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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 30 Hesketh Street, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 10/12/2005

Applicant: Beverly & Robert Haller .. Report Date: 10/5/2005
(David Vogt, Agent)
Public Notice: 9/28/2005

Resource: Contributing Resource
Chevy Chase Village Historic District Tax Credit: None
Review: HAWP Staff: Michele Oaks

Case Number:  35/15-05V

PROPOSAL:  Side Addition RECOMMENDATION:
Approval with condition

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Commission approve this HAWP application with
the conditions that:

» The cut sheets for the windows and doors (people and garage) for the new addition will be submitted
for staff review at the time of drawings stamping. The windows and French doors will be wood,
simulated, divided-light windows, which contain muntins that are permanently bonded to the interior
and exterior of the insulating glass simulating a divided light appearance.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District
STYLE: Tudor Revival

DATE: 1920

, The subject resource was originally built as a simple frame dwelling facing Cedar Parkway in
1920. The house, including the basement garage and the front door all faced Cedar Avenue at this time.
After 1927, the house underwent major changes, which included the removal of the basement garage, the
relocation of the interior staircase, the major alteration of the interior room configurations, and the
relocation of the front door to face Hesketh Street. Additionally, a large two-story addition was added to
the east elevation of the house with a two-car garage addition, probably in the early 1960s. The current
two-car garage addition was probably constructed in the late 1970s.

PROPOSAL:

The applicant proposes to construct a two-story side addition on top of the existing two-car garage. (The
footprint of the house will not increase on the site.)

The two-story addition will attach onto the non-contributing 1962 side addition and will utilize materials
and finishes that complement the existing style of the house including painted, true stucco or synthetic
stucco on the first level and painted cedar shingles or fiber cement shingles on the second and capped with
a fiberglass shingle roof to match the existing. All the trim and details will be wood. The new addition
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was designed with a slightly lower roofline to differentiate this massmg as a separate addition and the
columns on the front fagade are proposed to be a square Doric column or a chamfered column to provide a
differentiation in this detail.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES:

When reviewing alterations and new construction within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District several
documents are to be utilized as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing their decision. These
documents include the Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan — Expansion, approved and
adopted in August 1997, Montgomery County Code Chapter 244 (Chapter 244) and the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent information in these documents is
outlined below.

Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan

The Guidelines break down specific projects into three levels of review - Lenient, Moderate and Strict
Scrutiny.

“Lenient Scrutiny” means that the emphasis of the review should be on issues of general massing
and scale, and compatibility with the surrounding streetscape, and should allow for a very liberal
interpretation of preservation rules. Most changes should be permitted unless there are major problems-
with massing, scale or compatibility.

“Moderate Scrutiny” involves a higher standard of review than “lenient scrutiny.” Besides issues
of massing, scale and compatibility, preserving the integrity of the resource is taken into account.
Alterations should be designed so that the altered structure still contributes to the district. Use of
compatible new materials, rather than the original building materials, should be permitted. Planned
changes should be compatible with the structure’s existing design, but should not be required to replicate
its architectural style.

“Strict Scrutiny” means that the planned changes should be reviewed to insure that the integrity
of the significant exterior architectural or landscaping features and details is not compromised. However,
strict scrutiny should not be “strict in theory but fatal in fact” i.e. it does not mean that there can be no
changes but simply that the proposed changes should be reviewed with extra care.

The Guidelines that pertain to this project are as follows:

e If an existing garage or accessory building has any common wall with, or attachment to, th
main residence, then any addition to the garage or accessory building should be subject to
review in accordance with the Guidelines applicable to “‘major additions”.

e Major additions should, where feasible, be placed at the rear of the existing structure so that
they are less visible from the public right-of-way. Major additions, which substantially alter.or
obscure the front of the structure should be discouraged but not automatically prohibited. For
example, where lot size does not permit placement to the rear, and the proposed addition is
compatible with the streetscape, it should be subject to moderate scrutiny for contributing
resources.

s The Guidelines state three basic policies that should be adhered to, including:
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o Preserving the integrity of contributing structures. Alterations to should be designed in such a
way that the altered structure still contributes to the district.

o Maintaining the variety of architectural styles and the tradition of architectural excellence.

o Design review emphasis should be restricted to changes that will be visible from the front or
side public right-of-way, or that would be visible in the absence of vegetation or landscaping.

