





HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Isiah Leggett Jef Fuller
County Executive Chairperson

Date: 2/06/08

»

MEMORANDUM

TO: Carla Reid, Director
Department of Permitting Services

FROM.: Anne Fothergill
Planner Coordinator
Historic Preservation Section-Planning Department
Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission

SUBJECT:  Historic Area Work Permit #469040 — second floor addition and window replacement

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached application for a
Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP). This application was approved at the November 13, 2007 HPC meeting.

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDITIONAL UPON ADHERENCE
TO THE ABOVE APPROVED HAWP CONDITIONS AND MAY REQUIRE APPROVAL BY DPS OR
ANOTHER LOCAL OFFICE BEFORE WORK CAN BEGIN.

Applicant: Bob Kyle and Kate Fulton
Address: 4 East Irving Street, Chevy Chase

This HAWP approval is subject to the general condition that the applicant will obtain all other applicable
- Montgomery County or local government agency permits. After the issuance of these permits, the applicant must
contact this Historic Preservation Office if any changes to the approved plan are made.
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OF PERMITTING SERVICES

E. 2nd FLOOR. ROCKVILLE. MD 20850

DPS - #8

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR 10y
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

contatremson:_(JHRIS  SNOWBER
Daytime Phone No.: Q{L) ;52. \5\4/6
Tax Account No.:

Name of Property Owner: BD% KYLE Ay }Q(TE. ﬁt—fo'\’ DayhmePhone No.: (2013 @f) S-QDO
awess: 4 BAsT [gung SweeT.  Cpgare Crpse MDD 208(5

Street Number City Stast Zip Code

COnuamonszm ~+ A’SSMA’[E) Phene No.: (202 335 - /225

Contractor Registration No.: 4/ 250 .
Agent for Owner: C,H,K\S Suonibel " HMU{' 1) SNO% Daytime Phone No.: CZOZ)_ 2332 - S-ZH 5

ITECTS

[OCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE _

House Number: zt Street: _EA'S’\’ ) RUING ST- REE 7

Town/City: I HEAM Q’lﬂ'&& Nearest Cross Street; C&UNEQJI LT WME

Lot: ,_3 Block: ZQ Subdivision:

Liber: Folio: Parcel:

PART ONE: TYPE ERMI TION ANOC USE

JA. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: .

\ﬁ(:onsmm O Extend VAna/ﬂenovate B ac O Shb ﬁnoom Addition T Porch [ Deck [J Shed

0 Move 0 Install 0 Wreck/Raze 0 Solar ] Fireplace ) Woodburning Stove {0 Single Family
3 Revision O Repair 3 Revocable J Fence/Wall (complete Section 4} DO Other:

1B. Construction cost estimate: § Zﬂo4m

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

PART TWO; CBMPLE TE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTIDN AND EXTEND/ACDITIONS
2A. Type of sewage disposal: ot M WSSC - 02 O Septic 03 {J Other:

2B. Type of water supply: 01 p WSSC 02 {J Well 03.[] Other:

PART THREE; COMPLETE ONLY FOR FENCE/RETAINING WALL
JA. Height feet inches

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

0 On party line/property line O Entirely on land of owner J On public right of way/easement

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

Vo6

.S‘ignar}/al owner or authorized egent Dete

Approved: \/

R et
i r Chairperson, Hl;{g_nc erva n Commission
Disapproved: Signature: ,1;5"50- :.;"' o v N Date: ﬁ 5 O %/

Loy K ooty

Application/Permit No.: Lol .. DateFied: Date Issued:

Edit 6/21/8 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS




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

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT
a. Description of existing structure(s) and environmentsi setting, including their historical features and significance:

The existing house is a colonial revival style, 2-story residence with an attic built in 1906, and is a
contributing resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District. While the main mass of the house
exists, numerous alterations have occurred. The front porch was removed sometime between 1936 and
1953. In 1953, a fire destroyed the front of the house, resulting in more changes including windows on the
Second Floor and in the Attic. After the fire, the roof and attic were replaced but not to their original design.
Additions at the rear and side occurred in the 1980s and 1990s. The current owner restored the front porch
to its original design in 2000. -

b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resource(s), the environmental setting, and, where applicable, the historic district:
The project is a second story addition above the existing First Floor Family Room that would provide space
for a new Master Bedroom Ig’uite. We also propose to restore the front Second Floor and Attic windows to
their original design and carry the 3-over-1 lite pattern into the new addition. The proposed second story
addition is set back from the street, and the ridge height of the new roof will be lower than that of the existing
main house to keep the massing of the addition compatible with the existing house as well as other houses
in the neighborhood. The proposal is a carefully scaled addition that has been properly detailed to work with
the existing house, and to meet the criteria for moderate scrutiny set forth in the Chevy Chase Village
Historic District Guidelines.

2. SITEPLAN
Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat. Your site plan_ must include:
a me'scale, north arrow, and date;
b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and

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

3. PLANS AND FLEVATIONS

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

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

b. Elevations (facades), with marked dimensions, clearly indicating proposed work 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 manufactured items proposed for incorporation in the wark of the project. This information may be included on your
design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

a. Clesrly labeled photographic prints of each facade of existing resource, including details of the affected portions. All labels should be placed on the
front of photographs:

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-of-way and of the adjoining properties. All labels shouid be placed cn
the front of photographs. :

6. TREE SURVEY

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

1. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent snd confranting property owners [not tenants), inciuding names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of all iots or parcels which adjcin the parcel in question, as well as the owner(s) of lot(s) or parcel{s) which lie directly across
the street/highway from the parcel 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 INFORMAT!ON ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.



Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)
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Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
Address: 4 East Irving Street, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 11/ 14/2007.
Resource: Contributing Resource : Report Date:  11/07/2007
Chevy Chase Village Historic District
Abplicant: - Bob Kyle and Kate Fulton (Chris Snowber, Architect) Public Notice: 10/31/2007
Review: HAWP ‘Tax Credit:  Partial
Case Number: 35/13-07KK Staff: Anne Fothergill

PROPOSAL: Second story addition and alterations to house

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

- Staff recommends that the HPC approve this HAWP application.

BACKGROUND

The applicants came to the HPC for a Preliminary Consultation on October 10, 2007. At that time, the
HPC was very supportive of the proposal and recommended no changes and advised the applicants to
submit an application. The transcript is in Circles |g - 26 and the Local Advisory Panel’s
comments from the Preliminary Consultation are in Circle 3] .

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District
STYLE: Colonial Revival : :
DATE: 1906 ' '

PROPOSAL

The applicants are proposing to add a second story to an existing 1996 addition on the right side of the
house. The addition will have wood siding, wood windows and trim,a nd an asphalt shingle roof. The
applicants are also proposing to restore the second and third floor windows that were replaced after a 1953
fire. The second floor windows would be 3-over-1 double hung wood windows and the attic windows
would be multi-lite wood casements. See existing and proposed plans in Circles F =] F .

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 historic preservation review guidelines in the approved and adopted amendment for
the Chevy Chase Village Historic District (Guidelines), 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

The Guidelines define a Contributing Resource as “A resource which contributes to the overall character of the
district and its streetscape, but which is of secondary architectural and historical significance. A resource may be
classified as contributing if it is a common or ubiquitous example of an architectural style that is important to the
historic district, or if it was an outstanding resource that, while still identifiable as a specific architectural style, has
lost some degree of its architectural integrity due to alterations. Contributing resources add to the overall streetscape
due to their size, scale, and architectural character.”

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.¢. it does not mean that there can be no changes but simply that the proposed
changes should be reviewed with extra care.

Specifically, the Guidelines state:

o Lot coverage should be subject to strict scrutiny, in view of the critical importance of preserving the
Village’s open park-like character.

o Second or third story additions or expansions Wthh do not exceed the footprint of the first story
should be subject to moderate scrutiny, in view of the predominance of large scale issues in the Village.

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 244
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.

In the case of an application for work on a historic resource located within a historic district, the
Commission shall be lenient in its judgment of plans for structures of little historical or design significance
or for plans involving new construction, unless such plans would seriously impair the historic or
architectural value surrounding historic resources or would impair the character of the historic district.

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 a property will be avoided.

©



#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.

STAFF DISCUSSION

'When the applicants came to the Commission for a Preliminary Consultation, the Commission fully
supported the proposal. The discussion from the previous staff report is in Circle 32

Staff finds that the addition and alterations are sensitive to the historic house and the streetscapé and that
the location of the addition is an attempt to minimize adverse impacts to the historic massmg Staff
recommends that the HPC approve this application.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommendé that the Commission approve the HAWP application as being consistent with Chapter
24A-8(b)(1) & (2); ’ '

- and 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, if
applicable, to Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) staff for review and stamping prior to

submission for the Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permits;

and with the general condition that the applicant shall no.tify the Historic Preservation Staff if they propose
to make any alterations to the approved plans.



RETURNTO:  DEPARTMENT OF PERMITIING SERVICES

255 ROCKVILLE PIKE. 2nd FLOOR ROCKVILLE 1D 20850
240777-6370 v DPS - #8

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR 1A cyc
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: ( JHRIS ;SMQMJE&&
Daytime Phone No.: QOZ) 352.’ S‘Hb

Tax Account No.:

Name of Property Owner: BD&YLE ANy hﬂe_ Ffucton Daytime Phone No.: (2 O)_) é) 5(1 5600

Address: Street Numbcr % " Cﬂks_é. SMA:!{ D 20(?/5
Contractor: ‘HM é’h[]aﬂm Ag&gmg Phone No.: 6203 539 - /22 5

Contractor Registration No.: 4[ ZS-O v
Agent for Owner: CHMS Snowape . H[M{Gf 1Y) SNO‘W‘( Daytime Phone Ne.: _( 2011 322’ 5 i/ 6

ArOTECTS
[OCATION OF BUIDING/PREMISE '
House Number: 4_ Street %’r ) RUNG ST %67
Town/City: C HEMY O’U’(S& NearestCrossStrest: _ (_OWNEC T (AT fEME
ot: 3 Block 2k Subdivision: '
Liber: Folio: Parcel:
YPE OF PERMIT ACTION AND USE
1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHEC APPLIC,
%conmct O Extend yAna/nenwm At O sab %‘Room Additon ) Porch (3 Deck O3 Shed
O Move O Install 0 Wreck/Raze O Solar (] Fireplace (3 Woodburning Stove O Single Family
O Revision O Repair O Revocable [ Fence/Wall {complete Section 4) O Other:

1B. Construction cost estimate; § 2,0()5 o0

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

0; COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIO

2A. Type of sewage disposal: o1 w WSSC 02 O Septic 03 [ Other:
2B. Type of water supply: o p WSSC 02 O Well 03 O Other:
PAl EE: COMP! \ 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:

3 On party line/propertyline 0O Entirely on land of owner 3 On public right of way/easement

| hereby certify that | have the euthority to make the foregoing application, thar the application is correct, and that the construction will comply with plans
epproved by all agencies i | herely acknowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

%/W VoV -6
" Signaturs of owner or suthorized agent Date
Approved: For Chairpersan, Historic Preservation Commission
Disapproved: Signature: A Data:
Application/Permit No.: Ll Sio_ 0/t DateFiled: Date Issued:

Eait 6/21/99 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS



THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE
REQUI OCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT
a. Description of existing structurs{s) and environmentai setting, including their historical features and significance:

The existing houss is a colonial revival style, 2-story residence with an attic builtin 1906, and is a
contributing resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District. While the main mass of the house
exists, numerous alterations have occurred. The front porch was removed sometime between 1936 and
1953. In 1953, a fire destroyed the front of the house, resulting in more changes including windows on the
Second Floor and in the Attic. After the fire, the roof and attic were replaced but not to their original design.
Additions at the rear and side occurred in the 1980s and 1990s.. The current owner restored the front porch
fo its original design in 2000.

b. General description of project and its sffect on the historic resource(s), the snvironmental setting, and, where applicable, the historic district
The project is a second storg addition above the existing First Floor Family Room that would provide space
for a new Master Bedroom Suite. We also propose to restore the front Second Floor and Attic windows to
their original design and carry the 3-over-1 lite pattern into the new addition. The proposed second story
addition'is set back from the street, and the ridge height of the new roof will be lower than that of the.existing
main house to keep the massing of the addition compatible with the existing house as weli as other houses
in the neighborhood. The proposal is a carefully scaled addition that has been properly detailed to work with
the existing house, and to meet the criteria for moderate scrutiny set forth in the Chevy Chase Village
Historic District Guidelines.

SITE PLAN

Site and environmental setting, drawn to scaie. You may use your piat. Your site plan must include:

a. thescale, north arrow, and dats;

b. dimensions of all existing and praposed structures; and

c. site features such as walkways, driveways, fences, ponds, streams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.
PLANS AND ELEVAT]

You must submit 2 copies of plans and elevations in a format no larger than 11" x 17". Plans on 8 1/2" x 11" D!D.EL&’&!M.

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

b. Elevations (facades|, with marked dimensions; clearly indicating proposed work 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.

CIFICATION:

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

PHOTOGRAPHS

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

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public right-of-way and of the adjoining properties. Al Iabels should be placed on
the front of photographs. . ’

TREE SURVEY

If you are proposing construction adjacent to or within the dripfine of any tree & or larger in diameter (at approximataly 4 feet above the ground), you
must file an accurate trae survey identifying the size, location, and species of each tree of at laast that dimension.

ADD CE! FRONTING PROPE ER:

For ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and confronting property owners {not tenants), including names, addresses, and zip codes. This list
should include the owners of all lots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as well as the owner(s) of lot(s) or parcei(s) which lie directly across
the street/highway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Strest,
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, 5



HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING

[Owner, Owner’s Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Property Owners]

Owner’s mailing address

Bob Kyle and Kate Fulton
4 East Irving Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Owner’s Agent’s mailing address

Chris Snowber

Hamilton Snowber Architects
2741 Woodley Place, NW
Washington, DC 20008

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addresses

Stuart Gerson and Pamela Somers
3 East Irving Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Christopher Niemczewskbi
6 East Irving Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Patrick and Erin Dorton
5 East Irving Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Wayne Beyer
8 East Irving Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Margaret Hoffman
7 East Irving Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

J.J. Cafaro
9 Chevy Chase Circle NW
Chevy Chase, MD 20815




EAST IRVING STREET N

HAMILTON
. Site Plan . Fulton Kyle Residence

SNOWBER
4 East Irving Street

Chevy Chase, MD 20815

' October 19, 2007
Architects 116" = 1"06'
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Attic window to be restored to
Attic
206"
Windows on proposed addition to
Second Floor
106"

original design
house to be restored to original 3-

over-1 lite pattem

Second floor windows at front of
Wocd siding to match existing

First Floor

0°

| match restored second floor windows
== onmainhouse

% e New shinglle roof to match existing

s i S

ot

T

Proposed

Existing

1 l_ou

Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Fuiton Kyle Residence

1/8"

4 East Irving Street
October 19, 2007
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MR. FULLER: Okay. Next on the agenda is case C, a preliminary at 4 East Irving Street, Chevy
Chase. Is there é‘staff report?

MS. FOTHERGILL: There is. This is another contributing resource in the Chevy Chase Viilage
historic district, with the same architect, so you will be seeing Mr. Snowber again. |

In this case, the applicants are proposing to acid a second story to an existing 1996 side addition. And
the applicants are also proposing to restore the second. and third floor windows that were replaced after a 1953 fire.
The second floor Windows would be three over one double hung wood windows, and the attic windows would be
multi-light wood casements, which is what the house had originally.

And the applicants provided a very early photo of the house, as well as the, I believe this Washington
Star article about the terrible fire in 1953. And then the condition of the house in 1999. .So the héuse is, hashada _
number of alterations over time because of these, because of the fire and other changes.

In fact, the front porch was removed at some point between that photo in 1936 and the fire ;n 1953,
The front porch was reconstructed in 2000 based on the originél front porch. And the house also has those 1996
additions.

. Again, generally, staff would recommend an addition at the rear of a contributing resource. However,
in this case they are at 31 percent lot coverage, and staff would not recommend adding anything to the footprint of
this house. And what they want is a second story, so there is that existing 1996 one-story ri-ght side rear section that
the addition can be placed on top of. It does not impact the wrap arouﬁd porch which, as menﬁoned, is not the
historic fabric, but it is based on the original feature.

And to put in the addition, one second story windbw would be removed, but it's not an original window.
As mentioned, they were replaced after the fire in 1953. The new roof line is lower than the ridge line of the historic
~ house, and the proposal for returning the windows to their original window types is certainly approvable.

And so overall staff supports this proposal.  The, I think it's thoughtful in an attempt to minimize impact
to the historic house and the streetscape. The only thing that staff recommended was possibly to inset the rear

elevation of the addition, so that the rear left corner of the house can still read, and there isn't one long plane across

)

the back.



