
/S/3O dnd /~13y 8~~,~~
/
s~;/~ owl ~~y~,o~s



civil engineering
surveying

land planning

ENGINEERING
A Division of CAS Enterprises, 1-

108 West Ridgeville Blvd., Suite 101

James M. Ochs 
Mount Airy, Maryland 21771

phone 301/607-8031
senior design technician fax 301!607-8045
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STAFF ITEM STAFF MEMBER: JOSH SILVER

SUBJECT: Revision to approved HAWP (Case 18/08-07C), for new construction at 15130 & 15134
Barnesville Road, Boyds, Master Plan Historic District #18/08, Boyds Historic District

DATE: August 12, 2009

BACKGROUND: On November 14, 2007 the HPC reviewed and approved with conditions a Historic Area
Work Permit application for:

1. A new, two-story, 1,950 s.f., retail space, sited at the 10' (BRL), facing Barnesville Road.
2. A new, single-story, 2,200 s.f., office building, sited approximately 70' from the property line and

behind the new two-story, retail space.
3. A new tar and chip driveway/parking area, and exposed aggregate concrete walkways.
4. The construction of a 5'5" high, wooden retaining wall located at the southeast corner of the

property.
5. The installation of trees and landscaping along the western property boundary.

REVISED PROPOSAL: The revised proposal is limited to modifications of fenestration locations and a
section of a standing seam metal shed roof on the 2,200 s.f., office building only.

North Elevation: Eliminate the installation of one single-acting entry door, one double-hung simulated
divided light wooden window and section of a standing seam metal shed roof from the first story. Install
four 6/1 simulated divided light wooden windows on the first story wall plane.

West Elevation: Eliminate the installation of one simulated divided light wooden window. Install one
single-acting entry door with shed roof above and add one 6/1 simulated divided light wooden window
on the right side first story wall plane.

East Elevation: Eliminate the installation of one simulated divided light wooden window from the first
story wall plane.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff is recommending that the HPC approve the revised proposal.

HPC DECISION:
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STAFF ITEM f21 STAFF MEMBER: JOSH SILVER

SUBJECT: Revision to approved HAWP (18/08-07C), for new construction at 15134 Barnesville Road,

Boyds Historic District

DATE: February 11, 2009

BACKGROUND: On November 14, 2007 the HPC reviewed and approved a new development at the

subject property consisting of a new 1,950 s.f., two-story commercial building and 2,200 s.f., one-story

office space.

REVISED PROPOSAL: The applicant is requesting to remove the approved wooden shake roofing

material on the two-story commercial building from their proposal an install a pre-

finished, standing seam metal roof. No changes to the building footprint or details are proposed.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Staff is recommending that the HPC allow this change to be approved at

the staff level.

HPC DECISION: Apron)
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Isiah Leggett

County Executive,

MEMORANDUM

TO: Carla Reid, Director
Department of Permitting Services

~~
FROM: Joshua Silver, Senior Planner J

Historic Preservation S6ction
Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission

Jef Fuller
Chairperson

Date: November 15, 2007

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit #467387, new construction [*Note: the subject approval is for the 2 story retail
building only. The project architect will submit the final drawings for the approved 1 story office building to UPC

staff for review prior to applying for a building permit]

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached application for a
Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP). This application was Approved with Conditions at the November 14, 2007
meeting.

1. The applicant will submit a lighting and landscaping plan for the property to staff for final approval.

2. The tar and chip driveway/parking area will be tinted brown or similar color. (Details to be shown on
permit set of drawings).

3. The applicant will consult with a certified arborist to develop a tree protection plan for the project. The tree
protection plan must be implemented prior to beginning construction.

4. The permit set of drawings must show the roof slopes and true finished grades of both buildings. (Both the
roof slopes and finished grades will not be altered unless approved in writing by the HPC).

5. The applicant will work with staff to identify the appropriate window, door and signage fixtures for both
buildings. (A door and window schedule will be submitted to staff prior to stamping permit set of
drawings).

204iL.AA4,p
'

c ri

* tll

Historic Preservation Commission .1109 Spring Street, Suite 801 • Silver Spring, MD 20910.301 /563-3400.301 /563-3412 FAX



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Isiah Leggett

County Executive

The HPC staff has reviewed and stamped the attached construction drawings.

Jef Fuller
Chairperson

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: Bill Dzyak

Address: 15130 & 15134 Barnesville Road, Boyds

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.

ooMMoa~fi

Historic Preservation Commission 9 1109 Spring Street, Suite 801 . Silver Spring, MD 20910.301 /563-3400 •301 /563-3412 FAX



DIPS -S8

• I7 7 • HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
A Lp O 301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Cooteapmm: Tom Taltavull

Daytime Phone No.: (301) 840-1847

Tax Account No.: 00916940

Name ofProperty Owner: Bill Dzyak Daytime Phone No.: (301) 9424900

Address: 10605 Concord Street, Suite 200 Kensington Maryland 20895

Sneer Marl er City steet rip Cade

Conbactorr. Not yet selected Phone No.:

Contractor Registration No.:

Agent for Owner: Thomas J. Taltavull, Architect Daytime Phone No.: (301) 840-1847

LOCATION IN E

House Number. 15130&15134 Street Barnesville Road

Town/coy: Boyds Nearest Cross Street Clarksburg Road

Lot. Block: Subdivision:

Libor. 6259 Folio: 233 p,,& 55 8 107

PART ONE: 7YPE OF PIEFIMIT ACTION D

1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

O Construct ❑ Extend ❑ After/Renovate ❑ A/C ❑ Slab ❑ Room Addition ❑ Porch ❑ Deck ❑ Shed

❑ Move ❑ Install ❑ Wred/Raze ❑ Solar ❑ Fireplace ❑ Woodburoing Stove ❑ Single Family

❑ Revision ❑ Repair ❑ Revocable

18. Construction cost estimate: $

ID FenceNhil (complete Section 4) ❑ other.

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

PA TWO:BE FOR NEW CONISTRUMON AND D DIT ON

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 ❑ WSSC 02 0 Septic 03 ❑ Other.

28. Type of abater supply: 01 ❑ WSSC 02 O Well 03 ❑ Other.

T REE: COILIEFE ONLY FOA IFENCUIEWUNING

7A. Height ! feet -5-1 
 
inches

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

❑ On party line/property line ❑ Entirely on land of owner ❑ On public right of way/easement

1 hereby certify thatlAeve the authority to make the foregoing a plication, that the application is correct and that the construction will comply with plans
approved all ncies listed and / he acknow a c pt Mis to bee ndition for the issuance of this perms.

Signature

3 2007
of o r or authwimd agent Date

Approved: 40 - t Dr ChohimrsonA411istoric Pes. Commission
's

F
/~ }

Disapproved: Signature: `x"C .,~ : Date: Yf JF"Eff1

iApplication/Permit No.: -  Dam F led: .. _* Date Issued:

Edit 6/21/99 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS



THE FOLLOUYING ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED AND THE
REWIRED DOCUMENTS MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION.

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Description of existing strrwl o$) and envirtmime rtid soft' - 1 1 - their Nstorical feaftm and sigdficencs

residences and three commercial buildings. The structures on the northern side are all
private residences. The three commercial buildings front the southern side of the road and

I a .

b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resoureels►, the emirannleMd setting, and, where applic", ft histoi district

The project consists of a new two stoU frame and siding retail b iddingg that is cimilar in ,ire
and scale to the existing steetscape buildings. The proposed 1 1/2 story office building is
located behind the retail building and is similar in character to a rural accessory structure in
size, scale and detailing.

2. SITE PLAN

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

a. the scale, north arrow, and deb:;

b. dimensions of all existing and proposed stnutures; and

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

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

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" Dater arerp eferred

L SChemaeic Ceastrudion plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of walls, window and door openings, and other
fixed features of both the existing resourcets) 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.

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

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

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

b. Clearly label photographic prints of the resource as viewed from the public rightof•way, and of the adjoining properties. AN Isbela should be placed on
the from of photographs.

6. TREE SURVEY

If 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.

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For ALL projects, provide an accurate fist 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 owners) of lags) or parcal(s) which lie directly across
the street/highway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Depa, firm. of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Sheet,
Rockville, 13011279-1355►.

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INIQ OR TYPETHIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Isiah Leggett

County Executive

MEMORANDUM

TO: Carla Reid, Director
Department of Permitting Services

FROM: Joshua Silver, Senior Planned .Iv.~ J

Historic Preservation Section ~~
Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission

Jef Fuller
Chairperson

Date: April 10, 2008

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit #467387, new construction *(Note: the attached plans are only for the HPC
approved Building Permit Site Plan, Stormwater Management and Sediment Control Plan, and Landscape and
Lighting Plans associated with the project).

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached application for a
Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP). This application was Approved with Conditions at the November 14, 2007
meeting.

1. The applicant will submit a lighting and landscaping plan for the property to staff for final approval.

2. The tar and chip driveway/parking area will be tinted brown or similar color. (Details to be shown on
permit set of drawings).

The applicant will consult with a certified arborist to develop a tree protection plan for the project. The tree
protection plan must be implemented prior to beginning construction.

4. The permit set of drawings must show the roof slopes and true finished grades of both buildings. (Both the
roof slopes and finished grades will not be altered unless approved in writing by the HPC).

5. The applicant will work with staff to identify the appropriate window, door and signage fixtures for both
buildings. (A door and window schedule will be submitted to staff prior to stamping permit set of
drawings).

a~~Pi

O04tMUN\

Historic Preservation Commission . 1109 Spring Street, Suite 801 • Silver Spring, MD 20910.301 /563-3400.301 /563-3412 FAX
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Isiah Leggett Jef Fuller

County Executive Chairperson

The HPC staff has reviewed and stamped the attached construction drawings.

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: Bill Dzyak

Address: 15130 & 15134 Barnesville Road, Boyds

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.

c

* ~ V #

ooMMu~~~

Historic Preservation Commission • 1109 Spring Street, Suite 801 . Silver Spring, MD 20910.301 /563-3400 •301 /563-3412 FAX
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DPS-NS

• lr 7 • HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
R LP 3011663-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contacipetson: Tom Taltavull

Daytime phone No.: (301) 840-1847

Tax Account No.: 00916940

Name of Property Owner: Bill Dzyak _ Daytime, Phone No.: (301) 942-4900

Adder: 10605 Concord Street, Suite 200 Kensington Maryland 20895

Street Number city steet 20 Code

Contractor: Not yet selected phi No.:

Contractor Registration No.:

Agent for Owner: Thomas J. Taltavull, Architect Daytime Phone No.: (301) 840-1847

LCBUILDINUREMISE

House Number. 15130&15134 Street Bamesville Road

Towr4ity: Boyds NearestCrossstreet Clarksburg Road

Lot Block: Subdivision:

Liber: 6259 . Folio: 233 Pfd: 55 & 107

0

1A. CHECKALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

❑ 

Construct
❑ 

Extend ❑ Alter/Renmrate ❑ A/C ❑ Slab ❑ Room Addition 
❑ 

Porch ❑ Deck ❑ Shed

❑ 

Move ❑ Install ❑ Wreck/Raw
❑ 

Solar 
❑ Fireplace ❑ Woodbuming Stove 

❑ 

Single Family

❑ 

Revision
❑ 

Repair
❑ 

Revocable ID Fence/Wall(completeSection4) ❑ other.

18. Construction cost estimate: $

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

P TWO;ITE FOR NEW COMMON AND UMNIVADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 ❑ WSSC 02 21 Septic 03 ❑ Other:

2B. Type of water supply: 01 ❑ WSSc 02 (7) Well 03 ❑ Otirer.

3A. HeigM S feet s  
t 

inches

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

❑ On party line/property line 9 Entirety on land of owner ❑ On public right of way/easement

I hereby certify th / ve the authority to make the foregoing a pfication, that the application is correct and that the construction wig comply with plans
approved alf ncies listed and / he ackno a c pt this to be a edition far the issuance of this permn.

Signature of r or eamoired agent totc

Approved: r C ai rson,Historic

4$4Disapproved: Sig
-
 nature: ate:

Applicatian/Permil No.: "/(73 D 
p —7" D dad: patelssued:

Edit 6/21/98 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS



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

1. WRrM DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a Description of existing strucands) and aMronmertW setmg indudkrg their hismrial h .W 0s and sipdricanca:

The northern Commercial cac_tien of the BQyjzls historic district mo a'n-a seven pdvat _
residences and three commercial buildings. The structures on the northern side are all
private residences. The three commercial buildings front the southern side of the road and
establish a rural streuMcaps by their setbacks, scale, to .

b. General description of project and its effect on the historic resouroelsl, the environmental sA t4 arid, where applicable, the hisaorie ditdhtet

T_ he project consists of a new two story frame and siding retail huildin9 that is similar in sire
and scale to the existing steetscape buildings. The proposed 1 112 story office building is
located behind the retail building and is similar in character to a rural accessory structure in
size, scale and deMiling.

2. SITE PLAN

Site and environmental setting, drawn to scale. You may use your plat Your ate plan must include;

a. the scale, north &now, and data;

b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; end

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

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

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" paver are preferred

a Schema0c construction ohms, with marked dimensions, indicating location, size and general type of wells, 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 mist 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 menuiactured items proposed for incorporation in the work of the project This nlormabon may be included on your
design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

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

b. Clearly label photographic prigs of the resource as viewed from the public 
fight-of-wiry and of the adjoining properties. AN labels should be placed an

the from of photographs.

6. THEE SURVEY

If you are proposing construction adjacent to or within the dripline of any tree 6" err larger m 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.

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

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 at lots or parcels which adjoin the parcel in question, as well as the owners) of lops) or parcel(s) which lie deecdv across
the street/highway, from the parcel in question. You can obtain this iMomstion from the Department of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,
Rockville, (301/279-1355►.

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



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Isiah Leggett

County Executive

MEMORANDUM

TO: Carla Reid, Director
Department of Permitting Services

FROM: Joshua Silver, Senior Plann J P
Historic Preservation Section
Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission

David Rotenstein
Chairperson

Date: August 14, 2009

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit #467387, new construction [1 story office building]

The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has reviewed the attached application for a
Historic Area Work Permit (HAWP). This application was Approved with Conditions at the November 14, 2007
meeting.

1. The applicant will submit a lighting and landscaping plan for the property to staff for final approval.

2. The tar and chip driveway/parking area will be tinted brown or similar color. (Details to be shown on
permit set of drawings).

The applicant will consult with a certified arborist to develop a tree protection plan for the project. The tree
protection plan must be implemented prior to beginning construction.