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A

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

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

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

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation

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

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

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

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

STAFF DISCUSSION

The proposed design meets the criteria outlined in the Chevy Chase Village Guidelines. The
design does not negatively impact the streetscape, nor does it increase the existing lot coverage as it is
being built on top of the existing two-car garage. Additionally, the addition is being attached onto a non-
contributing 1962 addition, and therefore, will not be disrupting any potentially remaining original fabric
on this currently very altered contributing resource. Finally, the applicant is proposing a slightly lower
roofline for this addition that will differentiate this addition from the 1962 addition as well as from the
original massing. Since this addition is a side addition, we support the use of complementary materials and
the use of materials such as column details, lower rooflines, and French doors to differentiate this addition
with the rest of the house. Otherwise, too much differentiation in materials could cause a negative effect
and draw the eye away from the original massing. Staff recommends approval with the Commission’s
general condition for window and door specifications.
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

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

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

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’s Standards for Rehabilitation.
and with the general condition that the applicant shall present the 3 perfnit sets of drawings to Historic

Preservation Commission (HPC) staff for review and stamping prior to submission for the applicable
Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permits.
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MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
! ] 8787 Georgia Avenue e Silver Spring, Mar‘yiend 20810-3780

Date: December 1, 2005

MEMORANDUM

TO:

Robert Hubbard, Director

FROM: Michele Oaks, Senior Planner (@

Historic Preservation Section

SUBJECT:  Historic Area Work Permit # 398329 and 398330 for addition and entry stoop alterations

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) reviewed the attached application
for a Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP) at its public hearing on October 26, 2005. This application
was APPROVED with condition. The condition: of approval were:

o The cut sheets for the windows and doors (people and garage) for the new addition will be

submitted for staff review at the time of drawings stamping. The windows and French doors will
be wood, simulated, divided-light windows, which contain muntins that are permanently bonded
to the interior and exterior of the insulating glass simulating a divided light appearance.

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED AND CONDITIONAL UPON
ADHERENCE TO THE ABOVE APPROVED HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT (HAWP)
CONDITIONS.

Applicant:  Beverly and Robert Haller (David Vogt, Agent)

Address: 30 Hesketh Street (Chevy Chase Village Historic District)

This HAWP approval is subject to the general condition that, after issuance of the Montgomery County
Department of Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the apphcant will contact the Historic Preservation
Office if any alterations to the approve plans are made prior to the 1mplementat10n of such changes to
the project.

MONTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNING BOARD, 8787 GEORGIA AVENUE, SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND 20910
WWW.MNCPPC.ORG
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. THE FOLLOWING ITEMS:MUST_.BE_COMPL'ET_ED‘ AND THE
REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION,

WHITTEN DESCRIFFION OF PHOJECI'

8. Description of existing strutture(s) end envionmental setting. including their historical features and significance:

- b, Genecal description-of p_rdiect and its'effect on the historic w;o’uu':e,(s), the enviroqmental Semqg, dod, whéa ‘applicable, the histotic district:

3.

&

5.

3 -

6.

7.

SITE PLA'

Site and envuonmenta! seﬂmg,vdrawn to. scale You may tise: your plal. Your sne phn must mclude

A, thescale horth; atrovy, and date;

-b, d\mensnons ol all mstmg and propqsed sbucmres and

€. sne ieatu:es such as wa“:wavs‘ duvewavs lences. ponds sueams msh dumpsle:s mechamcal equupmem,snd Iandscapmg

PLANS AND EtEVM!ON :

b. Elevalio ensions, c'learly findi ptoyosed wror in fetation to exmmg constriction #ng; when appropuale context, -
Al mate«s d ﬁx(ures proposed far.the: extenor misst-bp| fotedon the eievauons d:amngs At ex«sung and proposed elevation drawing of gach
lat':ac_lg affec by the' proposed viork is requued .

