need not be replicative of any particular style, staff has suggested that the
applicant build a home with simple lines more similar to the Hopkins-Frey House. The example of
a proposal for new construction presented on Circle  is provided only to illustrate the potential
for new construction that would match the massing, scale and materials of an historic property
such as the Hopkins-Frey House. For example, the windows on the applicant’s proposal are out
of scale with a 19th century vernacular farm site, while the windows shown on Circle are in-
keeping with the historic building scale.

Staff is also concerned with the applicant’s choice of material. The use of two different
materials on the proposed house is out of character with the historic site, and has no relationship
at all to vernacular farm building practices. Staff strongly suggests that the house be built with

- only one type of siding. While wood siding might be the preferred siding material in terms of the
character and feel of the historic site, staff notes that there are new substitute materials, such as
the cement fiberboard (Hardiplank, Chemboard, etc.) which more closely resemble the density and
feel of wood. In addition, these materials are painted similarly to wood and are reputed to hold
paint very well. It is appropriate to consider new materials in terms of new construction, but
there are choices on the market for readily available materials- which are more compatible with the
historic site than are being proposed.

This would apply to the choice of windows, as well. Whereas vinyl windows tend to be
heavy and do not have the same character or feel as wood windows, vinyl-clad wood windows
may be appropriate in this context because they tend to have muntin profiles which are narrower
and more similar to those of a typical wood window. In addition, the applicant may choose to go
with 1/1 windows and save on the costs for the muntins. Staff would recommend the use of
windows with integral muntins, attached on the outside of the glazing sandwich, but would not
recommend the use of the internal muntin grill or snap-in grids.

One of the other issues regarding this proposed new construction involves the access
driveway. At the moment, the driveway is a gravel farm lane, with two gravel strips, as
previously approved by the HPC. Staff notes that, even if there are no improvements at all to the
driveway, there may be damage to the existing trees due to compression from construction
equipment, daily driving impacts, and from the utility easement cut. There is also come concern
for a mature maple on Lot #2 whose canopy extends over the access easement.

The applicant proposes to leave the driveway as gravel up to the property line, at which
point it could be paved. The HPC should discuss this possibility, which Staff believes is
reasonable. However, it would also be useful to discuss other possibilities for the driveway which
may arise in the future. Should the hemlocks suffer/die because of the traffic impacts, the
applicant may wish to adjust the location of the driveway within the easement. Placement of the-
driveway at the western edge of the property would allow a planting area within the easement
along the eastern side of the access easement, and would provide a stronger delineation between
the historic house and all of the rest of the new construction on Heil Road (including the
applicant’s new house). This may not be desirable to the extent that it would reduce the
west sideyard for the house, and also might reduce the link to the back fields. All of this
might be discussed at this point, or deferred to another date. Staff, however, feels that the @



driveway should remain in gravel at least through the easement area, being characteristic of the

19th century farm, and consistent with the existing unpaved character of Heil Road and most of '

thc homes located here.

. . £
The commission may also wish to discuss the potential for additional vegetative screening
on Lot #1 that could emphasize the rural character of the historic site. For example, new
plantings which would include overstory trees such as oak or maple on Lot #1 just inside the
property line by the new driveway would also help to screen the new construction within a
reasonably short period of time.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the applicant revise the application and return to the HPC for a second
Preliminary Consultation.



Standards for Rehabilitation ’

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change to its
distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

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

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create a
false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or elements from other historic
properties, will not be undertaken.

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be retained and
preserved.

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that
characterize a property will be preserved.

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration
requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design, color, texture,
and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary

and physical evidence.

7. Chemical or physical wreatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.
Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.

8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must be disturbed,
mitigation measures will be undertaken.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials, fea-
tures, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from
the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and mass-
ing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in a such a manner thar,

if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment
would be unimpaired.
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MATERIAL LIST FOR HEIL ROAD PROPERTY

1. Driveway: From the street to the property line would be gravel as requested by Mrs. Zeik.
From the property line to the garage could be four options: asphalt, concert, brick;

or matching gravel.

2. Windows: We prefer vinyl window (sample attached) because:
a. new technology makes viny! windows look like wood with less maintenance.
b. vinyl windows operate better than wood ones because moisture expands and is
difficult to operate. )
c. the grill would be installed inside of the window for safety reasons.

We are attaching three explanation sheets about the windows: vinyl clad, vinyl
series 8, and wood. Ifthe decision of the board is different from our choice we
will gladly accept the boards decision. My recommendation is based on talking
with and getting advice from other builders who build similar type homes,

3. Siding: Our siding choice is vinyl siding for the same reasons listed in the window section. If
the board chooses a different siding we will accept the boards decision. Mrs. Z#sk
please note that no siding will be seen from Heil Road as recommended.

4. Doors: The only door which will be visible from Heil Road will be a single door with a side
light or a double wood door (six panel similar to the historic house).

5. Foundation: The foundation will be block with old fashion broom finish. Note: There will
not be any visible foundation from Heil Road. The front steps will be concrete
or optional brick steps. '

6. Roof: The roof will be a manufactured terraces covered with p.wood and 30 pound tar paper

with 25 years designer asphalt shingles.

These are only our choices. We gladly accept the recommendations of the board. Thank
You,
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Sent By: HP Laserdet 3100; 3018792308; Sep-8-99 12:02PN; page 2

MEMORANDUM
TO: Historic Preservation Commission
FROM: William Schillerstrom & Lynn Powalski;
Owners of The Hopkins-Frey House
DATE: September 8, 1999
RE: Preliminary Consultation Meeting, Scheduled for 9/8/99, on the Proposal for

New Construction on 202 Heil Road, Submitted by Reza Shelbani.

We are writing in response to the proposal for new construction on Lot 1, the lot adjacent
to the Hopkins-Frey House. We are the owners of Lot 2, on which the Hopkins-Frey
House is located. OQur property also contains the ingress/egress utility easement
accessing Lot 2 from Heil road.

We support staff's recommendations as to the new construction's location on Lot 1, as
well as, their remarks concerning its style, massing, scale and exterior materials used as
these features relate to this master plan site which represents a mid-nineteenth century
farmstead. We also support staff's recommendation to plant over story trees on lot 1
along the boarder of lot 1 and lot 2 for screening. We suggest including some
evergreens to help provide screening during the winter months.

We support maintaining the existing driveway over the easement, a gravel farm lane with
two gravel strips as previously approved by HPC.

As staff points out, trenching for utilities and the compression from regular use of the
driveway will likely result in irreparable damage to the root structure of the line of
Canadian hemlocks located within the easement. It may be best to remove the hemlocks
at the time of construction, which would allow for relocating the driveway to the western
boarder of the easement. This would allow for room to plant screening along the
easement’s easten boarder. It would also permit moving the utility trench to the
westem side of the easement to avoid disturbing the root structure of the large maple,
which drip-line overhangs the easement. We are particularly concemed about possible
injury to the maple's root structure that may result from running the utility trench on the
eastern half of the easement. Unlike the hemlocks, this mature, stately tree could not be
replaced.
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