Again, the local advisory panel submitted comments tha£ they support this proposal, and they don't, they
aren't concerned about that rear wall being flush. And that wasn't an issue for them. And I have some slides of the
house.

So this is an aerial. And you can see this is looking down at the right side of the house. .And you can
see this is that 1996 addition that they would build on top of. Sorry.

And this ié looking straight on at the house. You can see the windows they are proposing to replace.
And then you can see at the rear there, on the right, the location of the second story addition.

And the applicants are here, and their architect,

Mr. Snowber. Do you have any questions for staff?

MS. ALDERSON: Can you give us the rear facade shot once again,. please?

MS. FOTHERGILL: You know, there is no rear in

the --

MR. SNOWBER: I have it in mine.

MS. FOTHERGILL: Oh, they havc a presentation. We can show it. It's not in this Powerpoint. Sorry.

MR. FULLER: Any other questions for staff? If the applicants would please introduce themselves and
if you want to ask que.stions or make a presentation, please.

MR. SNOWBER: Sure. I'm Chris Snowber here with Bob Kyle and Kate Fulton, who have owned the
house since '99, 1999. So I'll go through this fairly quickly again. The staff has done a great job of explaining all of
this.

This is another aerial shot. One thing I'll point out about this, left to right, about the center, is East
Irving Street. The house is the first house in off of vConnecticut Avenue, going, starting from Connecticut and go
towards the east, it's the first house there. And you can see that the, at the center bottom of the slide, a large home is
a house that faces onto Chevy Chase Circle. And that large property, p]ué its rear yard, extends all the way back io
East Irving Street, which is why the house is the first house on that side of the street.

. MR. FULLER: Okay.

MR. SNOWBER: So here are some other images of the front of the house. And I think what we'll do
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is show you a few of these historical shots that Anne .mer.ltionéd. The next shot is the photograph of the house from
around 1936. A couple of things to note, obvi_ouslyl, is the front porch is there. Also, there is a fairly large overhapg
at the second floor. And then a dormer up in the attic.

. If you go to the next picture, this is taken in 1953 and you'll notice, of course, that the front porch is
missing. At some point, that was removed. It looks like there is also a large arch over the froﬁt door. At somne point
that was removed as well. |

And so there were a lot of changes to the éxterior. You can see the three over one windows existing
on the second floor that were changed. You can see the big overhang here.

So at some point, in fact, the whole, you may know exactly Kate, the whole roof was revised, because if
you go to the next picture which was taken in 1999, not long after Kate and Bob bought tﬁe house, you can see the
overhang is much less. The dormer has been revised with different windows and also a much diffe’rept overhang on
it. So there has been some changes there.

You can-see they are one over one windows now. All the historic windows have been removed, and the

“front door has a whole different arrangement. -So --

MR. KYLE: I think what happened was when the fire happened, the third floor was flattened, and the
prior owner put that third floor back on it. But when they did that, he didn't recreate the overhang in a historically
correct way. I'm not exactly sure why, but it just wasn't done that way. That‘s what the prior owner had done. He
but that back. And also as Chris will point out. put the windows up there which also were different, as you'll recall,
from the 1936 photo.

MR. SNOWBER: Okay. So the next picture, so in 2000, Bob and Kate hired our firm to add a front
porch, which was a proposal that was supported by the Historic Preservation Commission. We had some issues with
the Village, just because there were some zoning issues. But they accepted it and we were allowed to pﬁt the porch
back, as pretty much a recreation of the original porch as we could do.

Prior to that time, in the mid-nineties, there was anbther, there were a few other additions made to the
house. One on the rear which we'll eventually get, but we'll stay on the front for a second here. But the main thing

that was added that's significant towards the front is, this addition was put onto the side of the house.
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Sorry, if you go back one, I believe, yes, you can see it there on the far right. And that's on the vwest
side of the house. It's a one-story room with a fireplace with a chimney that extends up front it. Ar_ld it was .not done
with the porch. When we added the porch, if you go to the next one, we then integrated the porch eave line with tﬁat
addition so it sort of all tied in together.

If you go to the next slide, you can see that's What that addition looked like that was put on.

MR. FULLER: When do we think that was done?

MS. FULTON: Mid-nineties also.

MR. SNOWBER: Mid-nineties, yes, before Kate andeob owned the house. Okay. And the next one.
This is the rear elevation that someone was asking about. . |

So what was added oh there is on the left, again, done in the mid-nineties. The comment of the LAP
had about the foundation and whether the ad(iition should be,. any addition we do is in line or not is relevant to that _
addition was made completely plain and wifh the rear of the house. So the foundation and the siding are all separated
by a downspout. But they are all co-planar. So the logic would be, any addition that goes above this would have to
be built on top of that same wall.

_ And then the other addition -- the kitchén addition you think was done earlier?

MS. FULTON: No, it turns out that it was actually done 1n thé seventies.

MR. SNOWBER: Right.

MS. FULTON: Because the prior owner bought the house in 1975, when the réof was flat. So she
actually was in the neighborhood recently, and she told us that she added the kitchen when they first bought t};e
house in the late seventies; that pop-out on the rear.

MR. SNOWBER: So that is, and then we have one more shot of the east side éf the house, which was ‘
taken sort of from Irving Street. You'll see the side elevation, and you can see how that overhang is much less, the
eave overhang is much less than it was on the original.

So let's just quickly, I'll just go through, here are the existing elevations of the house as they are right
now, including the front porch that wé added. Okay. ‘There'is that one-story addition that was added-in the nineties,

(D,

and the seventies kitchen on the far right there. Okay. This is the rear elevation.