MATQIIA[S SPEJFICAT!ONS

General descnpuon of malena!s and manufaclured items ‘proposed fo( mcorporanon in the work ol the pm]ect This m!ormauon may be mcmded on your
desngn dfawmgs : . i

PHOTOGRAPHS

a cxearly fabeled pholog(aph\c prmts of each facade o[ exlst\rg resource mc!udmg detalls of the atfected poriions. AW !abels shuu!d be placed on the
fromt of photographs. .

b. Clearly !abe! photog{aphtc prints of the resource as v‘wed from the public ngh| ni-way and o! the ad]ommg pxopgmes, ‘At tabels should be placed by
the front-of; pho(ogrnphs

TREE SURVEY R R ' , D ko

1 you are proposing constiuction adjacent i of \withi
muyst filean‘accurate tree syrvey identitying e size,

tire ol any e 6° or larqcr in dlammr {ar-approximately 4 feet above the ground), you
and species of ‘eachtree of at least that dunensuon

ADDRESSES OF-ADJACENT AND COMFRONTING PRORERTY 6WNEHS-

For ALL projects, provide an accufste st of adjscent ard sontronting property owners (ot ienante), inicluding Adrmes, addresses, and zip codes. Thi fist
should incliige thie owniers of aft fnts ér parcels which 2djoin the peecelin qiestion, ss wellas the oivner(s) ototls} or pacells] which fie directly across
the siteethighveay fiora the pace! in.question, Yeu can cbtain this information ram the Department of Assessménts and Taxat;on 5\ Montue Sueet,
Rockville, (301/279- 13555 ]

PLEASE PRINT {iN BLUE OR BLACK KK) OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE. AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIEO DIRECTLY.DNTO MAILING LABELS.
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, THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE
REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

WRITTEN DESCRIPFION OF PROJECT

s, Description of existing structure{s) and environmental setting, including theis historicel testures snd significance:

- b. General description of project and its effect on the historic 1esource(s), the environmental sefting, and, whare applicable, the historic district:

ZEE AFANES

SIEPLAN . _

Site and envitonmental seﬂit?:g:, drawn to scale. You _mai Use:your ﬁlat, Your site'.p.lan must intlude:
a.  the scale, norih arrow, and-date; 7 .

b, dimensions of .a‘lv|:ex’i$ting‘ and proposed structures; and’

¢ sitefeatires St;;h'a:;‘ violvrays, driveiways, fences; ponds, streams. trash dumpsters, mechanical equiprment, 816 lahdscaping.

PLANS ANDELEVATIONS
You must submit 2 coples ol flans ad efevations it format o farget thain 11%x 17, Plans ori & 1/2"% 11 paper are Blérred,

a. Schematic _cohs‘fru_ér'iq); planis, with ;ﬁarkgd ‘dimensions, indi‘_catihg", tion. sizé and-general type of walls, window and door openings, and other
" fised features of bioth the existing resourceis) and the proposedwork: : : ) ’

b, Elevatiofis {facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work i ietation to existing construction and, whien appropriate, :
- All matérials-and fixtufes proposed lor. the exterior must-b2 noted on the elevations dravsings. An existing and » proposed elevation drawing of each
facade affected by the proposed work is requited. )

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General dgséiipﬁqn of materials and manufactured items propdsed for incorporation-in the work-af the project This information may be inckuded on your
design drawings. ’ ’ .