4. The permit set of drawings must show the roof slopes and true finished grades of both buildings. (Both the
roof slopes and finished grades will not be altered unless approved in writing by the HPC).

5. The applicant will work with staff to identify the appropriate window, door and signage fixtures for both
buildings. (A door and window schedule will be submitted to staff prior to stamping permit set of
drawings).

?V ̀'`-AMF~ms's
rOMMuVX.̀"

Historic Preservation Commission 9 1109 Spring Street, Suite 801 • Silver Spring, MM 20910.301 /563-3400 . 301/563-3412 FAX
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Isiah Leggett David Rotenstein

County Executive Chairperson

The HPC staff has reviewed and stamped the attached construction drawings.

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: Bill Dzyak

Address: 15130 & 15134 Barnesville Road, Boyds

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.

2lt~~-FRi
"182—.11 C-c

C'D~MUN.̀(L

Historic Preservation Commission • 1109 Spring Street, Suite 801 • Silver Spring, MD 20910.301 /563-3400.301 /563-3412 FAX



DPS - 08

• 17 M • HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
~ 3011563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Conwpwan: Tom Tallavull

Dah1m Phene No.: (301) 840-1847

Tex Account Nov.: 00916940

Una uI prop,Wy o,mr.. Bill Dzyak Daytime Phene No.: (301) 942-4910

Add"=: 10605 Concord Street, Suite 200 Kensington Maryland 20895
street Number City stoat ro Cads

Cantraabe, Not yet selected Photo No.:

Contractor Rew*wtbn No.:

Agent for owner Thomas J. Taltavull, Archited Darlene Phone No.: (301) 840-1847

Horse Nurnbw 15130&16134 so at Barnesville Road

TewniCity: Boyds Now; CmaSlr t Clarksburg Road

Lot Block: Subdivision

Oyer: 6259 Faye: 233 paw 55 8107

IA. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

3 Carstrtret ❑ EXWW ❑ Aftr/knavo ❑ AC ❑ Slob ❑ Room Addition r- Porch ❑ Dedt ❑ Shed

❑ Mew ❑ instal ❑ Wtackfil s J Solar ❑ Replace ❑ wwaurr" Stove 0 SM*F min

❑ Revision 0 Repair ❑ Revacahb V FenceAAh1(cornpleb Seetian 4) ❑ Dther.

18. Construction cast estimatr: f

1 C. H this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit *

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 C wSSC 02 2 Septic 03 r Otlsr:

26. Type of water supply: 01 ❑ wssc 02 O wow 03 ❑ 00rar:

3A. Haghc S feet -;'I  inch.
38. Indicate whedw the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one otthe following locations:

On parry I'ne0operty line t Entirely, on bind of owner ❑ Dn public right of way/wsarrsnl

IQ
I hwobv ceitily lNd / the audw* to make the f ir9 canon drat ds application is correM and that the constr ma— WIN c~,~,~~~ amply with plans
approved all ~___.__ listed and I hem aa ft to be a r dAw for Me issuance of Ma permit

- ~~r 3 2oa7
Sg ma" at awfirr or audrodeed 8900 y

Approved: ife 111ar Ch.. . Mid— ►~~r
l r /

Disapprmd: 

p
Signebn:

ApplicaboNPermit No.: f 3 D Di1E~led: °' hsued

Edit 1u21/99 SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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1.

IL tlasdptiar of exstistg afnwYhrals) and sairoorriwhdl salty ihhdhtdbq their blsbhicM feabr11s and sgiBathcc

Tho northern commercial anion of the Boyda historic diCtrt Con aina Cavan private

residences and three commercial buildings. The structures on the northern side are all
private residences. The three commercial buildings front the southern side of the road and
eMbilsh a rural 3tree!scape by MeIr setbacks, scale, propMon and Material*.

b. General dasaiplion of project and ►ls:Met on to ldsix raesalsl, div envirormenf/ selling, rd, whoa appieable, the Itiserie nlwfct

The pm'iect rrinsjcts of a now two stor^frame and sjding retail h rildirla that is Similar in si7a
and scale to the existing steetscape buildings. The proposed 1 1/2 story office building is
located behind the retail building and is similar in character to a rural accessory structure in
sl2m, scale and dMilily.

2. SM PLAN

Sib and emironmall aslbq, drawn to :05111, You mw era yen plst Yea Site plain mutt ittckmir.

a tha uyle, north arrow, and dsm,

b. dimeroions ofd exw q and proposed stnsctim, and

c. site bstaes such a: wArwor s, driveways, I —, ponds, streams, trash damps4rs, mechanical sgtdprnem and MrdteaI q.

3. PLANS AND ELEVATION:

You mni t stbmt 2 coupes of olses rhd a mMa in a format no Woor then i t' x 171. Plans on a Vr x I V twee am 8yterret

L $die * coosrsicO a /A1M, wdh marked dirrtenaias indicating berths ate and penoal typo of walla window and door opwirl0e, and other
fixed fealwas of both the existing resowce(s) and the proposed wort

b. Hevetions (facedaii with marked ditrortsions, clearly indicating proposed work in relttbn to axis" construction and, wlhan appropriel11 eanhtart
AN maten ob and fkU= proposed for the exterior mart be noted on ffte abvobm drwvbgs. An existing and s pr of , aI ti, n drawing of each
facade .Neches by this proposed work is required

4.

General descripeort of materials and marulacuxed item proposed for Incorrparaalion in the welt of On project This aria wtforr may be Melded on Yea
design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

a. Clearly labeled photographic prang of each facade of exis*q resource, htcktdkg deta6s of the afle: portions. All bbals shads be placed an Iha
hont of photographs.

b. Clearly label phowVVhie pads of the resource as viewed from the md*c 6#4 4"" and of the a - I inp propartiaa Ali labels shmM be placed on
the horn of photographs.

6. TREE SURVEY

Y you are proposing construction aoscettt to or within the dripfirne of any tree 6' or Imger in diarnmer (at approximst l f 4 test above the 6rorad), you
must *an accurate Use ssM idemilying the seas, location, and species of each tree of at katl that d'anssion.

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPM MNERS

For ALL projects, provide an aeetrats fist of adjacent and cedronthq poperty owners (rot tsnasrts). inchdi g names, addresses, and zip codes. This rot
should include the owners ofd pats or parcels which adlon the peal in gnhssbon, as wall as the owi"s) of "a) or parcelfs) which Ne cheesy stxoss
the street/highway from the parcel in quasaon. You an obtain this infonranist hen the Dep. a r m m of Asseswaft and Taxation, 51 Monroe SVsK
Rockville, (301/27313551.

PLEASE PAINT (IN BLUE ON BLACK INp OR TYPE TINS INFORMATION ON THE FDLLOWVA PAGE.
PLEASE STAY YYITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE AS THIS MILL BE PNDTOCOM DIRECTLY ONTO NAILING LABELS.



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 15130 & 15134 Barnesville Road, Boyds

Resource: Contributing Resource
Boyds Master Plan Historic District #18/08

Applicant: Bill Dzyak

Review: HAWP

Case Number: 18/08-07C

PROPOSAL: New construction

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

III-B

Meeting Date: 11/14/2007

Report Date: 11/7/2007

Public Notice: 10/31/2007

Tax Credit: N/A

Staff: Joshua Silver

Staff is recommending the Commission approve this HAWP application with the following conditions:

1. The applicant will submit a lighting and landscaping plan for the property to staff for final
approval.

2. The tar and chip driveway/parking area will be tinted brown or similar color. (Details to be shown
on permit set of drawings).

3. The applicant will consult with a certified arborist to develop a tree protection plan for the project.
The tree protection plan must be implemented prior to beginning construction.

4. The permit set of drawings must show the roof slopes and true finished grades of'both buildings.
(Both the roof slopes and finished grades will not be altered unless approved in writing by the
HPC).

5. The applicant will work with staff to identify the appropriate window, door and signage fixtures
for both buildings. (A door and window schedule will be submitted to staff prior to stamping
permit set of drawings).

BACKGROUND

On October 11, 2006 the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) reviewed a Preliminary Plan
Application for the development of the existing site for a commercial/retail space. The proposal included
the construction of two new buildings, a new asphalt driveway/parking area, and new well and other site
modifications. The HPC forwarded a letter of support to the Planning Board recommending approval of ,
the Preliminary Plan. (See circle 27).

When the HPC reviewed the Preliminary Plan Application they were asked to comment on the overall
development of the site, including the placement of the proposed buildings. The HPC was generally
supportive of plan and proposed new construction/infill at the hearing, and provided comments about the
proposed new building construction and driveway/parking area. These included:

• The proposed location and massing of both buildings on the site was in agreement with the rural
character of the historic district

• The variable setback, shape, and siting of the proposed buildings was desirable for preserving

0



green space on the site

The proposed two-story house should be located on the Building Restriction Line (BRL) of the
property to maintain the current development pattern of the historic district
The proposed two-story house should be compatible with the existing two-story historic house on
the property, but not replicate it exactly.

The driveway/parking area should not be asphalt.

HISTORIC CONTEXT

Boyds, a well-preserved and cohesive rural village in western Montgomery County, is
representative of post-Civil War development and growth generated by the coming of the railroad to the
area in the last quarter of the 19th century. It illustrates the impact of social and technical change on the
area's agricultural community over the past century. It also reflects the early role of black citizens in rural
parts of the County.

There are three general areas within the historic district of Boyds: the commercial area north of the
railroad along Barnesville Road, the Victorian village streetscape along Clopper and upper White Ground
Road, and the folk architecture of the freed black community farther south along White Ground Road.

Boyds was originally settled in 1753 on a tract of land named Resurvey Qf Gum Spring. The area
was primarily farmed as a tobacco plantation, and the first residents were brought as slaves to the area.
Following the abolition of slavery in 1864, some of the freedmen purchased property adjacent to the
plantation. They built several of the houses and community buildings that stand along the southern section
of White Ground Road.

Colonel James A. Boyd, a well-traveled Scottish contractor and stone mason who participated in
the building of the Metropolitan Branch of the B&O Railroad, established the village of Boyds. In 1873,
Boyd purchased 1100 acres of land on both sides of the newly-laid railroad track and built some of the first
dwellings in Boyds to house railroad workmen. He then built his own residence as a progressive farming
operation called Bonnie Brae, with several tenant houses and a dairy. His innovative dairy barn was a
model of efficiency. An engine on the clean concrete floor shelled corn, cut hay, sawed wood, and
pumped water to feed the cows and cool the milk before shipment on the railroad.

In a broad sense, the railroad had a major impact on Montgomery County's agricultural industry.
Fertilizers brought in by rail, for example, was said to triple farm yields. New and revolutionary farming
ideas soon caught on, and Montgomery County entered a golden age of agriculture in the last quarter of the
19th century. Hoyles Mill, at 15100 Barnesville Road, is one of only a handful of frame grist mills
surviving in the County.

Boyds thrived because of its agricultural activities and its proximity to the railroad. By 1879, the
village had a population of 100. In addition, the railroad brought summer residents to the Boyds area to
enjoy the rural setting away from the heat and congestion of the city.

PROPOSAL:

The applicants are proposing to develop the existing site for a new commercial/retail space. The
project includes:

1. A new, two-story, 1,950 sf, retail space, sited at the 10' (BRL), facing Barnesville Road.
2. A new, single-story, 2,200 sf, office building, sited approximately 70' from the property line and

0



behind the new two-story, retail space.
3. A new tar and chip driveway/parking area, and exposed aggregate concrete walkways.
4. The construction of a 5'5" high, wooden retaining wall located at the southeast corner of the

property.
5. The installation of trees and landscaping along the western property boundary.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES:

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

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A

The Commission shall instruct the director to issue a permit, or issue a permit subject to such
conditions as are found to be necessary to insure conformity with the purposes and requirements of this
chapter, if it finds that:

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

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:

A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and
environment.

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.

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.

O



STAFF DISCUSSION

Although, the Commission generally reviews new construction/infill development projects as
preliminary consultations before an applicant proceeds to HAWP, this case is being reviewed as HAWP
because the Commission reviewed this proposal in October 2006 and was generally supportive of the
overall plan and proposed new construction at the site. (See attached transcripts Circle 28).

Staff would like to first commend the applicants and their design team for their continued
cooperation with the development of this project. The current proposal incorporates many of the
comments the applicants and their design.team have received from staff and the Commission.

When reviewing proposals for new construction/infill in historic districts the Commission's review
should place emphasis on the height, scale, setback and massing of new buildings. The current proposal is
similar to what the Commission reviewed in October 2006 and satisfies many of the design review
elements for new building construction.

In general, the massing, scale and height of both buildings is complementary to other buildings in
the historic district- similar in size. Furthermore, both buildings will utilize appropriate materials for new
construction including: paintable fiber-cement siding, wooden windows, doors and trim. The two-story
retail building will be sheathed with wooden cedar shakes and the one-story office building will have a
standing seam metal roof. Staff is recommending the applicants use a brick or stone veneer foundation
instead of the proposed parged concrete.

Two-story retail building

The massing, scale and ridge height (26.5') of the proposed two-story retail building is consistent
with other residential structures located in the district. The style of the building is also compatible, but
does not replicate exactly the style of the existing historic house on the property. The setback of the
building is also desirable for preserving the existing building pattern of the historic district.

One-story office building

Although, the ridge height of the proposed one-story office building (29') high, will be 2.5' higher
than the ridge height of the proposed two-story retail space, its location toward the back of the property
(90' from the edge of the road) significantly reduces the buildings impact on the streetscape of the historic
district and adjacent properties. The roof structure of the building contains shed roof dormers on the east
and west elevations, which break-up the massing of the building and distinguish it from the other buildings
on the property.

Driveway/parking and walkway areas

As discussed at the Preliminary Plan Application hearing, the use of asphalt is not something the
Commission would approve. The applicants have considered several material options for improving the
driveway/parking area of the property and have selected tar and chip. Although, staff initially
recommended using pea gravel in these areas, the proposed use as a retail space and medical practice make
using loose gravel a less desirable option for safety reasons. Staff is recommending the applicants select an
earthen tone for the surface application to help soften the driveways appearance from the public right-of-
way. The use of exposed aggregate concrete for the walkways and ramps is a supportable material
selection.
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Staff supports the design of both buildings. Staff biggest concern with the project is the
fenestration on both buildings. Although, both buildings utilize simulated divided light wooden windows
and wooden doors, the current configuration and style of the proposed windows and doors are
inappropriate for the buildings. Staff would like to work with the applicant to simplify the windows and
doors on the one-story office building, and improve the solid to void ratio of the windows on the two-story
retail building. Staff is recommending the applicant explore removing the hipped roof bay-window
projection on the west elevation of the two-story retail building in order to preserve the vernacular style of
the structure.