The foundation of the addition on the left is, that was done in stucco. The original is brick. Okay.v And
then this is a site plan of the existing house on the lot. As Anne mentioned, we are at about 31 percent lot coverage
right now. We have about 300 more sqﬁarc feet we could add. And that garagc is existing over in the lower right
hand corner. |

So our proposal is to add this second story wing over the cxisfing first story. And you can see it in grey.

And you can see it's ridged, and how the ridge does come lower than the ridge of the main house. Go to the next
one.

This is -- go ahead. So these are the existing floor plans. 4This is the first floor plan. You can see the
entry is up in the upper left hand corner, and then down the lowér right here is this-one-story cxisting,vthc story that
exists, and then our wrap-around porch that connects the two entries. Go ahead.

This is the existing second floor. Four bedrooms here on the second floor, one original bathroom and
then a second bathroom that was added into the middle of the house. It's labeled as master bathroom. It has no
windows. It has a skylight up on the roof, but it's a fairly small room with no windows. And there is the master
bedroom with a single closet in it. Okay.

This is the existing attic on the house. And we're not -- the only change we're proposing up there is to
the windows. Okay.

So then this is the proposed plan which takes the existing bathroom in the hallway, converts it into a
bathroom for one of the other bedrooms. And now for the other three bcdrqoms on the second floor which share two
baths. And then our proposal is‘ to add a wing over fhe existing first floor addition, which would ihcludc a rﬁastcr
bedroom and bathroom and closet area. Next.

And this is then a rendering of that taken from the same shot, and th¢ same location the photographs
were taken carlier. Among the changes are, obviously, the second story addition above the first, we'd have to extend
a chimney that exists on the one-story addition up, so it goés beyond our eave line there. We would, on the addition,
énd also on the existing house, replace thc existing one over one windows with three over one windows.

And then in the dormer in the front, replace the currchtly one light casement windows with smaller six

o

light windows. Theyd be two high, three high, similar to the rchdering that we saw in the 1936 photo.



Okay. So here are the photos again showing the mass of the proposed addition and how it's set back,
well back from. the face of it, as well as down from the ridge line of the main house. Again, the windows are similar
in scale to the existing house. And we'd add shutters on this .front elevation as well.

The side elevation here with the new chimney, the existing chimney extended upwards, new windows
on the side here as well. Where we have ﬁarrower windows, we'd use a two over one light pattern, rather than a three
over one. And around to the rear, the same thing,. pairing of windows, and again, building right on top of the
existing. So again, the same élaim above and below. And that is more or less in the same plane as the corner of the
" house. |

And here is theﬁ that front rendering. And we've just got a few neighbbrhood pictures to show. This is
the house directly acrbss the street at 3 West Irving Street. This house has a front porch, and it had an addition, as we
come around to thé side of the house you can see, it had an addition that was added. It started off as sort of an open
porch, and then it has been filled in. So now, keep going around if you would, you can see it is now a two-story
porch, larger on the first floor than the second floor, that wraps all the way around to the rear of the house. So there's
a --'you can sort of see it from that photograph right there.

Another, another house, right on, it's on the other side of Connecticut Avenue on Grafton, is this house
on the west side 6f Connecticut Avenue. This is an existing sort of similar house, similar from a similar time. It's a
center hall, but it's a similar massing. And then it has an addition. I can't tell, bﬁt I'm assuming this addition on the
left was done fairly recent}y. But if you go to the next slide, this is an addition I think that was original to the house.
And it sort of shows, again, sort of the main massing with a stepped back two-story addition.

So again, I can't 001npl¢tely tell. My guess is that perhaps the semi-circular portion on the far right
might have been added later. It had a, maybe a two-story méin rectangular mass, but this other part was added. _ But
again, the precedent of a main mass with a two-story mass setback, that keeps the same eave line, keeps the same hip
roof is the kind of thing that we are proposing. |

Okay. Anything else? Kate? No.

MR. KYLE: No. I mean, we would just add, you know, we really love this house, and we love it

®

because it's historic.and it has a lot of character. Our history with the house really is preservation, but it's also



restoration, pafticula_rly in the sense of rebuilding the porch, which I think really changed it.

As Kate said, when We bought the house it looked like a face without a nose, and you needed to put the
pbrch back on it to really give it the character that it ought to have. So we are very co@itted to keeping it in line
with the community and the historic nature of where we live. And we did a lot of landscaping and so forth which I
personally did before my back was destroyed, to bring it back.

So we'd like to continue that. And we've asked Chris to do this in a style that preserves the integrity of
the house. We just can't really move back‘, because we're just trying -- our goal here r¢a11y is just to expand the
master bedroom and add some baths, becaﬁse it is really pretty constricted the way it is. So wé really only need a
second floor addition. So if you move backwards, you've got to deal with the whole first floor, which we don't really
neéd, and the lot coverage limitations with regard to that, as well.

MR. SNOWBER: Thank you.

MR. KYLE: Thank you.

MR, FULLER: Thank you. Are there questions or comments of the applicant?

MS. ALDERSON: Yes, just one‘. On the ‘rear facade, the rear elevation, it appears that, I'm just saying
this if you can confirm, that even without the downspout, there is actually a -

Mk. SNOWBER; Yes.

MS. ALDERSON: -- trim picce that separated the blocks so that you don't have the siding from one
building running into the other. | |

~MR. SNOWBER: Right, 1 noticed there is a comner board there when I was looking at the photogrgph :
as well.

MS. ALDERSON: Okay. So they do read as separate.

MR. SNOWBER: We would continue that as well, right.

MS. ALDERSON: Thank you.

MR. SNOWBER: Thanks for clarifying.

MR, FULLER: Let's just go down the row.