5. PHOTOGRAPHS
3 . .

a. ‘Clea_(ly beled ph‘omgfaphigﬁ priats of each facade ol existing resource, includiag details of the alfected portions. Al labels should be placed on the
front of photographs. . .

b. Cleady labe! photographic prints of the fesource’as viewed fiom the public right-ofwey and of the ’adjoir'\ing_' properties. All labsls should be placed on
the tront-of photographs. -

TREE SURVEY T T : N T

It you sre propesing constiuction aidfacent o 61 withy

lice of any tree 67 or larger in didmeter fat approximately 4 feet aboveé the ground), you
must e an'acturate iree sufvey identitying thie size,

5 and species bt each e of at least that dimension,

ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFAONTING PROPERTY GWNERS ' B

For ALL pmject.é, provide an accurate list of adjacent snd zonfroating property owners {not1enants), including riames, addresses, and zip codes. This fist
should inclide thi owners-of all Io1s or parcels wehich 247oin the o2rcelin guestion, s well'ss the.owvner{s) of lat(s) or. pargelis) which lie directy acrass
the Streeyhighway ftrmthe parcel i questian. You can ttein Bis information from the Oepatment of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Montoe Street,
Rockville, {301/279-1355). E

PLEASE PRINT {IN BLUE OR BLACK INK) OR TYPE THIS tNFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE,
PLEASE-STAY WITHIN TRE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY DNTO MAILING LABELS.



1A
The Property is located at 30 Hesketh Street, Chevy Chase MD 20815

It is considered a contributing resource in the historic district of the
village of chevy chase. The original structure has had several prior
additions that have occurred at different times of the years.

The house sits on a corner lot-the South/ East corner of the intersection
of Hesketh & Cedar Parkway --- Being a corner lot the property should
maintain two front yard set sets - the original structure is in a non-
conforming location as it sets over the 25’BRL toward cedar parkway -
the property line starts well back from the street curb - rough est. of
30'+/- between the property line and the curb (toward Cedar parkway)
rough est. of 15°+/- between property line and curb(toward Hesketh
Street)

The existing structure has painted stucco for siding on the first floor &
painted cedar shakes for siding on the second floor. The existing roof is a
fiberglass shingle roof- some of the original windows have been replaced.

Please see the photos for specific style / features of the existing
structure.

1.B
There are two applications for proposed work at this property this
applications is for the stoop/ entry:

Part 2)

Front Stoop / Portico Work

We are proposing to extend the existing stoop to the left when viewed
from Hesketh. There are several reason we hope are proposing this work;

1) The existing stoop is very low and shallow- making it a very
awkward space (bumping ones head & shoulder is common)

A) the depth of the porch structure is about 3 inches shallower
then the width of the front door - so then storm/ screen
door swings open is would hit the support beam of the
structure- if it had not been notched to allow the upper
corner of the door to swing below the beam.

B) The height of the support beam is in the 6’4" +/- ( stoop is hot
level) with the angled support brackets reducing the height
and width even more.

2) The door location is offset from the column spacing (not sure if the
stoop is an original structure ) 1962 plan shows only the outer
most columns w/ bracing- one large opening not the two bay opening
seen today—ahn indication that the structure may have been
modified from its original design (if original).—

3) Based on the staff review of the house it was determined that the
existing entry door location was not the original entry door location
and that the property originally faced Cedar Parkway—there is
some indication (based on an old plat that HPC obtained) that the
porch roof structure at the existing entry door may not be original.



4) The existing entry is somewhat understated for the house existing
structure - not giving the structure much street presents— the
stoop is a bit undersized for the existing massing -

5) A good portion of the existing stoop is outside the 25” ERL -
making modifications to the existing structure difficult in both
permitting at Montgomery County and the Village of Chevy Chase.

©) the existing stoop structure adds some character to the
structure but is ineffective as an entry.

Our goal is to make the Entry / Stoop workable - in its existing
configuration the accessibility is severely compromised. We have had
several meeting with the staff of HPC and the Village of Chevy Chase- to
come up with a solution that meets all the constraints and agendas.

We have identified several options that may work to provide relief from
the confined/ awkward accessibility to the house.
See the following descriptions for the options:

1) We propose to leave the existing stoop in place & simply intend to
extend it to the left- -(as viewed from Hesketh street ) allowing for a
slightly higher move balanced entry for the structure as a whole.

- see elevation- 1 (in this proposal we would look to change the existing
front door into a window)
We intend to blend the new structure materials and details as practical -
with HPC input. We think the new location and detail/ design enhances the
overall structure while maintain the original character of the design.