The applicants and their design team will include a landscape buffer on the west side of the
property to help reduce the visual intrusion of the project on the adjacent property. The landscape and
lighting plan should be submitted to staff for final review and approval.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission approve the HAWP application with the conditions
specified on circle 1 as being consistent with Chapter 24A-8(b), (1) and (2);

and with the Secretary of Interior 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
Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permits.

EO



DPS -1118

• 11 215 • HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact Person: Tom Taltavull

Daytime phone No.: (301) 840-1847

Tax Account Nc.: 00916940

Name of Property Owner: Bill Dzyak Daytime Phone No.: (301) 942-4900

Address: 10605 Concord Street, Suite 200 Kensington Maryland 20895

Sheet Number City Stet Lp Cade

Contractan: Not yet selected Phone No.:

Contractor Registration No.:

Agentforowner: Thomas J. Taltavull, Architect Daytime Phone No.: (301) 840-1847

LOCATIONIN

House Number. 15130&15134 Street Barnesville Road

Town/city: Boyds NeamstCrossStreet Clarksburg Road

Lot Block: Subdivision:

Liber: 6259 Folio: 233 pm&. 55 8 107

D USE

1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

ID Construct ❑ Extend ❑ After/Renovate ❑ A4; ❑ Slab ❑ Room Addition ❑ Porch ❑ Back ❑ Shed

❑ Move ❑ Install ❑ Wred(Mam ❑ Solar ❑ Fireplace ❑ Woodbuming Stove ❑ Single Family

❑ Revision ❑ Repair ❑ Revocable D Fence/Wall(compho Section 4) ❑ Other.

18. Construction cost estimate: $

11C.  H this is a revision of a previously approved active permit, see Permit #

ATV : COMPL FOR NEW CONS7RUCTIOND DDI N

2A, Type of sewage disposal: 01 ❑ WSSC 01 O Septic 03 ❑ Other.

28. Type of water supply: 01 ❑ WSSc 01+❑ Well 03 ❑ Other:

PARYTHREE: COMPLETE ONLY FOR FIENCIE11RIETAMING

3A, Height S feet 
5-t 

inches

38. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed an one of the following locations:

❑ On partyline/property line 9 Entirety on land of owner ❑ On public right of way/easement

I hembv car* th#IAava the authority to make the foregoing a pfication, that the application is correct and that the construction will comply with plans
approved all ncies fisted an:he., ackrrow e c pt this to be a rrdition for the issuance of this permit.

D 3 ~oo7
Sigrrenwe aJ othorized agent ate

Approved:

Disapproved:

Application/Permit No.:

Edit 6/11/89

Signature:

For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission

Date Filed:

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Date:

Data Issued:

J



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

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a Deacrgtian of existing struwture(a) end enviravnenul aottirnp, irtdtdirng their historical faepue:and:ignificarx:

The northern commercial section of the Boycl hlStOn dtstnct. 1]nt;ibn- SPVPn nriyatP

residences and three commercial buildings. The structures on the northern side are all

private residences. The three commercial buildings front the southern side of the road and

b. General description of project and its effect an the historic resource(s), the environmental seft % and, where applicable, the historic dktrict

The pro 'm - Pct consists of a new two star; frame and aiding retail  b Aldjng that is similar in size

and scale to the existing steetscape buildings. The proposed 1 1/2 story office building is
located behind the retail building and is similar in character to a rural accessory structure in
size, scale and detailing.

2. SM PLAN

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

a the scale, north arrow, and date;

b. dimensions of all existing and proposed structures; and

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

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

You must submit 2 conies of oleos and elevations in a format no laraer then 11' x 17". Plans on B_ 1/2' x 1 I" oaoer an arehrred.

a Schematic construction plans, with marked dimensions, indicating location, sin and general type of wells, window and door openings, and other
fixed features of both the existing resources) 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.

Gomel description of materials and manufactured items proposed for incorpaatian in the work of the project This information may be included an your
design drawings.

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

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

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

6. TREE SURVEY

If 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.

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

For >ALL projects, provide an accurate list of adjacent and conftnting 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 ownerls) of lot(s) or parcels) which he drecdV across
the street/highway from the parcel in question. You can obtain this information from the Dellis onent of Assessments and Taxation, 51 Monroe Street,
Rockville, (301/279-13551.

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INTO OR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE
PLEASE STAY VATHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE, AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED DIRECTLY ONTO MAILING LABELS.
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HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING
[Owner, Owner's Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Property Owners]

Owner's mailing address 

W/LVA,I Ap• Dz YAK, v ~/ S•
Owner's. Agent's mailing address 

Q
T oMAS t/ ~~9C %A l/LI L 

L11 
A C 

/0645 S7 SvirE 2 4a, 2pGSo PIvM Cf2E•~i~ ~T•
KENSiivGToi✓) /1i gAYuv~9S GA~T~iE~'S~3vRG~ /l~%9R YCq~rg

2 2- 8 *21

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addresses

1E.4k.t.9 (i A/Cgo, 15.0V 7,W^iA2.4 Jo 1411z,*et3n4.VD
/StgO koqp /5 -13/
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GENERAL NOTES

SEQUENCE OF CONSTRUCTION

LEGEND

r ~

SEPTIC DESIGN CHART 
-~-~T 

j'• 0

iOJA lots OxA' cods SeY i ea ~ ,ex3 ,oxY ~ )~ `---1-

uiea
vhaOAApuknO

i1C01M[~T .0@ 9ASID IS.OM

urur. ioi.>~as uusr oe dnu

RELATED REOUIRED PERMITS

CS ~vx 
rRgNspQRrq n 

ti
TOPSOIL NOTE

GRAPHICL5CA
-11

LE

SEPTIC REQUIREMENTS

III 0
r

II

VICINITY MAP

~•a
LLI a

:' ..

a ~,\
aL

N

I m

2

iQ
ti LL

o a
a i
~o

0
•y ;p 

i..i'w

MONTGOMERY COUNTY m

b !

DEPARTMENT OF

PERMITTING SERVCES
js APPROVED FOR:

SrUrvwARA uAxAEEUEni:

ji
Z1 OWNER /APPLICANT
W

SCPwENi CO,Ti0. --_
ffW.aCK xEWxCVEH15:

W
Z_

cI
(-D
Z

ARCHITECT

15130 BARNESVILLE ROAD

anasm5me rHaFbExls

.,
,..

PARCEL A, BOYDS FARM ESTATES
~....

BUILDING PERMIT, SEDIMENT CONTROL, _- m
AND STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN

1 3PERMIT NO. — "~ 
07 r"K.Ka~ES

0, NEGATE 111E NEED 6 A



~U

40'-0'

I H.C. TOILET
❑ 108

DOWN UP

1 HOUR
RATED
EXIT STAIR

,•q., 1071 Sf a
N 

8

SALES q

n

ENTR
ome: oa a. zw~

SALES

4 PORCH w/ Brick Pavers
F 4

ER

c~.

Brick Paver Wolks '
o >

q
iq N

0 5 10 ft. m &

~ B

~ o

o~awg numoar

A1.0
FIRST LEVEL PLAN 1
Vr r-o'

0



❑

IIIIII

40'-0"

I H.C. iOIIET
❑ l

DOWN
W

1 HOUR
RATED
EXIT STAIR

a

4

OFFICE
LL

~ 8

Del,: (kL 3, 2007

OFFICE

PORCH

<1

14'-7"
0 4~

0 5 10 fl. J

o

A1.1
SECOND LEVEL PLAN 1

0



lilt III 111 11 111 11
11 IT IT IT It lilt ItIll lilt IT III I HH, Till, 111 11 IIITII III

IT IT IIIIII IiIIII 11111! 111111 111] it lilt IT IT Till 111111 111111 111[ 111
IT IT [III IT IT IM IT till IT

1 11 1 11 11 1 11 lilt IT lilt 11 111[ 11 liti 11 IT I I lilt IT t
11 11 HIT lilt 11 lilt 11 lilt 11 11 111 1
lilt Iff 11 111111 lilt 11 lilt 11 11111

11 IIITI1 lilt 11 IIT, IIITT III

F
Q

4
V-6.

2nd. Mr. El.

KATHY'S PLACE
Dab: Oct 3, 200]

'04

let. Fir. El.

Elevation Materials
Foundation - Forged Concrete
Siding - Fiber Cement Siding Painted
Trim "Wood Palmed

. Windows - Wood with simulated divided lights - Painted
Doors - Wood Painted
Roofing - Wood Cedar Shake
Walkways 6 Ramps - Brick Pavers N @

Drewu~q rv~moer

A2.0
NORTH ELEVATION 1



wood shake
roofing

I I It IT "'1 11 t, 111 11 111 I' ll 11 111111 11 1111 11 111111 M 11

It 11 IT 11 1111 11 1111 11 11 If 11 1111 11 It IT 11 111111 11 IT 11 1111 11 It 1 11 IT I I 1 11 IT 11 111111 it IT It 11 IT 11 IIJ 11 It I I
11 IT 11 11 IT 11 1111 It 111[ 11 11 11 11 1) 11 1 It 11111 ITT I T I I I it 1111 11 1111 11 1111 1

IIIIIIIU11, IT IIITJI 11

HIT 111111 1
it It 11 It 1111

half round
gutter

m ood windows

LU
2nd. Flr. El. me I P oat,: W. 3.2W7

0

wood columns

Parged
Elevation Materials foundation
Foundation - Parged Concrete
Siding - Fiber Cement Siding Painted
Trim - Wood Painted
Windows . Wood with simulated divided lights • Painted
D" 'Wood Painted o

Roofing - Wood Cedar Shake a
Walkways & Ramps - Brick Pavers 9 0 @ QQ

3

>i o 
N~

Dmvbg Nvmper

A2.1
WEST ELEVATION 1

0



(2)



JJ II II❑.III
I ~Y/u

11 Ili 111 1111 IT 11 if 11 1111 It 11 It 11 lilt It 111111 1111111 111111 111111 lilt I T !I!

r
n i
io u

11 1 it 11 1111 11 1111 T, I., 1 11 111111 Iii 11 11 11 IT 11 1111 it
111) HIT 11 111111 MITI IIIIII MIT HIIII lilt 11 ]111 11 1 111111 1 1 

I'. — ., '.. .. '. 

NMI . M.

Q
z

LU

2nd. Fir. El
Dab: Oh. 3.2M7

m

4
O

tst Flr. EI.

Elevation Materials
Foundation - Parged Concrete
Siding 'Fiber Cement Siding Painted
Trim - Wood Painted
Windows - Wood with simulated divided lights - Painted
Doors - Wood Painted
Rooting - Wood Cedar Shake 8

~—Walkways & Ramps - Brick Pavers

~ 
S

3 
~8

Drawkg Numaa

A2.3
EAST ELEVATION 1





r------------ ------------ ------- ------------1
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I

0 5 10 ft.
I 1
I I
I I

1
y

g
6

O
O
LL

N

A® €
Date: Ocl3, 2007

SrAIR

I I

1 I
I I

1

I 1

I I
I I
I I
I I
I

L — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — F — — — — — — — Lf — — -- — — — — — — — — —

02'•10"

q

~

~ J

oravmg n~mDer

Al .2
ATTIC LEVEL PLAN tgyp.



d) U

p
z

4 FM

ATTIC FLR. ns~e: ac o, zoos

4

1ST FLR.
1.

Elevation Materials
Foundatlon - Parged Concrete

' ~dSiding - Fiber Cement Siding Painted
Trim - Wood Painted oWindows - Wood with simulated divided lights • Painted
Doors - Wood Painted s

Roofing - Standing seam metal
Walkways - Brick pavers c

0 5 10 ft. o

A2.0
NORTH ELEVATION
v.

1

6



~IU 

i

4
ao

ATTIC FLR.

z

WFMI

FL .IZ,Ni

oero: at. s, tom

Elevation Materials
Foundation - Parged Concrete
Siding - Fiber Cement Siding Painted
Trim -Wood Painted
Windows - Wood with simulated divided lights - Painted
..ors - Wood Palmed
Rooting - Standing seam metal

0 5 108.

o aY

p g
°rc

3

a D

o~„„o rhmx.

A2.1
WEST ELEVATION 1



III

❑

IIIJJ
~J

z

F

J
W

ATTIC FLR. Dam: on. 3. soot

~i

1ST FLR[~

Elevation Materials
Foundation - Parged Concrete
Siding - Fiber Cement Siding Painted o
Tom - Wood Painted
Windows- Wood with simulated divided lights - Painted
Doors- Wood Painted
Roofing - Standing seam metal

0 5 10 ft.
o

D„w,g rv~mtie.

A2.2
SOUTH ELEVATION 1
i/r



i 

~Ylu 

i

o

ATTIC FLR.

i

F

W

F®

-Rog
oeu: on.a zoos

MINN"

1ST FLR.

Elevation Materials
Foundation - Parged Concrete
Siding - Fiber Cement SIdIng Painted
Trim *Wood Painted
Windows - Wood with simulated divided lights - Painted
Doors - Wood Painted
Rooting - Standing seam metals

0 5 loft.

-

LL

J

u ~

ore..~q Numm,

A2.3
EAST ELEVATION
~n.

1

(S)



of house (commercial zoning) at 15140 Barnesville Road

Picture 3: Picture of house (residential) at 15200 Barnesville Road
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Picture 2: Picture of house (commercial zonin~ at 15140 Barnesville Road.
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Picture 4: Picture of house (residential) at 15200 Barnesville Road
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Picture 5: Picture of Post Office (Nor in Historic District)

Picture 7: Picture of properry (residential) at 15215 Barnesvillc Road

0

Picture G: Picture of house (residential) at 15215 Barnesville Road

Picture B: Picture of property (residential) at Parcel P2



Picture 9: Picture of house (residential) at 15131 Barnesville Road

-T --

Picture 11: Picture of house (residential) at 15115 Barnesville Road
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Picture 10: Picture of house (residential) at 15121 Barnesville Road
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Picture 13: Picture of commercial buildings next to No-yd's'-Country Store (Not in
Historic District)
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Picture 15: Picture of Boyd's Station Antiques
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Picture 14: Picture of Boyd's Station Antiques at 15114 Barnesville Road

Picture 16: Picture of house (commercial zoning) at 15120 Barnesville Road
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Picture 17: Picture of house and shed (commercial zoning) at 15130 Barnesville Road

Picture 19: Picture of shed (commercial zoning) at 15130 Barnesville Road
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Picture 18: Picture of house (commercial zoning) at 15130 Barnesville Road

r

Picture 20: Picture of rear of Boyd's Antiques Station at 15114 Barnesville Road



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Ike Leggett
County Executive

May 10, 2007

Royce Hanson, Chair
Montgomery County Planning Board
8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Mr. Hanson.