MS. MILES: 1 think it's fine and I would approve it as it is.



MS. ANAHTAR: Yes, again, it's a nicely done addition and modest iﬁ size. Since it'g going on top of
an eXisting addition, I don't see a prob]erﬁ with differentiating anything in the back because you can't do the same
thing, you don't have to do the same thing on the sides - at the front an on the side anyway. So I would approve
again thec way it is.

MR. SNOWBER: Thank you.

MR. ROTENSTEIN: I think this is approvable as it is. I want to commend the applicants and the
architect for putling together a very professional package, and I appreciate the amount of research that you've put into
prcparing this.

MR. FLEMING: I also think this is a very nice design. But I was watching the slides and hearing you
talking, and it appeared, and I could be seeing something wrong here, is that the addition would be smaller than the
other part of the house. But one of these back shots it looked like the rear addition was higher than the rest of the
house. Idon't know. If you can go back through the slides here, I mean, not the slides, but just the presentation.R.
SNOWBER: Okay, keep going, okay.

. FLEMING: No, go the other way, the other ‘way.

MR. SNOWBER: So there's the front. There's the side. There's the rear. The roof is not taller than --

MR. FLEMING: Come on back. It wasn't this one. It was a real; just a real quick shot I saw.

MR. SNOWBER: 1 th'l;lk this is the only view of the rear in the photograph, and then this clcvatiop.
There is no rendering of'the back. Do you want us to keep going?

MR. FLEMING: Yes, please. Well, [ think that was it. All right.

MR. SNOWBER: Sorry.

MR. FLEMING: Okay. Sorry.

MR. SNOWBER: Okay. No problem.

‘MS. ALDERSON: 1 think it makes all the difference in the world that it's pulled back. It's very
respecfful. It's seamless. Adding the porch was the best thing you could have done to the house. It's a great suécess.

And I hope we'll keep on file that after story, which obviously was a very successful work permit. So we appreciate

(%)

that you're that sensitive, and the drawings are great. It makes it easy for us. Thanks for all the preparation.



MR. SNOWBER: Thank you.
zx%ﬂze-’nm
MR. : Thank you.
" MR. BURSTYN: I concur with the previous Commissioner's comments.
MR. FULLER: 1 think you heard you made a mistake. You should have come in with a HAWP.
Thank you for your time.
MR. SNOWBER: Thank you for your time. Thank you very much.

MR. FULLER: Thank you.
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Fotherg_]ill, Anne

From: Bourke, Tom (Winchester Homes, Inc.)(Tom) [tom.bourke@whihomes.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 09, 2007 5:12 PM

To: Fothergill, Anne; Manarolla, Kevin; Silver, Joshua

Cc: Bob Elliott; Bourke email file; FeldmanGS@aol com; abj doe@gmall com;
r.marshes@verizon.net; Stephens, Betsy; Wellington, P. (ccv)

Subject: - 4 East Irving, 5815 Cedar Pkwy - HPC 10-10-07

The following are the comments of the LAP for the HPC hearing of 10-10-07 (for Preliminary Consultation)

. 5815 Cedar Pkwy
Contributing resource
Two-story side addition, cne-story rear addition

Staff noted that the HPC "generally does not support side additions”, but "if a new two-story addition is supported by the
Commission," then staff would recommend that the addition be set back.

The LAP concurs with that recommendation. Our Guidelines do permit major additions-on the sides of houses under
certain limited circumstances, and the LAP's view is that the circumstances here do warrant permitting a major side
addition if it is set back and not flush with the front plane of the house. In this case (as opposed to the next case) the
prior addition is to be completely removed and the location of the design aspect questioned by staff is on the front of the
house . Therefore we fully support the staff recommendation.

4 East Irving
Contrib. resource
Second story addition at side of house

Staff recommends approval if rear elevation of addition is inset , and the LAP supports approval of the proposal.
In this case, however, we are less concerned than Staff regarding the alignment of the rear wall - we feel that it is in the

rear and subject to less scrutiny, and we recognize that the current one-story 1996 addition (and therefore its bearing wall)
is flush with the rear wall of the house - Therefore setting the new structure back would pose an undue structural hardship
for an element which is not visible from the street.

Submitted for the LAP by

Thomas K. Bourke -
tel 301.803.4901 - fax: 301.803.4929 - cell: 301.252.9931




from first staff report (Preliminary Consultation)

STAFF DISCUSSION

This house has undergone extensive alterations over time including changes resulting from major damage
from a very bad fire in 1953, window replacement, attic removal, attic reconstruction (1996), front porch
removal (sometime between 1936 and 1953), front porch reconstruction (in 2000), and two first floor
additions (1996). The applicants have provided a lot of history on this house including photos from 1936,
1953, and 1999.

Staff would normally recommend locating an addition at the rear, and the applicants did attempt to add on
to the back of the house but it would not work for their needs and the house. It is clear that adding onto
the footprint of this house would not be recommended since the existing lot coverage is already very high
for the historic district—31%. The Guidelines state that second story expansions that do not exceed the
footprint of the first floor should be reviewed with moderate scrutiny.

The applicants are proposing to locate the second floor addition above a 1996 addition where it is set back
from the front of the house and will not impact the wraparound porch below (while the porch is not
original, it was designed to match the original). The new roofline is lower than the ridge of the historic
house. One second story window would be removed but it is not an original window - it was replaced
after a fire in 1953. Staff recommends that the applicants inset the rear elevation of the addition so that
the rear left corner of the house still reads and there will not ‘be one long plane across the back. Staff
supports the proposal to return the windows to they types that were in the house originally, especially in
the attic. ‘ .