2) We propose to modify the left portion of the existing stoop -
Relocate the a post and add a turn gable to increase the height and depth
of the left side of the porch. We would also look to dide the existing door
to the left so that is can be centered in the modified stoop.

-see elevation 2--
We intend to blend the new structure materials and details as practical -
with HPC input. We think the new location and detail/ design enhances the
overall structure while maintain the original character of the design.

3) We propose to modify the left portion of the existing stoop -
Relocate the a post and add increase the depth of the stoop (we would
end up with a different pitch at the left section- we would hope to raise
the beam and increase the depth of the stoop) We would also look to slide
the existing door to the left so that is can centered in the modified
opening.

-see elevation 3--
We intend to blend the new structure materials and details as practical -
with HPC input. We think the new location and detail/ design enhances the
overall structure while maintain the original character of the design.



1.A
The Property is located at 30 Hesketh Street, Chevy Chase MD 20815

It is considered a contributing resource in the historic district of the
village of chevy chase. The original structure has had several prior
additions that have occurred at different times of the years.

The house sits on a corner lot-the South/ East corner of the intersection
of Hesketh & Cedar Parkway --- Being a corner lot the property should
maintain two front yard set sets - the original structure is ina non-
conforming location as it sets over the 25’'BRL toward cedar parkway -
the property line starts well back from the street curb - rough est. of
30’+/- between the property line and the curb (toward Cedar parkway)
rough est. of 15’+/- between property line and curb(toward Hesketh
Street) :

The existing structure has painted stucco for siding on the first floor &
painted cedar shakes for siding on the second floor. The existing roofis a
fiberglass shingle roof- some of the original windows have been replaced.

Please see the photos for specific style / features of the existing
structure.

1B
The proposed work in broken into two basic parts, 1) the addition
& 2) the entry work.

Part 1) .

We are proposing to construct a two story addition above an existing (2)
car garage (the driveway is dug out - garage is at basement level)

Note- the addition will not increase the lot coverage/ or require any
additional foundation work. (we will be asking for a rear deck style landing
at the rear of the addition see plat- plans elevations- small pier footings
needed). We anticipate blending the exterior materials of the addition
with those found on the existing structure - we will be coordinating final
sections & details with the HPC.

The addition will set to the left hand side of the property (as viewed from
Hesketh Street) and will sandwich the previous two story addition
between the original structure and the proposed work. See photos—The
previous addition is a bit bland in its massing & has some strange
detailing. (large plywood panels below windows). Our proposed addition
take some design/ detailing clues from the original structure in hopes to
unify the entire structure as a whole.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 30 Hesketh Street, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 10/12/2005

Applicant: Beverly & Robert Haller Report Date: 10/5/2005
(David Vogt, Agent) ' :
‘ Public Notice: 9/28/2005

Resource: Contributing Resource .
Chevy Chase Village Historic District Tax Credit: None

Review: HAWP Staff: Michele Oaks
Case Number: 35/15-05W

PROPOSAL:  Front porch alterations RECOMMENDATION:
Approve with Conditions

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Commission approve this HAWP application with
the conditions that: '

e Proposal #2 for the porch alterations is approved.
e The final drawings for the porch design are to be reviewed and approved by HPC staff.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource within the Chevy Chase Vlllage Historic District
STYLE: Tudor Revival

DATE: 1920

The subject resource was originally built as a simple frame dwelling facing Cedar Parkway in
1920. The house, including the basement garage and the front door all faced Cedar Avenue at this time.
After 1927, the house underwent major changes, which included the removal of the basement garage, the
relocation of the interior staircase, the major alteration of the interior room configurations, and the
relocation of the front door to face Hesketh Street. Additionally, a large two-story addition was added to
the east elevation of the house with a two-car garage addition, probably in the early 1960s. The current
two-car garage addition was probably constructed in the late 1970s.