Jef Fuller
Chairman

On Wednesday, October 11, 2006, the Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) reviewed a preliminary
plan (#1-05067) for the creation of Lot I from Parcels 107 and 55 located at 15130/15134 Barnesville Road within the Boyds Master
Plan Historic District. The property currently contains a c 1890 dwelling being utilized as an office, which has been completely
rehabilitated by the applicant. The house is a three-bay, cross-gable, frame farmhouse with Victorian detailing. The first story is
decorated with a wrap-around front porch with a cut-out picket balustrade, while the second fashions bargeboard in the gable end, and a
box cornice. A two-story gable ell projects from the building's east elevation.

The Boyds Historic District is a significant resource within Montgomery County because of its cohesive grouping of residential,
religious, and commercial structures that are characteristic of a 19'h century agricultural town. Founded by Col. James A. Boyd, the
town was conveniently located for farmers along the B & O railroad who were transporting produce for shipment. As a result, railroad
workers constructed many of the first dwellings in Boyds.

The design, setting, and building materials of the existing buildings in the district have not changed significantly since their
original construction. The Boyds Historic District, from its originally mill era buildings to eventually B & O railroad era buildings,
recalls a sense of place, circa 1900, as a rural Maryland agricultural community.

The HPC is recommending that the Planning Board support this proposed plan with the following Historic Preservation related
condition:

Any proposed construction, alterations of existing structures, or grading within the boundary of the Boyd's Historic District will
require review and approval through the Historic Preservation Commission's Historic Area Work Permit process.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Michele Oaks in the Historic Preservation Office.

Sincer

I

_csa~
Jef Fuller, Chairman
Historic Preservation Commission

tr`` AMF'Pi

Historic Preservation Commission 9 8787 Georgia Avenue 9 Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 9 301/563-3400 9 301/563-3412 FAX
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1 and that's what makes it really tuck here. And the others

2 in the district that while it does have some two story

3 buildings it's still a modest residential scale.

4 MR. JESTER: I would strongly recommend a story

5 preliminary. I don't know how other Commissioners feel. I

6 just think given the comments you've heard tonight I think

7 it would be wise to submit again before actually submitting

8 the application.

9 MS. O'MALLEY: A different design altogether. Mr.

10 Fleming, do you want to make any comments?

11 MR. FLEMING: No comment.

12 MS. O'MALLEY: Do we have any other specific

13 suggestions?

14 MR. MONIAS: Thank you very much.

15 MS. O'MALLEY: Thank you. Look forward to seeing

16 you again.

17 MR. MONIAS: Thank you.

18 MS. O'MALLEY: The next item on the agenda is 4-A.

19 4-A is historic district 18-A.

20 MS. OAKS: The subject property is a contributing

21 resource within the Boyd's Master Plan Historic District.

22 The applicant is proposing to construct two buildings on the

23 subject lot to develop the existing site.

24 The current blocks are parcel 55 and parcel 107

25 and identified on circle 2 the explanation of both the lots.
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1 The site currently contains a two-story frame house which

2 has been identified as a contributing resource. And that is

3 located on parcel 107. It's currently zoned commercial and

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

I believe currently occupied. The existing house is sited

approximately 29 feet from the existing edge of Barnesville

Road. The parcel 107 is where the two buildings are going

to be residing. The applicant is proposing a new two story

2,000 square foot retail space. It's going to be sited at

the 10 foot ERL. They're also proposing a new single-story

2200 square foot office building and that will be

approximately 70 feet from the property line and behind the

new two-story retail space.

They're also proposing a new asphalt driveway

parking lot for the new development and drilling a new well

in the front of the property and the removal of at least two

trees on the subject property. There also will be two

septic fields on parcel 55 and a new storm water management

system.

Because this is the Boyds Master Plan Historic

District you will be looking at the project when it comes to

you in terms of the Secretary of Interior standards. And

I've attached those on circle 3. I will remind you that

when you're reviewing this as a subdivision proposal you are

sitting as a advisory capacity to the Planning Board. And

they're asking for feedback from you and recommendations.
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1 You are not making a physical decision. This is not a vote

2 tonight. We're asking for a recommendation.

3 With that said, staff has been working with the

4 applicant for quite a while on this proposal. There's been

5 a lot of different iterations and I think that bringing the

6 building up to the BRL is maintaining the existing

7 development pattern and it's where we strongly encourage

8 them in that direction. We are very concerned about putting

9 any buildings back and having that sort of inconsistency in

10 any in fill. So we strongly support having that two-story

11 massing at the BRL and then breaking up those two massings.

12 In addition we are concerned, it's part of the

13 subdivision requirements. They are required to do a

14 definition of their right of way. And part of that is

15 typically the inclusion and the construction of a sidewalk.

16 And we are concerned that Boyds does not have sidewalks. It

17 is inconsistent with the development plan and so we feel

18 that we need to encourage the Planning Board to not support

19 that part of the application. Sidewalks are not going to be

20 continued anywhere else in Boyds. This is built. It's

21 going to look silly because it's just going to be in the

22 front of this property. So I, you know, urge you to

23 consider that in your recommendation.

24 In addition, there is they are proposing currently

25 asphalt for the surface area. We would like to see a more
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1 gentler treatment, something along the line of gravel. We'd

2 like to talk to the various DPS agencies in terms of

3 commercial development, but I don't see any reason why we

4 can't do some sort of alternative. And so I'll ask again

5 that would be a recommendation on those kinds of issues.

6 With that said, the applicant and their team is

7 here this evening. And I'll run through some aerial

8 photographs to kind of orient you to the site. And I'll be

9 happy to entertain questions. Again, this is the subject

10 site you see currently is very developed in terms of paving

11 and it currently also has an outbuilding on the site. This

12 is the historic house that I was referring to earlier. And

13 this is the adjacent parcel where the storm water management

14 and the septic field will be located. Another view.

15 I'd like to just point out that the historic

16 district and also the other buildings and their sizes. This

17 is the market here and the large addition that has been put

18 onto that building over time. And then also the other

19 larger buildings within the district. You want me to go

20 back?

21 MS. O'MALLEY: Yeah, can we go over that again.

22 The historic house is right --

23 MS. OAKS: This is the historic house here. They

24 have an outbuilding here at the barn above the building.

25 And this is, you know, all currently paved in various paving



cgg 70

1 materials. They have landscaping business so it has various

2 little paving materials kind of like a showplace at one

3 time.

4 MS. ALDERSON: Can you orient us to the town and

5 the commercial area. I'm thinking, for example, the little

6 market, the antique shop. Is this right next door?

7 MS. OAKS: This is the market. This is the

8 antique shop. This is Barnesville Road. This is the

9 railroad tracks. This would be that intersection where you

10 kind of come under the bridge. And then the reservoir. And

11 this is residential.

12 MR. JESTER: Could you just generally point out

13 the second parcel, 55, which is just to the --

14 MS. OAKS: This is --

15 MR. JESTER: That's what I thought.

16 MS. OAKS: And in your packet I tried to highlight

17 that as well in the three dimensional photographs or three

18 dimensional sketches. Just kind of a closer view. The

19 slide's a little fuzzy but one trying to get closer. This

20 is the one parcel. Again -- This is directly looking down.

21 The entire parcel here and then Barnesville Road. This is

22 the core of the district or core of the commercial district.

23 MS. O'MALLEY: And the property between the

24 subject property and the commercial district is just open or

25 does a house --
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1 MS. OAKS: I'm sorry?

2 MS. O'MALLEY: The property between the market and

3 the proposed, just open land --

4 MS. OAKS: There's a pretty kind of steep grade in

5 between these two right now, but it's open.

6 MS. WRIGHT: The modern Boyds Post Office is at

7

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

the far left of the site. It's almost this entire stretch

of Barnesville Road on this side of the road except for one

or two properties is commercial in nature. It is sort of

downtown Boyds. And the property in question, the house has

been for commercial activities for a long time. It was

originally a house, but it has been used for commercial

activities for a long time. It was originally a house but

it has been used for commercial activities.

MS. ALDERSON: Having just been there two weeks

ago, it's very consistent with the nature of that little

section of Boyds. I think that your work with the applicant

on configuring that it can be, blend into this is terrific.

And specifically I think that in agreement the character of

this little area is that the buildings are not all lined,

they're not identical. There's variation and that the

subdivision encourages that breaking up the buildings, not

having them all in a row. That's a good thing and certainly

encouraging more world treatment of gravel or exposed

aggregate concrete roads. Certainly blacktop. That's what
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1 would concern me, would be blacktop. We shouldn't see any

2 black. Grey is okay. And I am in Complete agreement that

3 the character of this section of being rural not suburban

4 and not village main street. That there's no place for a

5 sidewalk here. It has been noticed not to make into

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

72

anything. And so we strongly discourage adding a sidewalk

where it really doesn't belong.

MS. O'MALLEY: Any more questions for staff?

Would the applicants come up.

MR. SCHREPNER: Good evening. My name is Curt

Schrepner with Cass Engineering. We prepared the

preliminary subdivision plan. To my left is Dr. William

Dzyak, the applicant, and to my right, Tom Tultavall, the

architect. Let me first say that Michelle has worked

closely with the applicant, Tom to arrive at the current

plan and we thank her for that. And I think her report,

staff report speaks for itself. I won't bore you by

reiterating the points contained therein.

We're in agreement that the sidewalk is

inappropriate. I believe that requirement was made either

Park and Planning's transportation department I would

imagine or possibly State Highway. In any event, my

experience has been especially with the support of another

department or HPC in this case that the Planning Board will

support a waiver and State Highway is very good about
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1 honoring those type of requests. I don't really see that as

2 a problem and we, you know, look forward to working with

3 Michele on the final design issues including the parking lot

4 treatment. And as she pointed out we will be coming back to

5 you for a historic area work permit at which time all those

6 details will be worked out. So, we have plans and photos

7 and we're here to answer questions if you have any at this

8 stage, but we would hope that you would follow staff's

9 recommendation and forward a letter of support to the

10 Planning Board and perhaps answer any questions you might

11 have.

12 MS. O'MALLEY: Questions?

13 MR. FLEMING: When you designed this site, did you

14 talk to the neighbors and the community to see what their

15 feeling was for what you were going to do?

16 MR. SCHREPNER: We had no meetings with the

17 neighbors. They were all notified through the subdivision

18 process and received copies of the plan and then they'll be

19 notified again prior to the Planning Board hearing. But we

20 haven't had any meetings with them. Have you had any

21 interaction with the neighbors?

22 MR. DYZAK: Well, Mr. Fleming, I've discussed this

23 with virtually every neighbor in the community and they're

24 fully aware of our project. Frankly we know most of the

25 people in the area and have actually treated many of the
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1 people in the area. I would sense that they welcome this.

2 Of course, I don't know. They were invited to the past

3 hearing and I don't believe anyone came to that hearing.

4 But again as Mr. Schrepner mentioned, I'm sure that there

5 will be a point in time where they'll be invited to come to

6 evaluate the final plans and give their feedback and we

7 encourage them to do that.

8 MR. FLEMING: Just curious, did you talk to up

9 County Regional Center, the people who work in Germantown in

10 that area to talk about this new center?

11 MR. WITMER: Personally no, sir. But if that is

12 the issue we will of course discuss with anyone you

13 recommend.

14 MS. WRIGHT: One thing I want to just mention

15 because it was actually an event I attended is that the

16 house in front had been vacant and curiated and the

17 applicant did a good job of fixing that house up. And after

18 it was fixed up he actually had an event where all the

19 neighbors were invited to come. The folks who had grown up

20 in the house were invited to come who still in, near the

21 Boyds area and a number of the you know, local Boyds

22 residents, village leaders, that sort of thing, so, you

23 know, and they did come. And so certainly it has not been

24 that this is a project that's been, you know, I attended

25 that same event and there were a number of people from the
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1 community who came to see the house. At that point the

2 discussion wasn't necessarily what new building could we

3 build? It was really more focused on the house being fixed

4 up. But there certainly has been contact.

5 MR. FLEMING: Thank you.

6 MR. WITMER: Yes, sir, thank you.

7 MS. O'MALLEY: So that house they've retained?

8 MR. SCHREPNER: Of course, yes, ma'am.

9 MS. OAKS: If you look on your site plan it shows

10 the main event, the new houses, the new building is next to

11 it and another building behind it.

12 MS. O'MALLEY: So we're not really looking at the

13 design of the new building?

14 MS. OAKS: No. You will look at that at the

15 historic work area permit. They're not up for the sizes of

16 anything tonight or architectural changes approving. But

17 they can have buildings on this lot.

18 MS. ALDERSON: We appreciate your sharing your

19 vision all the same.

20 MR. SCHREPNER: Thank you.

21 MR. DUFFY: I have a few thoughts. It's good to

22 hear that in general I'm very positive about what you're

23 proposing to do. And I think it's great that you're willing

24 to work towards waiver on the sidewalks. But would you be

25 comfortable with what is staff is recommending for the
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1 paving of peat gravel?

2 MR. SCHREPNER: Well, I don't want to limit us to

3 the two options they gave us. I understand their concern

4 with asphalt and we're certainly willing to work with them

5 during the historic area work permit --

6 MR. DUFFY: Uh-huh.

7 MR. SCHREPNER: -- to explore alternative --

8 MR. DUFFY: I understand this early. So --

9 MR. SCHREPNER: Right.

10 MR. DUFFY: That's adequate for now. I mean I

11 trust that you will work on staff with that. I think that

12 the massing is good. I in general I think it's positive.

13 One comment that I would make is and this is as you develop

14 the design, I'm supportive of the comments that staff makes

15 in the report so I won't reiterate them. But the new, the

16 new house like structure on the street that will be adjacent

17 to the existing, I would just advise not to be too

18 replicative or to make a mirror of the existing. You know,

19 it should be certainly compatible, but I wouldn't make it

20 identical. And certainly, you know staff I'm sure will be

21 happy to work with you towards something comfortable along

22 those lines. And the unit which I understand is very

23 preliminary. It almost looks like a perfect mirror. So

24 something concept like that I think is great, but the

25 details, but not, I think it's a great proposal.
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1 MR. SCHREPNER: Thank you.