Overall, staff finds that the addition and alterations are sensitive to the historic house and the streetscape
and that the proposed addition’s location is an attempt to minimize adverse impacts to the historic
massing. : :
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
Address: 4 East Irving Street, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 10/10/2007
Resource: . Contributing Resource Report Date: 10/3/2007 .
Chevy Chase Village Historic District -
Applicant: Bob Kyle and Kate Fulton (Chris Snowber, Architect) Public Notice: 9/26/2007
Review: Preliminary Consultation | Tax Credit: None
Case Number: N/A Staff: | Anne Fothergill

PROPOSAL: Second story addition and alterations to house

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Revise and proceed to a HAWP

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District
STYLE: Colonial Revival :
DATE: 1906

PROPOSAL

The applicants are proposing to add a second story to an existing 1996 addition on the right side of the
house. The applicants are also proposing to restore the second and third floor windows that were replaced
" after a 1953 fire. The second floor windows would be 3-over-1 double hung wood windows and thce attic

windows would be multi-lite wood casements. See existing and proposed plans in Circles

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 historic preservation review guidelines in the approved and adopted amendment for
the Chevy Chase Village Historic District (Guidelines), 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

The Guidelines define a Contributing Resource as “A resource which contributes to the overall character of the
district and its streetscape, but which is of secondary architectural and historical significance. A resource may be
classified as contributing if it is a common or ubiquitous example of an architectural style that is important to the
historic district, or if it was an outstanding resource that, while still identifiable as a specific architectural style, has
lost some degree of its architectural integrity due to alterations. Contributing resources add to the overall streetscape
due to their size, scale, and architectural character.”

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

®
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“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” 1.e. it does not mean that there can be no changes but simply that the proposed
changes should be reviewed with extra care. :

Specifically, the Guidelines state:

o Lot coverage should be subject to strict scrutiny, in view of the critical importance of preserving the
Village’s open park-like character.

o Second or third story additions or expansions which do not exceed the footprint of the first story
should be subject to moderate scrutiny, in view of the predominance of large scale issues in the Village.

Montgomery Coﬁnty Code; Chapter 244
A HAWP permit should be issued if the Commission finds that:

I. 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 archaeclogical, 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.

In the case of an application for work on a historic resource located within a historic district, the
Commission shall be lenient in its judgment of plans for structures of little historical or design significance
or for plans involving new construction, unless such plans would seriously impair the historic or
architectural value surrounding historic resources or would impair the character of the historic district. -

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 a property will be avoided.

#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.

STAFF DISCUSSION

This house has undergone extensive alterations over time including changes resulting from major damage
from a very bad fire in 1953, window replacement, attic removal, attic reconstruction (1996), front porch

©,



removal (s‘ometime between 1936 and 1953), front porch reconstruction (in 2000), and two first floor
additions (1996). The applicants have provided a lot of history on this house including photos from 1936,
1953, and 1999.

Staff would normally recommend locating an addition at the rear, and the applicants did attempt to add on
to the back of the house but it would not work for their needs and the house. It is clear that adding onto the
footprint of this house would not be recommended since the existing lot coverage is already very high for
the historic district—31%. The Guidelines state that second story expansions that do not exceed the
footprint of the first floor should be reviewed with moderate scrutiny.

The applicants are proposing to locate the second floor addition above a 1996 addition where it is set back
from the front of the house and will not impact the wraparound porch below (while the porch is not
original, it was designed to match the original). The new roofline is lower than the ridge of the historic
house. One second story window would be removed but it is not an original window - it was replaced after
a fire in 1953, Staff recommends that the applicants inset the rear elevation of the addition so that the rear
left corner of the house still reads and there will not be one long plane across the back. Staff supports the
proposal to return the windows to they types that were in the house originally, especially in the attic.

Overall, staff finds that the addition and alterations are sensitive to the historic house and the streetscape
and that the proposed addition’s location is an attempt to minimize adverse impacts to the historic massing.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the applicant rcvise the proposal based on the comments of staff and the HPC and
then return to apply for a Historic Area Work Permit application.



Fothergill, Anne

From: Chris Snowber [chris@hamiltonsnowber.com]

Sent: Friday, September 21, 2007 4:29 PM

To: Fothergill, Anne; Robert D.-Kyle; Kathryn Fulton@barclayscapital.com>
<Kathryn.Fulton@barclayscapital.com /

Subject: 4 East Irving Street: Submission for Preliminary Consultation, 1 of 2

Attachments: IMG_1297 jpg; kylesketch1.pdf; ATT194031.htm; IMG_1445.jpg; ATT194032.him; IMG_

1452.jpg; ATT194033.htm; IMG_1447 jpg: ATT194034.htm; IMG_1454.jpg; ATT194035.htm

Bob Kyle and Kate Fulton live with their two children at 4 East Trving Street, a classic four-square home with a
restored covered porch; the original house was built in 1905. Sometime between 1936 and 1953, the original
covered porch was removed. In 1953 a fire destroyed much of the front of the house. The post-fire house had a
flat roof, and new 1-over-1 windows, were installed. The wrap-around porch was not restored, however. In
1996, the attic dormer was restored as a full third story living space and two, one-story additions were added,
including a family room with fireplace and chimney to the west, andan octagonal bay on the south (rear). A
back deck was also added in 1996. A new front porch, designed to match the original, was designed by
Hamilton Snowber Architects in 2000 and added to the house that same year..

The proposed scope of work adds a second-story over the 1996 addition, matching the existing footprint. The
hipped roof, eave details, windows, siding and trim all match the existing details of the house. The existing
chimney would be extended above the new eave line.