PROPOSAL:

The applicant is proposing to make alterations to this porch due to the incompatibility of the porch
with the front door. These incompatibilities are:

o The existing front porch roof is low and the width of the porch is very shallow. This makesisa
very awkward space. The depth of the porch structure is about 3” shallower than the width of the
front door - causing the storm door to hit the support bean of the structure if it is not notched to
allow the upper corner to the door to swing below the beam.

o The height of the support beam is in the 6°4” range (stoop is not level) with the angled support
brackets reducing the height and the width even more.



o The door location is offset from the column spacing. 1962 Plan shows only the outer most
columns with bracing — one large opening not the two-bay opening as seen today, which is an
indication that the structure may have been modified from its original design (applicants will be

_bringing 1962 plans to HPC meeting).

The applicant has submitted three suggested proposals, however, they prefer proposal #2. The three
proposals are as follows:

1. Leave the existing stoop in place and extend the roof to the left create a clipped-cross gable.
The front door would move to this new bay and a window would be installed in the front
door’s previous location.

2. Relocate the post and add a clipped-cross gable to the existing porch to increase the height.
Increase the depth of the left side of the porch by 12-18”. The applicant would also desire to
slide the front door down so that it would be centered within the new gable.

3. Relocate the post and add a shed roof to the existing porch to increase the height. Increase the
depth of the left side of the porch by 12-18”. The applicant would also desire to slide the front
door down so that it would be centered within the new gable.

**The materials and details for the nevx} elements on the porch will complement and be compatible with the
existing porch design and materials.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES:
Montgomery County Code; Chapter 244
e A HAWP permit should be issued if the Commission finds that:

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

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

Alterations within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District are reviewed under the Chevy Chase Village
Guidelines adopted as part of the Amendment to the Bethesda-Chevy Chase Master Plan in 1997. The
Guidelines break down specific projects into three levels of review - Lenient, Moderate and Strict
Scrutiny.

“Lenient Scrutiny” means that the emphasis of the review should be on issues of general massing and
scale, and compatibility with the surrounding streetscape, and should allow for a very liberal interpretation of
preservation rules. Most changes should be permitted unless there are major problems with massing, scale or
compatibility.

“Moderate Scrutiny” involves a higher standard of review than “lenient scrutiny.” Besides issues of
massing, scale and compatibility, preserving the integrity of the resource is taken into account. Alterations should be
designed so that the altered structure still contributes to the district. Use of compatible new materials, rather than the
original building materials, should be permitted. Planned changes should be compatible with the structure’s existing
design, but should not be required to replicate its architectural style.

“Strict Scrutiny” means that the planned changes should be reviewed to insure that the integrity of the
significant exterior architectural or landscaping features and details is not compromised. However, strict scrutiny



should not be “strict in theory but fatal in fact” i.e. it does not mean that there can be no changes but simply that the
proposed changes should be reviewed with extra care.

The Guidelines that pertain to this project are as follows:
o Porches should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the pubic right of way.
The Guidelines state five basic policies that should be adhered to, including:
o Preserving the integrity of contributing structures. Alterations to should be designed in such a
way that the altered structure still contributes to the district.
o Maintaining the variety of architectural styles and the tradition of architectural excellence

o Design review emphasis should be restricted to changes that will be visible from the front or
side public right-of-way, or that would be visible in the absence of vegetation or landscaping.

STAFF DISCUSSION

HPC staff, the applicants design team and the Chevy Chase Village Manager has spent many hours
trying to solve this very challenging case. A considerable portion of the current front porch stoop is
outside the 25° BRL (BRL is shown as double dashed line on first floor plan on circle 10 ).
Initially, staff was very concerned with making any alterations to the porch, since there have been so many

alterations to the house. The porch was the “last remaining untouched piece” and alterations to any
remaining original features would be a detriment to this contributing resource. After additional research,
it has been determined that the front porch has had alterations. The original porch, as seen on the 1927
Sanborn Map (circle J7 ), did not extend beyond the side elevation of the house, however, the current
porch does wraps around the corner of the house. Additionally, the 1962 drawings show a more simplified
version of the column spacing.  This is probably the original configuration of the porch at the time of
construction. It has also been established that the front door was relocated to its current location from the
Cedar Parkway fagade. With these elements in mind and given the fact that the porch structure is currently
not a functional space for the owners, staff is recommending that we support the owner’s request to modify
their front porch design with Proposal #2. The design of proposal #2 retains most of the existing materials
in their current configuration, without relocation of the front door, while retaining the design and character
of the original design. Staff recommends approval with a condition that the final design to be reviewed
and approved by HPC staff .