2 MR. JESTER: I don't have anything to add other

3 than what was said.

4 MS. O'MALLEY: I just had a question about the

5 parcel next to it. That's where you will have your field so

6 that the adjacent lot would then stay green always?

7 MR. SCHREPNER: Correct. Actually the two parcels

8 and they are deeded parcels not recorded lots which is why

9 we're going through the subdivision process, will be

10 combined into one lot of record. So you know, barring a new

11 subdivision or public lawyer and see where we're getting the

12 woods or something that, yeah, will remain open space to the

13 west, I believe, to the right, correct.

14 MR. DUFFY: There was one item I forgot to

15 mention. As this develops we'll be very interested in storm

16 water management. Maybe Tom was about to mention that. It

17 can go over well or not so well or someway in between. But

18 we would hope to see storm water management that will be

19 very naturalistic and not all that visible in this context.

20 MR. SCHREPNER: We're aware of those concerns.

21 MR. DUFFY: Okay.

22 MR. SCHEPNER: And we'll do everything we can to

23 meet, of course, the State and County requirements and

24 address your concerns as well.

25 MR. DUFFY: Thanks.
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1 MR. JESTER: I think it's especially true since

2 you're giving the location you're showing -- more prominent

3 front on the property, both the treeside.

4 MS. ALDERSON: I'd just like to apologize for

5 being out of order. I should not have been offering comment

6 before you had gotten up and I apologize which I'm jumping

7 the gun. You certainly have a right to speak before I

8 volunteer comments. Otherwise, it's so lovely to see you

9 joined two lots so that you could preserve some green in

10 this area and preserve what is a very pleasant arrangement

11 of alternating green with buildings that have variable

12 setbacks and variable shapes. And I think your goal in

13 maintaining that is laudable.

14 MS. OAKS: It sounds as though the Commission will

15 recommend supporting this or other support, the Planning

16 Board with the recommendation that we discussed. Thank you.

17 MR. SCHREPNER: Thank you. I would ask that

18 perhaps the letter could be rephrased to, you know

19 addressing the parking lot just to allow a little more

20 leeway, not just the two options. So --

21 MS. ALDERSON: Would you like to suggest phrasing

22 that would make you comfortable?

23 MR. SCHREPNER: Work with staff --

24 MS. OAKS: Work with staff --

25 MR. SCHREPNER: Explore --
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1 MS. WRIGHT: Work with staff. All of that will be

2 part of the historic work permit approval. So basically

3 just a sentence that says the parking lot material will be

4 approved in the future through the historic area work permit

5 process.

6 MR. SCHREPNER: That's fine. Okay. Thank you.

7 MS. O'MALLEY: All right. Thank you. Approval of

8 September 13th minutes.

9 MR. DUFFY: September 13th minutes. There are a

10 few minor, a few minor corrections. But first a question or

11 two. The first page lists only the two cases. It lists the

12 name and address and the case numbers have only been two

13 cases that were heard. It does not list the specifics of

14 those that were expedited and perhaps that's been discussed

15 with us and that's acceptable.

16 MS. O'MALLEY: We know that they submit the agenda

17 with it. Gwen, could you be more specific.

18 MS. WRIGHT: If you'd like, we'll make sure they

19 list all cases on the front cover page. It's really almost

20 like a table of contents and I think that's probably why the

21 cases are, that didn't have a lot of discussion aren't

22 mentioned. But if you'd like all the cases listed we can

23 get them all in.

24 MR. DUFFY: Let me ask other Commissioners how

25 they feel about that.
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1 MS. O'MALLEY: I think as long as the agenda is

2 attached.

3 MR. DUFFY: I agree. As long as the agenda

4 attached. As long as the agenda attached and okay then the

5 other comment I have is under the table of contents it lists

6 expedited cases with about a dozen cases and then there's a

7 space Case F, Case L but doesn't say cases heard.

8 MS. WRIGHT: We can get that added.

9 MR. DUFFY: I think that should be added but then

10 I think with the agenda attached. Those issues are fine.

11 MS. O'MALLEY: I think if you have specific line

12 corrections you can forward them to Abbey.

13 MR. DUFFY: Okay. I have several specific line

14 corrections I should simply forward those to Abbey. I'll do

15 that. Then I make a motion to approve the minutes from --

16 MS. O'MALLEY: September 13th.

17 MR. DUFFY: -- September 13th with the corrections

18 as submitted.

19 MS. O'MALLEY: Is there a second?

20 MR. FLEMING: I second.

21 MS. O'MALLEY: Moved. All in favor? All right.

22 Thank you. Do we have a volunteer tonight for next times --

23 UNIDENTIFIED VOICE: I did it tonight.

24 MS. O'MALLEY: It would be for the September 27th

25 minutes. And I will not be here the next meeting. So I'll
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1 have to check with Jeff. So I think there's an issue that I

2 wanted to discuss and that is the grants committee.

3 Currently the grants committee under direction of Susan

4 Soderberry includes myself and David Rotenstein and Anhtar

5 Nuray who are not here. And we've been having trouble with

6 the dates that we can get together. And I wondered if as we

7 look at next week, Monday, Tuesday or Wednesday and I

8 wondered if there's one night that I, two nights that I

9 couldn't come and one night that Nuray couldn't come. If

10 they pick a night, is there someone else --

11 MS. ALDERSON: Any day but Thursday.

12 MS. O'MALLEY: Okay. So you could be a substitute

13 if we can't arrange for a night.

14 MS. WRIGHT: And here is a packet of all grants.

15 We have an extra packet --

16 MS. O'MALLEY: Okay.

17 MS. WRIGHT: So we will tell Susan to try to set

18 up and Caroline will be the alternate if you can't get a

19 group to all agree upon.

20 MS. O'MALLEY: Okay.

21 MS. ALDERSON: Any day but Thursday.

22 MS. O'MALLEY: And last night was the NHBC

23 training which I attended with Lee Burstyn. It was on

24 Heirich Portison (phonetic sp.) and was quite interesting.

25 I think Lee will give us the background of the whole program
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1 the state, NIHTA, and then Peggy Ariston (phonetic sp.) told

2 us about the local program and three area heritage areas

3 which are agriculture, innovative technology, and

4 underground railroad. And Glenn came and gave a briefing on

5 the underground railroad. So that was good. Did anyone go

6 to the Rockville program? Oh and Antonia was there last

7 night as well. And I just to check was it that we're still

8 clear for December 9th, 9:00 to 12:00? So it will be good

9 if we started to circulate an e-mail with a list of the

10 things that we want to include in that.

11 MR. DUFFY: I think at the last hearing or

12 afterwards you talked about, or actually it was September

13 15th, right. I think that was pretty substantial and I

14 think staff was saying that was enough material to cover.

15 MS. WRIGHT: We'll look at the agenda from the

16 13th, or the minutes from the 13th --

17 MS. ALDERSON: One of the issues was the materials

18 themselves. To have some offline conversation and if you

19 have samples for some of the ones that we had trouble with.

20 MS. O'MALLEY: And it's always good to look at

21 projects that have been approved and what worked and what

22 hasn't.

23 MS. OAKS: We'd love to get a little heads up on

24 what you'd like us to prepare for you.

25 MS. ALDERSON: I think one of the issues was what
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1 substitutes and threshold situations.

2 MR. DUFFY: What substitutes and that went into

3 discussion of materials in general such as and then that

4 went into discussion of terminology to be used consistently

5 and between those maybe that was enough. We talked about

6 design you know, corroborate that maybe that's too much for

7 one day.

8 MS. OAKS: And if there's things you want us to

9 like handouts or some things like that you know, shoot us an

10 e-mail --

11 MR. DUFFY: Okay.

12 MS. OAKS: -- so we can get that stuff --

13 MS. ALDERSON: And anything that's a material

14 discussion you can have visuals when possible real samples.

15 MS. OAKS: Yeah, if you give it the final ahead of

16 time we can call in --

17 MS. O'MALLEY: Well, I think we also talked about

18 what are the jurisdictions around this hearing.

19

20 windows?

21

UNIDENTIFIED VOICE: Some of the tough issues like

MS. O'MALLEY: Windows and siding yeah.

22 MR. FLEMING: One of the things I voted for I make

23 a motion that the, there's so many historical places that

24 have wood and these places are being used. But the people

25 who tried to keep up with it cannot keep up with it because
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1 its so expensive. And my argument was if we can maybe put

2 siding on instead of using the wood in some of these places

3 because I know it's a number of places that are old and

4 people can't replace the wood. And my thing is if you're

5 not really preserving the wood you try and preserve the

6 shape.

7 MS. ALDERSON: That's a discussion for the event.

8 MS. WRIGHT: Well, well make sure we, you know,

9 obviously have to have a discussion from Sue to us. And

10 where do we allow wood to be replaced or covered up and if

11 so what with? And have that discussion on all fronts.

12 MS. O'MALLEY: Okay. Commission items.

13 MR. FLEMING: Saturday I did attend the, Anita

14 Powell had a historical, heritage day at Maryland University

15 where they had workshops on how to go about preserving

16 places, preserving a historical site and also showing people

17 how to create a museum and it was just a lot of wealth of

18 information so it was a good session.

19 MS. ALDERSON: Judicial writing conference -- and

20 maybe we can compare notes later. I got some material that

21 may be of use, and some of the issues that may be helpful in

22 your consultation with applicants, exposed material.

23 MS. WRIGHT: And there was a Chevy Chase History

24 Day last weekend sponsored by the Chevy Chase Historical

25 Society. Although I didn't attend I understand it was very
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1 good. I heard that former Commissioner Kim Williams was

2 there and she sold out of the Chevy Chase history books that

3 she brought along with her, the ones that we had published a

4 number of years ago. So it was a popular book. We have one

5 staff item.

6 MS. FOTHERGILL: I have one staff item --

7 MS. O'MALLEY: Before get to that --

8 MR. JESTER: Can I mention that Dave Rotenstein

9 bought the, because Dave mentioned Magical Montgomery Bear

10 two weeks ago.

11 MS. ALDERSON: Is that Silver Spring?

12 MR. JESTER: In Silver Spring and it was very

13 interesting and well attended.

14 MS. O'MALLEY: You had people coming for the food?

15 MR. JESTER: We did.

16 MS. WRIGHT: That was the cold day. Wasn't it?

17 MR. JESTER: I think it rained early in the

18 morning and then cleared up.

19 MS. WRIGHT: It wasn't too bad. It wasn't last

20 week that it was really heavy.

21 MR. FLEMING: This is just a FYI. You all know

22 that I'm also the Vice President of the Damascus Heritage

23 Society and I'm holding an event in my house October 23rd,

24 inviting all the Damascus business people to come in and see

25 if they will support us in building the first museum in



cgg 86

1 Damascus.

2 MS. O'MALLEY: All right. Staff items.

3 MS. FOTHERGILL: So this is 4101 Standford Street

4 in Chevy Chase, the Commission recently approved a variation

5 for this house. And as they got further on in their sets of

6 plans the applicant came to two changes they would like to

7 make. And they are attached here in circle 3. The one good

8 thing is they no longer need to relocate the second-story

9 window on the rear elevation and so that's good. They would

10 like in circle 4 where they were going to put a panel door

11 put a four panel door and would like staff approval I mean

12 your, you can allow staff to approve that change. But the

13 other change is that they realized on the left side

14 elevation three windows that they had thought were original

15 and they were going to remain are not in fact original and

16 they would like to replace those with true divided light

17 wood windows, but it is a change also approved. And both

18 those changes staff is requesting approval for that, for

19 those.

20 MS. O'MALLEY: Is that what the windows look like

21 this same type and all?

22 MS. FOTHERGILL: They're wood, true divided light,

23 to match. In fact, two of them are being moved to a section

24 of the house that's getting the rear addition. So they're

25 moving replacement window that would be to match.
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1 MS. O'MALLEY: So the two, there are three on the

2 second story of the original.

3 MS. FOTHERGILL: Uh-huh.

4 MR. JESTER: I'M not terribly concerned about the

5 window changes but I think even though the French doors are

6 on the rear --

7 MS. FOTHERGILL: That's the rear. And there's

8 already a change. The three bound doors are new.

9 MS. WRIGHT: You approved three categories. They

10 just want to make it four.

11 MS. FOTHERGILL: That section has been altered

12 right now has a porch and an entry, a portico. So this is a

13 change and they want to change the change.

14 MS. ALDERSON: I don't have an issue with it.

15 Its on the back and so I think there's a little bit more

16 room for flexibility --

17 MR. JESTER: Are they keeping the chimney?

18 MS. FOTHERGILL: So do I have a nodding of heads

19 that it's okay?

20 MS. O'MALLEY: Yes, you may go ahead.

21 MS. WRIGHT: Well, I think that's it for staff.

22 MS. O'MALLEY: Then we can adjourn.

23 (Whereupon, at 10:06 p.m., the meeting was adjourned.)

24

25
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Silver, Joshua

From: Thomas Taltavull [tjtarchitects@msn.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2008 9:17 AM
To: Silver, Joshua
Subject: Fw: Dzyak
Attachments: Landscape_1_rev.pdf; Landscape_2_rev.pdf; swm_landscape_sheet4_rev.pdf; ATT00034.txt

Josh,

Attached are proposed landscaping and site lighting plans for Dr. Dzyak's project. Please review and let
me know if you have any questions or comments.

Hopefully soon I will be bringing the completed drawings to you for your final review prior to building
permit submission.

Thanks for your guidance and help.

Tom Taltavull

 Original Message 
From: James Ochs 
To: Dzyak Bill 
Cc: Chuck Dzyak ; Taltavall Tom 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2008 5:04 PM
Subject: Fwd: Dzyak

Bill,

Final plans from Benning & Associates. Let us know if there is anything you'd like to discuss or change.

Jim

Tom,

Would you mind handling the submission of the landscape and lighting plan to Historic? It seems to make
the most sense since you've dealt with them to this point. Let me know if you want me to plot copies out
for you.

I will be incorporating the landscape plan for the infiltration trench into the rest of our Stormwater
Management and Sediment Control Plan. I'll then submit is as mylar to DPS for final signature. Should be
ready to send in by the end of the week.