The proposal adds new work that is visible both from the front of the house (Irving Street) and the side
(Connecticut Avenue), through an adjacent neighbor's yard. Prior to arriving at this design solution, other
design options were explored, including at the rear of the house. However, since the program for the project
only adds square footage at the second floor (adjacent to the existing Master Bedroom), it was found that a rear
projectionwould require either building unnecessary square footage at the first floor, or creating a covered
porch, which would deprive adjacent rooms of light. It was concluded thatbuilding above the existing Family

" Room was the most reasonable way to add on to the house, as it is being placed over an existing footprint of
recent vintage, thereby minimizing the amount of disturbance to existing original fabric. There are further
concerns about preserving rear yard space and staying within lot coverage requirements, given the existing
garage from 1916 that occupies the southwest corner of the site.

Finally, it should be noted that the house immediately across from this, at 3 Irving Street, filled in a second-

story side addition on their home in the mid-1990's. ?mg narefée 26-23

Christopher R. Snowber AIA
Hamilton Snowber Architects
202-332-5416

Fax: 202-332-4541
www.hamiltonsnowber.com
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Fotherg_;ill, Anne

~ Subject: : FW: Cedar/Irving

From: Chris Snowber [mailto:chris@hamiltonsnowber.com]
Sent: Monday, October 01, 2007 4:44 PM

To: Fothergill, Anne

Cc: Robert D. Kyle; Kate Fulton

Subject: Re: Cedar/Irving

‘Anne:
4 East Irving Street Existing Lot Coverage:

Existing house and covered porch: 2306 sf

Existing garage: 366 sf
Total lot coverage: 2672 st

Existing lot: 8500 sf
Lot coverage: 2672/8500 = 31.4%
Zoning is R60, 35% max. lot coverage

Chris

Christopher R. Snowber AIA
Hamilton Snowber Architects
202-332-5416

Fax: 202-332-4541
www.hamiltonsnowber.com
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Fothergill, Anne

From: Chris Snowber [chris@hamiltonsnowber.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2007 9:48 AM

To: Fothergill, Anne

Subject: 4 East Irving Street

Attachments: 071003-FultonExt.pdf; ATT165117.htm; fultonbw?2.pdf; ATT165118.htm; firearticle pdf;

ATT165119.htm; fultonpreporch.pdf, ATT165120.htm

Anne: I assume that you received yesterday the front perspective rendering for the house. I believet hat this
drawing gives a clearer sense of how the addition will look from the the street. I am also including with this
email an updated version of this drawing, showing two changes to windows on the house. As I mentioned
before, the house sustained significant damage as a resulot of a devastating fire in January of 1953; the interior
was gutted, the third floor was destroyed beyond repair and was removed from the house, and the front of the
house also suffered severe damage. When the the house was repaired, a number of changes were made. The
attic dormer windows, which previously were multi-lite casements, were replaced with oversized, one-lite
casements (the third floor was not restored until the mid 1990s, and the house has a flat roof until then) and the
first and second floor windows were changed from 3-ovér-1 to 1-over-1 windows. We would propose at this
time to restore the windows to their original design and also carry the 3-over-1 lite pattern into the new addition
that we are proposing. As with the front porch that we added in 2000, we are exercising every opportunity to
achieve the highest possible quality of design and detail.in accordance with the historic integrity of the house.
‘I am also including in this email copies of three pictures of this house. On is from 1936, and clearly shows the
original porch design and windows that I described The second, an article from the Washington Star, shows the
house after the 1953 fire and the damage that was done. The third color photo shows the house as it looked
when Kyle-Fultons purchased it, without any front porch, and with the side addition.
One other note regarding the proposal to place the addition on the side of the house, and thus subject it to
greater scrutiny from the HPC. The program for the addition is simply to add closet space and a master
bathroom to the house. The existing closet space is minimal, and currently the owners have their clothes in
various rooms in the house. The current master bath is small interior space with only a small sink and shower
and has , a skylight as the only source of light. '

As we looked at other places to put these elements, and not wanting to give up any existing bedrooms on the
house, we considered going out to the side or the rear.

The lot coverage requirement for this zone (R-60), is 35%, which we are under by approximately 300 s.f,,
which would limit the size of any rear addition. At the same time, the square footage we are trying to add needs
to be at the second floor level, and towards the rear, there is no square footage over which to build. This would
either mean building new square footage below just to have something under the addition, leading to great and
unnecessary expense, or creating open covered space below, which would take light away from the rooms on
the first floor, and result in rooms with cold floors up above. Finally, building across the rear (southem) part of
the house would take away light from the two existing rear bedrooms.

In reviewing some of your own guidelines, I suggest that it can be argued that the addition we are proposing
meets the criteria of being a project where a rear addition is not practicable. Further, I think that the design that
we have developed meets the test for moderate scrutiny in that the structure continues to contribute to the
district, uses compatible materials, including window detail elements of appropriate scale and character, and is
ofa generally compatible architectural style.

The owners have showed a great interest in converting this house into a fine contributing element to the historic
district.. Their efforts to restore the front porch demonstrate their commitment to the historic significance of the
house., and we believe our proposed design is consistent with your criterial for acceptance..

I would appreciate your reviewing this material, and I would welcome your questions and comments.

Thanks very much,
1 ,

Chris
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Fothergill, Anne

From: Chris Snowber [chris@hamiltonsnowber.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2007 9:50 AM

To: Fothergill, Anne

Subject: 4 East Irving Street

Anne: This is a house at 10 Grafton Street in the village that shows a four-square, not unlike 4 East Irving, with an earlier side addition
to the west and a newer side addition to the east. | think the point here would be that it is not unusual to have a house like this with a

set back side addition.

Chris

Christopher R. Snowber AlA
Hamilton Snowber Architects
202-332-5416

Fax: 202-332-4541
www.hamiltonsnowber.com
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