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

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

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

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 Chevy Chase Village Historic District Guidelines.
and with the general condition that the applicant shall present the 3 permit sets of drawings to Historic

Preservation Commission (HPC) staff for review and stamping prior to submission for the applicable
Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permits.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 30 Hesketh Street, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 10/26/2005

Applicant: Beverly & Robert Haller Report Date: 10/19/2005
(David Vogt, Agent)
Public Notice: 10/12/2005

Resource: - Contributing Resource
Chevy Chase Village Historic District Tax Credit: None
Review: HAWP Staff: Michele Oaks

Case Number: 35/14-05V CONTINUATION

PROPOSAL:  Side Addition and porch ‘ RECOMMENDATION:
alterations Approval with condition

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Commission approve this HAWP application with
the conditions that:

» The cut sheets for the windows and doors (people and garage) for the new addition will be submitted
for staff review at the time of drawings stamping. The windows and French doors will be wood,
simulated, divided-light windows, which contain muntins that are permanently bonded to the interior
and exterior of the insulating glass simulating a divided light appearance.

BACKGROUND:

The applicant and their designer were before the Commission at the October 12" public hearing. At this meeting, the
Commission was concerned with the roof height detail in drawings that were shown in front elevations and not
conveyed in the side elevation. Additionally the Commission wanted to see some modifications in the plans, which
included:

o Installation of windows in the left elevation.

e A change of the chimney on the addition from siding to stucco or masonry and detailed with

corbelling.
e  Lower the ridgeline of the addition.
¢  Draft a roof plan.

***All of these items have been addressed since the last submittal and are attached to this staff report.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District
STYLE: Tudor Revival

DATE: , 1920

The subject resource was originally built as a simple frame dwelling facing Cedar Parkway in
1920. The house, including the basement garage and the front door all faced Cedar Avenue at this time.
After 1927, the house underwent major changes, which included the removal of the basement garage, the
relocation of the interior staircase, the major alteration of the interior room configurations, and the



relocation of the front door to face Hesketh Street. Additionally, a large two-story addition was added to
the east elevation of the house with a two-car garage addition, probably in the early 1960s. The current
two-car garage addition was probably constructed in the late 1970s.

PROPOSAL:
The applicant proposes to:

1. Construct a two-story side addition on top of the existing two-car garage. (The footprint of the
house will not increase on the site.) The two-story addition will attach onto the non-contributing
1962 side addition and will utilize materials and finishes that complement the existing style of the
house including painted, true stucco or synthetic stucco on the first level and painted cedar
shingles or fiber cement shingles on the second and capped with a fiberglass shingle roof to match
the existing. All the trim and details will be wood. The new addition was designed with a slightly
lower roofline to differentiate this massing as a separate addition and the columns on the front
fagade are proposed to be a square Doric column or a chamfered column to provide a
differentiation in this detail. .

2. Relocate the post and add a clipped-cross gable to the existing porch to increase the height.

Increase the depth of the left side of the porch by 12-18”. The applicant would also desire to slide
the front door down so that it would be centered within the new gable. :

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES:

When reviewing alterations and new construction within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District several
documents are to be utilized as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing their decision. These
documents include the Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan — Expansion, approved and
adopted in August 1997, Montgomery County Code Chapter 244 (Chapter 24A) and the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards). The pertinent information in these documents is
outlined below. '

Chevy Chase Village Historic District Master Plan

The Guidelines break down specific projects into three levels of review - Lenient, Moderate and Strict
Scrutiny. .

“Lenient Scrutiny” means that the emphasis of the review should be on issues of general massing
and scale, and compatibility with the surrounding streetscape, and should allow for a very liberal
interpretation of preservation rules. Most changes should be permitted unless there are major problems
with massing, scale or compatibility.