Jim

James M. Ochs
Senior Designer

CAS ENGINEERING
108W. Ridgeville Blvd, Suite 101
Mount Airy, Maryland 21771
301.607.8031 ext 16
301.607.8045 fax
jimpoasengineerino.com 

1



Begin forwarded message:

From: benninglandolanaol.com
Date: March 5, 2008 4:20:35 PM EST
To: jimcasenqineeriracom 
Cc: TJTARCHITECTSmsn.com 
Subject: Dzyak

Jim,

I am attaching full size PDF files again for your use. Plans have been revised per your comments from Friday. I am also
forwarding our CAD file for the project (in follow-up email). All of our sheets are included in this file. If you have any
questions about the set up of the stormwater landscape plan, contact Peter here. He may have copied and moved the
plan prior to creating the paperspace view for our plan.

I moved the light fixture some to be as far from each septic line as possible. It seems there is enough space. I think the
light is needed given the sharpness of the turn at the driveway.

I am happy to send full size plans in lieu of the attached. Please let me know if you need me to do this.

Thanks,
Dave

David W. McKee

Benning & Associates, Inc.
Land Planning Consultants
8933 Shady Grove Court
Gaithersburg, MD 20877
(301)948-0240
(301)948-0241 fax
benninglandplan©aol.com 

Supercharge your AIM. Get the AIM toolbar for your browser.

Bill,

Final plans from Benning, & Associates. Let us know if there is
anything you'd like to discuss or change.

Jim

Tom,

Would you mind handling the submission of the landscape and lighting
plan to Historic? It seems to make the most sense since you've dealt
with them to this point. Let me know if you want me to plot copies out
for you.

I will be incorporating the landscape plan for the infiltration trench
into the rest of our Stormwater Management and Sediment Control Plan.
I'll then submit is as mylar to DPS for final signature. Should be
ready to send in by the end of the week.
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Jim

James M. Ochs
Senior Designer

CAS ENGINEERING
108 W. Ridgeville Blvd, Suite 101
Mount Airy, Maryland 21771
301.607.8031 ext 16
301.607.8045 fax
jim@casengineering.com

Begin forwarded message:

> From: benninglandplan@aol.com
> Date: March 5, 2008 4:20:35 PM EST
> To: jim@casengineering.com
> Cc: TJTARCHITECTS@msn.com
> Subject: Dzyak

> Jim,

> I am attaching full size PDF files again for your use. Plans have
> been revised per your comments from Friday. I am also forwarding
> our CAD file for the project (in follow-up email). All of our
> sheets are included in this file. If you have any questions about
> the set up of the stormwater landscape plan, contact Peter here. He
> may have copied and moved the plan prior to creating the paperspace
> view for our plan.

> I moved the light fixture some to be as far from each septic line as
> possible. It seems there is enough space. I think the light is
> needed given the sharpness of the turn at the driveway.

> I am happy to send full size plans in lieu of the attached. Please
> let me know if you need me to do this.

> Thanks,
> Dave

> David W. McKee

> Benning & Associates, Inc.
> Land Planning Consultants
> 8933 Shady Grove Court
> Gaithersburg, MD 20877
> (301)948-0240
> (301)948-0241 fax
> benninglandplan@aol.com
> Supercharge your AIM. Get the AIM toolbar for your browser.



Silver, Joshua

From: Silver, Joshua
Sent: Tuesday, February 12, 2008 2:24 PM
To: 'Thomas Taltavull'
Subject: RE: Dzyak Exterior Lighting 2-12-2008
Attachments: Lantern.jpg; Lantern II.jpg; Post.jpg

Hi Tom,

Thanks for the e-mail. Generally a HAWP is required for installation of an exterior light pole. However, this requirement
has already been satisfied because a condition of approval for this HAWP application is the applicant will submit a
lighting and landscaping plan for the property to staff for final approval. This is good news!

Not to my knowledge does the HPC have a preferred style for exterior lights. I envision something relatively simple for
the property. Perhaps something like a metal gooseneck post attached to a simple base with a nondescript bulb
cover/shade might work well for the property. Similarly a single metal pole with an attached lantern might also be
appropriate. Another possibility is a simpler post with a vertical light. I like this one because it is supposedly very energy
efficient. I would make energy efficiency a top priority if possible. See attached examples.

If I can think of anything else or come across some examples I'll e-mail you.

Talk to you soon,
Josh

From: Thomas Taltavull [mailto:tjtarchitects@msn.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 12, 2008 12:17 PM
To: Silver, Joshua
Subject: Dzyak Exterior Lighting 2-12-2008

Josh,

Does the HPC have a preferred exterior light pole that is acceptable for small commercial property similar
to Dr. Dzyak's? Any help would be much appreciated.

Tom Taltavull

1





Silver, Joshua

From: James Ochs Uim@casengineering.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2007 2:45 PM
To: Silver, Joshua
Subject: dzyak
Attachments: Dzyak_confronthouse.jpg; ATT143284.htm; Dzyak_HCParking.jpg; ATT143285.htm;

Dzyak_HCParking2.jpg; ATT143286.htm; 04091_topo_100207.pdf; ATT143287.htm

Josh,

A PDF is attached showing just existing features, just as you asked. It still has my BPSP/SWM/Sediment

Control border on it though. Hope that is OK.

Also I've attached three photos for you to take a look at when you get a chance. Two show the existing asphalt

handicap spaces on Dr. Dzyak's property.

The third shows the existing asphalt driveway across Barnesville Road from Dr. Dzyak's property.

Let me know if you need anything else.

Jim
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Silver, Joshua

From: rddickey@pepco.com [rddickey@pepco.com] Sent:Tue 9/25/2007 7:42 AM
To: James Ochs
Cc: Beatty Jay; Silver, Joshua; Smith, Stephen
Subject: Re: Fwd: Dzyak

Attachments: [6"' Dzyak_PreP]an.pdf(517KB) LJ Dzyak RecPlat.pdf(256KB

Jim,

Thanks for calling ahead so we could resolve this issue together so we don't have a problem in the future
when the project is forwarded to Pepco for construction.

Regards,

Roberta D. Dickey
201 West Gude Drive
Rockville, MD 20850
email rddickey@pepco.com

301-548-4305 (OFC)
240-375-4154 (CELL)

James Ochs <lim@casengineering.com> To Dickey Roberta <rddickey@pepco.com>

cc Smith Stephen <Slephen.Smith@mncppc-mc.org>, Beatty Jay
09/24/2007 08:18 AM <jay.beatty@montgomerycountymd.gov>, Joshua Silver

<Joshua.Silver@mncppc-mc.org>

Subject Fwd: Dzyak

As you requested, I am resending my original email regarding the Dzyak PUE, with cc's to Steve
Smith and Jay Beatty (Josh Silver of historic as well). Based on our conversation I'll revise the PUE
so it runs up against, but not over the existing historic porch.

Thanks for taking the time to talk to me about this. I look forward to your reply.

Jim

James M. Ochs

Senior Designer

https://1ncp.mncppc-mc.org/exchange/Joshua. Silver/Inbox/Re:%20Fwd:%2ODzyak.EML?... 9/25/2007
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CAS ENGINEERING

108 W. Ridgeville Blvd, Suite 101

Mount Airy, Maryland 21771

301.607.8031 ext 16

301.60 7.8045 fax

ii m(a>,caserigi neeri ng.com

Begin forwarded message:

From: James Ochs <jim(cJr~casengineering.com>
Date: September 14, 2007 2:36:15 PM EDT
To: rddickey cr pepco coin.
Subject: Fwd: Dzyak

Roberta,

I have record plat in the works that has a historic porch that falls inside the 10' PUE (after r/w
dedication). My first thought was to show the PUE around the porch, but I don't know if this is
acceptable. I have been referred to you by Steve Smith of MNCPPC. No one is sure what exactly
needs to be done to resolve the issue. A copy of the plat and corresponding Preliminary Plan are
attached. Please give me a call to discuss how best to address the PUE on the record plat.

Thanks for your assistance.

Jim Ochs ----------
James M. Ochs

Senior Designer

CAS ENGINKERING

108 W. Ridgeville Blvd, Suite 101

Mount Airy, Maryland 21771

:01.607.8031 ext 16

301.607,8045 fax

ii n6ilcasenaineering.com

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Smith, Stephen" <Stephen.Smith@mneppc-mc.org>
Date: September 12, 2007 5:58:49 PM EDT
To: "James Ochs" <jim cr casengineerin
Subject: RE: Dzyak

Jim,

I can't recall any situations in rural areas where we didn't get the PUE — My intitial thought is to have the applicant and

https://mcp.mncppc-mc.org/exchange/Joshua. Silver/Inbox/Re:%20Fwd:%20Dzyak.EML?... 9/25/2007
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Utilities record a separate deed easement which allows the utilities subsurface access with NO disturbance to the

historic porch (maybe via a conduits) or something) and then reference that deed on the record plat. I'm not certain

how flexible they will be. BTW - Roberta Dickey (rddickey@)pepco.com) at PEPCO may also be able to help. If you

have a possible solution, or need me to chime in on something let me know. I'm interested to find out how this is

handled.

Stephen J. Smith

Subdivision Review Section

Montgomery County Planning Department

(301) 495 - 4522

From: James Ochs [mailto:jim(abcasengineering.com]

Sent: Friday, September 07, 2007 8:10 AM
To: Smith, Stephen
Subject: Fwd: Dzyak

Steve,

I've been trying to determine how to show a PUE on the Dzyak plat. The porch of the historic house

house encroaches about 8 feet into the 10 foot PUE.
On the record plat I show the PUE drawn around the porch but on the Prel. Plan I had it running

running through the porch (10 feet wide across the entire frontage).

Have you seen a similar scenario? Any thoughts? Jay Beatty questioned my suggestion of going

around the porch.

I asked Erin Grayson to send me contact info for Doug Raby and Bob Thompson to discuss it. I'll do

I'll do just that but wondered if you had any suggestions since you probably look at more plats than

plats than most people.

Thanks,

Jim

This Email message and any attachment may contain information that is proprietary, legally
privileged, confidential and/or subject to copyright belonging to Pepco Holdings, Inc. or its affiliates
("PHI"). This Email is intended solely for the use of the person(s) to which it is addressed. If you are
not an intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivery of this Email to the
intended recipient(s), you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
Email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the
sender and permanently delete this Email and any copies. PHI policies expressly prohibit employees
from making defamatory or offensive statements and infringing any copyright or any other legal

https://mcp.nmcppe-mc.orglexchange/Joshua. Silverllnbox/Re: %20Fwd:%2ODzyak. EML?... 9/25/2007
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don't know if this is acceptable. I have been referred to you by Steve Smith of
MNCPPC. No one is sure what exactly needs to be done to resolve the issue. A copy of
the plat and corresponding Preliminary Plan are attached. Please give me a call to
discuss how best to address the PUE on the record plat.

Thanks for your assistance.

Jim Ochs

https://mcp.mncppc-mc.org/exchange/Joshua. Silver/InboxlFwd:%20Dzyak%20Property,%... 9/25/2007



MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLAID
FOREST CONSERVATION RECOMI

TO: SITE INSPECTOR, Development Review Division

SUBJECT: Project Name 15130 + 15134 Barnesville Road
Date Recd January 4, 2005
NRI/FSD # 4-05045E

The above-referenced plan has been reviewed by the Environm
to determine the requirements of Chapter 22A of the Montgom(
Conservation Law), A determination has been made that the pl
following exemption:

EXEMPTION:

Small Property
x Activity occurring on a tract less than or equal to 1.5 acre in st

forest and afforestation requlrements would be less than 10,000
specimen or champion trees will be disturbed;
Activity occurring on a tract less than or equal to 1 acre in size ,
in the clearing of more than 30,000 square feet of existing frees'
champion trees, and reforestation requirements would be less tt

-eta: Tree ,Save Plan, ,1ncluding pres&w on and/or replanfing of
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be preserved.

NOM.- Per.secdon 224-£(b) of the Forest Conservation Law,, Tree Save Plans may b
Conservation Plans on properties where the proposed development is exempt from A
lnvolves dealing ofspedmen orchamplon trees

This property is not subject to a Tree Save Plan.
Tree protection measures are required; sediment control pi
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James M. Ochs
Senior Designer

GAS ENGINEERING
108 W. Ridgeville Blvd, Suite 101
Mount Airy, Maryland 21771
301.607.8031 ext 16
301.607.8045 fax
iim aC~casengineering.com

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Grayson, Erin" <Erin.Grayson(a)mncppc-mc.orq>
Date: May 3, 2007 10:57:38 AM EDT
To: "James Ochs" <iim01casengineering.com>
Subject: RE: Dzyak Property

I did get the answer from Mark ... you don't need a tree save plan. That's fine about the noticing, just be aware that to go
on June 7th, recipients of the revised plan would need it by Monday, May 7, at the latest.

Erin Grayson
Planner
M-NCPPC, Montgomery County
Development Review Division
8787 Georgia Ave.
Silver Spring, MD 20910
301.495.4598

-----Original Message-----
From: James Ochs [mailto:iim(a)casenaineering.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 03, 2007 10:52 AM
To: Grayson, Erin
Subject: Dzyak Property

Erin,

Did you ever clear up the Tree Save Plan issue with Mark P.? What's the latest?

Jim

James M. Ochs
Senior Designer

CAS ENGINEERING
108 W. Ridgeville Blvd, Suite 101
Mount Airy, Maryland 21771
301.607.8031 ext 16
301.607.8045 fax
jim(a~casenQineering.com



Silver, Joshua

From: Silver, Joshua
Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2008 4:49 PM
To: 'James Ochs'; Taltavall Tom
Cc: Dzyak Bill; Chuck Dzyak
Subject: RE: Dzyak Property

Jim,

Thanks for providing me with a copy of the tree save plan exemption letter from our Environmental Planning

Department. This clearly satisfies the condition of approval:

"The applicant will consult with a certified arborist to develop a tree protection plan for the project. The tree protection

plan must be implemented prior to beginning construction."

I appreciate your willingness to add a note to the final site plan that documents the driveway and parking lot areas will

consist of a tinted tar and chip application. I do not have anything you can add to the plan that illustrates what the tar
and chip application would look like. I would be satisfied with just a note on the final site plan I will be stamping for

approval and the design team will submit to DPS for permits. I trust that the application will installed correctly and look

appropriate for the setting of the property.

Thanks for contacting me. As always please let me know if you have questions.

Regards,

Josh

From: James Ochs [mailto:jim@casengineering.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2008 1:52 PM
To: Taltavall Tom; Silver, Joshua
Cc: Dzyak Bill; Chuck Dzyak
Subject: Fwd: Dzyak Property

Josh,

Tom said you asked whether or not we need a Tree Save Plan. None was ever required. A copy of the
exemption letter is attached. Also, see an email below from Erin Grayson who asked for and received
confirmation from Mark Pfefferle that a tree save plan was not necessary.