“Moderate Scrutiny” involves a higher standard of review than “lenient scrutiny.” Besides issues
of massing, scale and compatibility, preserving the integrity of the resource is taken into account.
Alterations should be designed so that the altered structure still contributes to-the district. Use of
compatible new materials, rather than the original building materials, should be permitted. Planned
changes should be compatible with the structure’s existing design, but should not be required to replicate
its architectural style.

©,



“Strict Scrutiny” means that the planned changes should be reviewed to insure that the integrity
of the significant exterior architectural or landscaping features and details is not compromised. However,
strict scrutiny should not be “strict in theory but fatal in fact” i.e. it does not mean that there can be no
changes but simply that the proposed changes should be reviewed with extra care.

The Guidelines that pertain to this project are as follows:

» Ifan existing garage or accessory building has any common wall with, or attachment to, th
main residence, then any addition to the garage or accessory building should be subject to
review in accordance with the Guidelines applicable to “major additions”.

s  Major additions should, where feasible, be placed at the rear of the existing structure so that
they are less visible from the public right-of-way. Major additions, which substantially alter or
obscure the front of the structure should be discouraged but not automatically prohibited. For
example, where lot size does not permit placement to the rear, and the proposed addition is
compatible with the streetscape, it should be subject to moderate scrutiny for contributing
resources.

= The Guidelines state three basic policies that should be adhered to, including:

o Preserving the integrity of contributing structures. Alterations to should be designed in such a
way that the altered structure still contributes to the district.

o Maintaining the variety of architectural styles and the tradition of architectural excellence.

o Design review emphasis should be restricted to changes that will be visible from the front or
side public right-of-way, or that would be visible in the absence of vegetation or landscaping.

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A

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

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

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

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation

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

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

#9 New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials,

features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated
from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and

©,



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

would be unimpaired.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The proposed design meets the criteria outlined in the Chevy Chase Village Guidelines. The
design does not negatively impact the streetscape, nor does it increase the existing lot coverage as it is
being built on top of the existing two-car garage. Additionally, the addition is being attached onto a non-
contributing 1962 addition, and therefore, will not be disrupting any potentially remaining original fabric
on this currently very altered contributing resource. Finally, the applicant is proposing a slightly lower
roofline for this addition that will differentiate this addition by 1’ from the 1962 addition as well as from
the original massing. Since this addition is a side addition, we support the use of complementary materials
and the use of materials such as column details, lower rooflines, and French doors to differentiate this
addition with the rest of the house. Otherwise, too much differentiation in materials could cause a negative
effect and draw the eye away from the original massing. Staff recommends approval with the
Commission’s general condition for window and door specifications.

HPC staff, the applicants design team and the Chevy Chase Village Manager has spent many hours
trying to solve this very challenging case. A considerable portion of the current front porch stoop is
outside the 25" BRL. Initially, staff was very concerned with making any alterations to the porch, since
there have been so many alterations to the house. After additional research, it has been determined that
the front porch has had alterations. The original porch, shown in the 1927 Sanborn Map, did not extend
beyond the side elevation of the house, however, the current porch does wraps around the corner of the
house. Additionally, the 1962 drawings show a more simplified version of the column spacing. This is
probably the original configuration of the porch at the time of construction. It has also been established
that the front door was relocated to its current location from the Cedar Parkway fagade. With these
elements in mind and given the fact that the porch structure is currently not a functional space for the
owners, staff is recommending that we support the owner’s request to modify their front porch design. The
design of proposal retains most of the existing materials in their current configuration, without relocation
of the front door, while retaining the design and character of the original design.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with the above stated condition the HAWP application
as being consistent with Chapter 24A-8(b)(1) & (2);

with the Chevy Chase Village Historic District Guidelines, Adopted in April 1998;
with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation,
and with the general condition that the applicant shall present the 3 permit sets of drawings to Historic

Preservation Commission (HPC) staff for review and stamping prior to submission for the applicable
Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permits.
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