I will add a note to our plan that shows the proposed driveway and parking lot to be tinted tar and chip. I don't
have a detail. Do either you (or Tom) have something I can add to the plan, if necessary?

Jim



Silver, Joshua

From: James Ochs Uim@casengineering.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2008 1:52 PM
To: Taltavall Tom; Silver, Joshua
Cc: Dzyak Bill; Chuck Dzyak
Subject: Fwd: Dzyak Property

Josh,

Tom said you asked whether or not we need a Tree Save Plan. None was ever required. A copy of the
exemption letter is attached. Also, see an email below from Erin Grayson who asked for and received
confirmation from Mark Pfefferle that a tree save plan was not necessary.

I will add a note to our plan that shows the proposed driveway and parking lot to be tinted tar and chip. I don't
have a detail. Do either you (or Tom) have something I can add to the plan, if necessary?

Jim



Silver, Joshua

From: T Tamburrino [TTamburrino@mdp.state.md.us]
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2008 10:59 AM
To: Silver, Joshua
Subject: RE: Boyds Farm Estates (Boyds Historic District)

Josh,
Thanks for sending along the plans and photos for our review. Based on the plan, it appears that the existing shoulder
width at the current driveway entrance would be extended across the length of the property. It also appears that the
roadway shoulder varies in width throughout the district and that the proposed 4' shoulder would not diminish the overall
character of the district or directly impact any significant features on the subject property. In fact, a commercial property
just east of the Dzyak Property has an informal parking lot immediately adjacent to the roadway. If the project were
submitted to our office for review today, we would most likely determine that the project would have no adverse effect on
historic properties. I think this is a good compromise that fits this particular situation.
Thanks,
Tim

Tim Tamburrino
Maryland Historical Trust / MDP
100 Community Place
Crownsville, MD 21032
p. 410.514.7637
f. 410.987.4071
ttamb urrinoAmdp. state. md. us
www.marylandhistoricaltrust.net
Preserving Maryland's Past and Planning Our Future

From: Silver, Joshua [mailto:Joshua.Silver@mncppc-mc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2008 2:28 PM
To: T Tamburrino
Subject: Boyds Farm Estates (Boyds Historic District)

Hi Tim,

Please review the attached SHA Access Plan for the above-mentioned property provided by the project
engineer. As we discussed the SHA is requesting the existing shoulder of the road be widened 4' to mitigate
what they describe as an increase in vehicular traffic as a result of the new construction.

To be honest I haven't made my mind up yet if this is a battle I want to pick. The applicant has consulted with a
certified arborist who indicated widening the shoulder 4' would not present any imminent danger to the two
pine trees located near the road. There is any existing berm that runs the length of the property as well. It is not
clear to what, if any level this berm will be disturbed if the shoulder is widened.

I will also forward you an e-mail from the SHA engineer explaining the how the berm will be installed. With
that e-mail I will include a couple photos of the existing conditions. Perhaps we can arrange to discuss this
soon and figure out the appropriateness of the proposal.



Thanks for your help, Tim.

Josh

From: James Ochs [mailto:jim@casengineering.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2008 11:37 AM
To: Silver, Joshua; Dzyak Bill; Chuck Dzyak
Subject: Dzyak Property

Josh,

I've attached a PDF of our latest SHA Access Plan for you to discuss with Tim at MHT. This plan shows the
proposed 4' shoulder (from white line) plus I shifted the entrance to meet the new shoulder location.

Please let me know if HPC and MHT will support or oppose the widening of the shoulder.

Thanks

Jim
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L Martin O'Malley, GovernorI Q I John D. Porcari. Secretan-

.Anthony G. Brown, Li. 
GovernorStatef 

Neil 1. Pedersen, Administrutor
Administration d

Maryland Department of Transportation

Ms. Catherine Conlon
Supervisor, Development Review
Subdivision Division
Maryland National Capital
Park & Planning Commission
8787 Georeia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

Dear Ms. Conlon:

May 25- 2007

Re: Montgomery County
Dzyak Property
MD 117
Mile Post: 4.80

The State Highway Administration (SHA) appreciates your patience concerning the
complex issues associated with the Dzyak property development. We are pleased to provide a
decision concerning the SHA recommendation on this development.

This response is intended to outline our position on the proposed 2,200 square foot office
building and 1,950 square foot retail building with access from Barnesville Road (MD 117) in
the Village of Boyds. As you know, there has been significant discussion regarding the proposed
sidewalk has taken place since SHA's March 7, 2007 letter. We have no objection to inclusion
of the Dzyak Property development on the next available M-NCPPC Planning Board agenda.

The following comments and chronology are offered for background purposes:

• SHA approved the developer's Traffic Impact Statement in a September 15, 2006 letter
with the condition that the developer constructs partial acceleration and deceleration
lanes to support the proposed MD 117 entrance.

• The Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) raised objections to
the required acceleration and deceleration lanes, as well as the proposed sidewalk, in a
November 16, 2006 letter. This appeal was based primarily on HPC's finding that
MD 117 is within the Boyds Historic District.

• SHA considered the HPC appeal, completed the necessary design variance forms and
notified UPC in a December 18, 2006 letter that SHA would agree to HPC's request and
waive the otherwise warranted auxiliary lanes. The sidewalk was requirement that was
upheld because M-NCPPC initially recommended sidewalk and because it was very
unclear why sidewalk would adversely affect the Historic District.

My telephone number/toll -free number is

Atortland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech: 1.800.735.2258 Statewide Toll Free

StreeiAddress: 707 North Calvert Street • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 • Phone: 410.545.0300 • www.marylandroads.com
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• SHA conditionally approved the proposed MD 117 entrance location in a March 7, 2007
letter to CAS Engineering. The entrance location received final approval by email on
March 18, 2007 to CAS Engineering because the entrance location was shifted far
enough west to achieve minimally acceptable sight distance.

• The M-NCPPC Transportation Planning Office recommended that the developer extend
the required sidewalk along a paper street to the existing Boyds MARC train station in an
April 24, 2007 memorandum to HPC. This extension would provide better pedestrian
mobility, and function for the sidewalk.

• It is our understanding that the HPC conditionally approved the proposed office/retail
development. One condition requires the developer to construct a 3-foot wide
meandering and paved footpath, instead of conventional sidewalk. SHA's American with
Disabilities Act (ADA) coordinator reviewed this proposal. The 3-foot wide sidewalk is
substandard by SHA's normal practices, primarily because a 5 foot width is typically
required except where a situation may require special treatment for a limited distance.

• Since that approval of the 3-foot wide sidewalk path, SHA was notified that the Maryland
Historic Trust (MHT) would consider this sidewalk an adverse impact.

• The developer is required to dedicate 7,190 square feet of right-of-way along the
development MD 117 frontage to SHA to satisfy the County's Master Plan requirements.
Right-of-way dedication typically facilitates future roadway improvements either by the
developer or by SHA.

• The SHA conducted a review of the development and sidewalk requirement through our
Project Planning Division Historic and Cultural Resources Section_ They are in
agreement with the conclusions reached by UPC and WIT. This includes the auxiliary
lanes and sidewalk within the MD 117 right-of-way, which would also be within the
historic district and, therefore be considered an adverse impact.

The SHA has looked at this development and the complex safety and development issues
objectively and continued to advocate the MD 117 improvements because of the proposed
development activity. SHA routinely requires access related roadway improvements including
pedestrian and cyclist accommodation within the right of way as part of the development and
access permit process. These efforts generally support SHA's primary goal to provide a safe
highway system for all roadway facility users.

In conclusion, the issues for this development are quite complex with conflicting needs
that must be balanced_ To this end, the SHA agrees that the proposed sidewalk can be deleted
from the current plans_ Given the proposed uses on this development and from a safety
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perspective, a four-foot wide shoulder would be appropriate along the property frontage due to
the increased traffic volume to the site. The SHA understands that this shoulder may potentially
be considered an adverse impact to the historic district. The SHA recommends that the
development be allowed to proceed forward with approval based upon the addition of the four
foot wide shoulder with a stipulation that for HPC and MHT concurrence. Roadside safety and
historic resources are both very important elements. Therefore, the existing shoulder may
remain with appropriate entrance treatments in the event that HPC or MHT determines this
shoulder is considered an adverse impact.

If you have any questions, please feel contact me at 410-545-5601, toll free at 800-876-
4742 or via email at sfosterl@sha.state-md.us.

Sincerely,

Steven D. Foster, Chief
Engineering Access Permits Division

SDF/rbb
cc:>n'-8 West Ridgeville Boulevard, Mt. Airy, Maryland 21771

r. Shahriar Etemadi, M-NCPPC
Ms. Michele Oaks, Historic Preservation Commission

8787 Georgia Ave, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910
Dr. Julie Schablitsky
Mr. Jeffrey Wentz
Ms. Kate Mazzara
Mr. Augustine Rebish



Silver, Joshua

From: James Ochs Uim@casengineering.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 06, 2007 4:02 PM
To: Silver, Joshua
Subject: 15130 Barnesville Road, Dzyak

Josh, I'm not sure if Bill Dzyak or Torn Taltavull called you, but we're going to propose Tar & Chip for the
driveway and parking lot and exposed aggregate concrete for the sidewalks....

L.et me know if you have any questions.

James M. Ochs
senior Designer

CAS ENGINEERING
108 W. Ridgeville Blvd, Suite 101
Mount Airy, Maryland 21771
301.607.8031 ext 16
301.607.8045 fax
iim(o)casengineering.com

















ELEVATION NOTES:

O CONTINUOUS METAL RIDGE VENT. 7rr

O2 PREFINISHED STANDING STEAM METAL ROOFING, SUBMIT PRODUCT DATA TO ARCHITECT FOR REVIEW AND APPROVAL. 
A R C H i T E C T S

INSTALL NO. 20 SNOWGUARDS, INSTALL 3 ROWS H 24" oc, FIRST ROW OVER TOP OF EXTERIOR WALL, STAGGERED.. 
P I ANNERS

I S T O R I C
PRESERVATION

3~ INSTALL 22 GAGE 6" HALF ROUND GALVANIZED STEEL GUTTERS AND 26 GAGE 4" DOWNSPOUTS. TIE EACH DOWNSPOUT INTO
UNDERGROUND STORM PIPING. SEE SITE PLANS FOR LOCATIONS AND DETAIL. THOMAS 

ARCHI
J.
TECTITECT 
ITECTTALTA u

20650 PLUM CREEK COURT

® 2 x 6 CLEAR RAKE BOARD PAINTED, PROVIDE RADIUS END. 
GAITHERSBURG, MARYLAND 20882

301.840.1847

5~ 5/4  x 6 WOOD CORNER BOARDS - PAINTED. TYPICAL STANDING SEAM METAL ROOF
ON 1 x 4 T& G WOOD SHE=ATHING Professional Certification.

© PROVIDE 1" 0 CIRCULAR VENTS AT FRIEZE BOARD BETWEEN EACH RAFTER BAY, EXCEPT AT 2 HOUR RATED WALL.. I hereby certify that these
documents were prepared

7 NEW HARDIBOARD O SIDING, SELECT CEDAR MILL, PREFINISHED INSTALL WITH 7" EXPOSURE. 2 x 6 @ 24" oc or approved by me, and that 
1 am a duly licensed
architect under the laws of

® PARGED CONCRETE FOUNDATION WALL. '242 X 6" LAG COUNTERSUNK the State of Maryland,
License No.9083,

J WOOD WINDOWS WITH APPLIED 5/4 X 4 WOOD WINDOW CASING & SILL, PAINT. PROVIDE METAL HEAD FLASHING TYPICAL. SEE 
Expiration Date: 6-13-2010

2 2' 1 28"WINDOW SCHEDULE. 4 x 4 #1 DOUG FIR
TYPICAL Professional Seal

10 NEW SOLID WOOD PANEL DOORS AND GLASS TRANSOM ABOVE. TRANSOM TO HAVE INSULATED GLASS PANELS. WOOD TRIM TO 1 HOUR RATED WALL %o®d®®aesetsateta~ ®~
MATCH WINDOWS. DOOR HARDWARE SHALL BE SELECTED BY ARCHITECT AND INSTALLED BY CONTRACTOR. ~.~°̀̀ o®~ ~° ...;Y1''o,~

~ 9083 '••,t~~

11 WOOD CROWN CAPPED WITH METAL.
12" WIDE TOUNGE

12 4" MDO PLYWOOD PANEL ẑ  DIA. THRU BOLTS GLUED &SCREWED.
y

5 4 x 4 #1 DOUG FIR " ^13 a x 10 WOOD TRIM 4 x 4"S W/ < TYPICAL

14 6 x 6 PRESSURE TREATED WOOD POST, TRIM OUT IN 1 x 8 WOOD, PAINT. 
SIMPSON CLIPS

2 x 12 LEDGER W/ 2" DIA. THRU BOLTS @ Z
15 BOXED BAY WINDOW, TRIM OUT IN 1 x WOOD TRIM, PAINT. 8" oc STAGGERED AT s POINTS.

s

1s LINE OF CONCRETE FOUNDATION AND FOOTINGS, Q
2 x 12 LET IN TO STUDS SCREW '~ >

17 PAINTED LETTERING ON MDO PLYWOOD TRIM TO EACH STUD 3 - 3" DECKING SCREWS. (I) 
III

1 s DECORATIVE WOOD SHUTTERS &LOUVERS TO SIMULATE WINDOW OPENINGS NOT ALLOWED IN RATED WALL. 
W

NOTE: SAME DETAIL AT STAIR EXCEPT EUSE 2 x 10"S v

E
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1 and that's what makes it really tuck here. And the others

2 in the district that while it does have some two story

3 buildings it's still a modest residential scale.

4 MR. JESTER: I would strongly recommend a story

5 preliminary. I don't know how other Commissioners feel. I

6 just think given the comments you've heard tonight I think

7 it would be wise to submit again before actually submitting

8 the application.

9 MS. O'MALLEY: A different design altogether. Mr.

10 Fleming, do you want to make any comments?

11 MR. FLEMING: No comment.

12 MS. O'MALLEY: Do.we have any other specific

13 suggestions?

14 MR. MONIAS: Thank you very much.

15 MS. O'MALLEY: Thank you. Look forward to seeing

16 you again.

17 MR. MONIAS: Thank you.

18 MS. O'MALLEY: The next item on the agenda is 4-A.

19 4-A is historic district 18-A.

20 MS. OAKS: The subject property is a contributing

21 resource within the Boyd's Master Plan Historic District.

22 The applicant is proposing to construct two buildings on the

23 subject lot to develop the existing site.

24 The current blocks are parcel 55 and parcel 107

25 and identified on circle 2 the explanation of both the lots.
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1 The site currently contains a two-story frame house which

2 has been identified as a contributing resource. And that is

3 located on parcel 107. It's currently zoned commercial and

4 I believe currently occupied. The existing house is sited

5 approximately 29 feet from the existing edge of Barnesville

6 Road. The parcel 107 is where the two buildings are going

7 to be residing. The applicant is proposing a new two story

8 2,000 square foot retail space. It's going to be sited at

9 the 10 foot ERL. They're also proposing a new single-story

10 2200 square foot office building and that will be

11 approximately 70 feet from the property line and behind the

12 new two-story retail space.

13 They're also proposing a new asphalt driveway

14 parking lot for the new development and drilling a new well

15 in the front of the property and the removal of at least two

16 trees on the subject property. There also will be two

17 septic fields on parcel 55 and a new storm water management

18 system.

19 Because this is the Boyds Master Plan Historic

20 District you will be looking at the project when it comes to

21 you in terms of the Secretary of Interior standards. And

22 I've attached those on circle 3. I will remind you that

23 when you're reviewing this as a subdivision proposal you are

24 sitting as a advisory capacity to the Planning Board. And

25 they're asking for feedback from you and recommendations.
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1 You are not making a physical decision. This is not a vote

2 tonight. We're asking for a recommendation.

3 With that said, staff has been working with the

4 applicant for quite a while on this proposal. There's been

5 a lot of different iterations and I think that bringing.the

6 building up to the BRL is maintaining the existing

7 development pattern and it's where we strongly encourage

8 them in that direction. We are very concerned about putting

9 any buildings back and having that sort of inconsistency in

10 any in fill. So we strongly support having that two-story

11 massing at the BRL and then breaking up those two massings.

12 In addition we are concerned, it's part of the

13 subdivision requirements. They are required to do a

14 definition of their right of way. And part of that is

15 typically the inclusion and the construction of a sidewalk.

16 And we are concerned that Boyds does not have sidewalks. It

17 is inconsistent with the development plan and so we feel

18 that we need to encourage the Planning Board to not support

19 that part of the application. Sidewalks are not going to be

20 continued anywhere else in Boyds. This is built. It's

21 going to look silly because it's just going to be in the

22 front of this property. Sol, you know, urge you to

23 consider that in your recommendation.

24 In addition, there is they are proposing currently

25 asphalt for the surface area. We would like to see a more
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1 gentler treatment, something along the line of gravel. We'd

2 like to talk to the various DPS agencies in terms of

3 commercial development, but I don't see any reason why we

4 can't do some sort of alternative. And so I'll ask again

5 that would be a recommendation on those kinds of issues.

6 With that said, the applicant and their team is

7 here this evening. And I'll run through some aerial

8 photographs to kind of orient you to the site. And I'll be

9

10

happy to entertain questions. Again, this is the subject

site see currently is very developed in terms of pavingyou

11 and it currently also has an outbuilding on the site. This

12 is the historic house that I was referring to earlier. And

13 this is the adjacent parcel where the storm water management

14 and the septic field will be located. Another view.

15 I'd like to just point out that the historic

16 district and also the other buildings and their sizes. This

17 is the market here and the large addition that has been put

18 onto that building over time. And then also the other

19 larger buildings within the district. You want me to go

20 back?

21 MS. O'MALLEY: Yeah, can we go over that again.

22 The historic house is right --

23 MS. OAKS: This is the historic house here. They,

24 have an outbuilding here at the barn above the building.

25 And this is, you know, all currently paved in various paving



cgg 70

1 materials. They have landscaping business so it has various

2 little paving materials kind of like a showplace at one

3 time.

4 MS. ALDERSON: Can you orient us to the town and

5 the commercial area. I'm thinking, for example, the little

6 market, the antique shop. Is this right next door?

7 MS. OAKS: This is the market. This is the

8 antique shop. This is.Barnesville Road. This is the

9 railroad tracks. This would be that intersection where you

10 kind of come under the bridge. And then the reservoir. And

11 this is residential.

12 MR. JESTER: Could you just generally point out

13 the second parcel, 55, which is just to the --

14 MS. OAKS: This is --

15 MR. JESTER: That's what I thought.

16 MS. OAKS: And in your packet I tried to highlight

17 that as well in the three dimensional photographs or three

18 dimensional sketches. Just kind of a closer view. The

19 slide's a little fuzzy but one trying to get closer. This

20 is the one parcel. Again -- This is directly looking down.

21 The entire parcel here and then Barnesville Road. This is

22 the core of the district or core of the commercial district.

23 MS. O'MALLEY: And the property between the

24 subject property and the commercial district is just open or

25 does a house --
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1 MS. OAKS: I'm sorry?

2 MS. O'MALLEY: The property between the market and

3 the proposed, just open land --

4 MS. OAKS: There's a pretty kind of steep grade in

5 between these two right now, but it's open.

6 MS. WRIGHT: The modern Boyds Post Office is at

7 the far left of the site. It's almost this entire stretch

8 of Barnesville Road on this side of the road except for one

9 or two properties is commercial in nature. It is sort of

10 downtown Bo ds. And the property in question, the house has

11 been for commercial activities for a long time. It was

12 originally a house, but it has been used for commercial

13 activities for a long time. It was originally a house but

14 it has been used for commercial activities.

15 MS. ALDERSON: Having just been there two weeks

16 ago, it's very consistent with the nature of that little

17 section of Boyds. I think that your work with the applicant

~
18 on configuring that it can be, blend into this is terrific.

19 And specifically I think that in agreement the character of

20 this little area is that the buildings are not all lined,

21 they're not identical. There's variation and that the

22 subdivision encourages that breaking up the buildings, not

23 having them all in a row. That's a good thing and certainly

4 encouraging more world treatment of gravel or exposed

5 aggregate concrete roadsCertainly blacktop. That's what
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1 would concern me, would be blacktop. We shouldn't see any

black. Grey is okay. And I am in complete agreement that

?31 the character of .this section of being rural not suburban

4 and not village.main street. That there's no place for a

5 sidewalk here. It has been noticed not to make into

6 anything. And so we strongly discourage adding a sidewalk

7 where it really doesn't belong.

8 MS. O'MALLEY: Any more questions for staff?

9 Would the applicants come up.

10 MR. SCHREPNER: Good evening. My name is Curt

11 Schrepner with Cass Engineering. We prepared the

12 preliminary. subdivision plan. To my left is Dr. William

13 Dzyak, the applicant, and to my right, Tom Tultavall, the

14 architect. Let me first say that Michelle has worked

15 closely with the applicant, Tom to arrive at the current

16 plan and we thank her for that. And I think her report,

17 staff report speaks for itself. I won't bore you by

18 reiterating the points contained therein.

19 We're in agreement that the sidewalk is

20 inappropriate. I believe that requirement was made either

21 Park and Planning's transportation department I would

22 imagine or possibly State Highway. In any event, my

23 experience has been especially with the support of another

24 department or HPC in this case that the Planning Board will

25 support a waiver and State Highway is very good about
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1 honoring those type of requests. I don't really see that as

2 a problem and we, you know, look forward to working with

3 Michele on the final design issues including the parking lot

4 treatment. And as she pointed out we will be coming back to

5 you for a historic area work permit at which time all those

6 details will be worked out. So, we have plans and photos

7 and we're here to answer questions if you have any at this

8 stage, but we would hope that you would follow staff's

9 recommendation and forward a letter of support to the

10 Planning Board and perhaps answer any questions you might

11 have.

12 MS. O'MALLEY: Questions?

13 MR. FLEMING: When you designed this site, did you

14 talk to the neighbors and the community to see what their

15 feeling was for what you were going to do?

16 MR. SCHREPNER: We had no meetings with the

17 neighbors. They were all notified through the subdivision

18 process and received copies of the plan and then they'll be

19 notified again prior to the Planning Board hearing. But we

20 haven't had any meetings with them. Have you had any

21 interaction with the neighbors?

22 MR. DYZAK: Well, Mr. Fleming, I've discussed this

23 with virtually every neighbor in the community and they're

24 fully aware of our project. Frankly we know most of the

25 people in the area and have actually treated many of the
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Picture 17: Picture of house and shed (commercial zoning) at 15130 BamcsviHc Road

Picture 19: Picture of shed (commercial zoning) at 15130 Barnesville Road

Picture 18: Picture of house (commercial zoning) at 15130 Barnesville Road
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1 people in the area. I would sense that they welcome this.

2 Of course, I don't know. They were invited to the past

3 hearing and I don't believe anyone came to that hearing.

4 But again as Mr. Schrepner mentioned, I'm sure that there

5 will be a point in time where they'll be invited to come to

6 evaluate the final plans and give their feedback and we

7 encourage them to do that.

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MR. FLEMING: Just curious, did you talk to up

County Regional Center, the people who work in Germantown in

that area to talk about this new center?

MR. WITMER: Personally no, sir. But if that.is

the issue we will of course discuss with anyone you

recommend.

MS. WRIGHT: One thing I want to just mention

because it was actually an event I attended is that the

house in front had been vacant and curiated and the

applicant did a good job of fixing that house up. And after

it was fixed up he actually had an event where all the

neighbors were invited to come. The folks who had grown up

in the house were invited to come who still in, near the

Boyds area and a number of the you know, local Boyds

residents, village leaders, that sort of thing, so, you

know, and they did come. And so certainly it has not been

that this is a project that's been, you know, I attended

that same event and there were a number of people from the
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1 community who came to see the house. At that point the

2 discussion wasn't necessarily what new building could we

3 build? It was really more focused on the house being fixed

4 up. But there certainly has been contact.

5 MR. FLEMING: Thank you.

6 MR. WITMER: Yes, sir, thank you.

7 MS. O'MALLEY: So that house they've retained?

8 MR. SCHREPNER: Of course, yes, ma'am.

9 MS. OAKS: If you look on your site plan it shows

10 the main'event, the new houses, the new building is next to

11 it and another building behind it.

12 MS. O'MALLEY: So we're not really looking at the

13 design of.the new building?

14 MS. OAKS: No. You will look at that at the

15 historic work area permit. They're not up for the sizes of

16 anything tonight or architectural changes approving. But

17 they can have buildings on this lot.

18 MS. ALDERSON: We appreciate your sharing your

19 vision all the same.

20 MR. SCHREPNER: Thank you.

21 MR. DUFFY: I have a few thoughts. It's good to

22 hear that in general I'm very positive about what you're

23 proposing to do. And I think it's great that you're willing

24 to work towards waiver on the sidewalks. But would you be

25 comfortable with what is staff is recommending for the
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1 paving of pea gravel?

2 MR.-SCHREPNER: Well, I don't want to limit us to

3 the two options they gave us. I understand their concern

4 with asphalt and we're certainly willing to work with them

5 during the historic area work permit --

6 MR. DUFFY: Uh-huh.

7 MR. SCHREPNER: -- to explore alternative --

8 MR. DUFFY: I understand this early. So --

9 MR. SCHREPNER: Right.

10 MR. D13FFY: That's adequate for now. I mean I

11 trust that you will work on staff with that. I think that

12 the massing is good. I in general I think it's positive.

13 One comment that I would make is and this is as you develop

14 the design, I'm supportive of the comments that staff makes

15 in the report so I won't reiterate them. But the new, the

16

----------------

new house like structure on the street that will be adjacent

17 t-the existing, I would just advise.not to be too

18 replicative or to make a mirror of the existing You know,

1Sa it ainly compatible, ut I wouldn't make it

20 identical. And certainly, you know staff I'm sure will be

21 happy to work with you towards something comfortable along

22 those lines. And the unit which I understand is very

23 preliminary. It almost looks like a perfect mirror. So

24 something concept like that I think is great, but the

25 details, but not, I think it's a great proposal.
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1 MR. SCHREPNER: Thank you.

2 MR. JESTER: I don't have anything to add other

3 than what was said.

4 MS. O'MALLEY: I just had a question about the

5 parcel next to it. That's where you will have your field so

6 that the adjacent lot would then stay green always?

7. MR. SCHREPNER: Correct. Actually the two parcels

8 and they are deeded parcels not recorded lots which is why

9 we're going through the subdivision process, will be

10 combined into one lot of record. So you know, barring a new

11 subdivision or public lawyer and see where we're getting the

12 woods or something that, yeah, will remain open space to the

13 west, I believe, to the right, correct.

14 MR. DUFFY: There was one item I forgot to

15 mention. As this develops we'll be very interested in storm

16 water management. Maybe Tom was about to mention that. It

c .

17 can go over well or not so well or someway in between. But

18 we would hope to see storm water management that will be

19 very naturalistic and not all that visible in this' context.

20 MR. SCHREPNER: We're aware of those concerns.

21 MR. DUFFY: Okay.

22 MR. SCHEPNER: And we'll do everything we can to

23 meet, of course, the State and County requirements and

24 address your concerns as well.

25 MR. DUFFY: Thanks.
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1 MR. JESTER: I think it's especially true since

2 you're giving the location you're showing -- more prominent

3 front on the property, both the treeside..

4 MS. ALDERSON. I'd just like to apologize for

5 being out of order. I should not have been offering comment

6 before you had gotten up and I apologize which I'm jumping

7 the gun. You certainly have a right to speak before I

8 volunteer comments. Otherwise, it's so lovely to see you

9 joined two lots so that you could preserve some green in

10 this area and preserve what is a very pleasant arrangement

11 of alternating green with buildings that have 
i 

r

12 setbacks and v shapes. And I think your goal in

13 maintaining that is laudable.

14 MS. OAKS: It sounds as though the Commission will

15 recommend supporting this or other support, the Planning

16 Board with the recommendation that we discussed. Thank you.

17 MR. SCHREPNER: Thank you. I would ask that

18 perhaps the letter could be rephrased to, you know

19 addressing the parking lot just to allow a little more

20 leeway, not just the two options. So --

21 MS. ALDERSON: Would you like to suggest phrasing

22 that would make you comfortable?

23 MR. SCHREPNER: Work with staff --

24 MS. OAKS: Work with staff --

25 MR. SCHREPNER: Explore --
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1 MS. WRIGHT: Work with staff. All of that will be

2 part of the historic work permit approval. So basically

3 just a sentence that says the parking lot material will be

4 approved in the future through the historic area work permit

5 process.

6 MR. SCHREPNER: That's fine. Okay. Thank you.

7 MS. O'MALLEY: All right. Thank you. Approval of

8 September 13th minutes.

9 MR. DUFFY: September 13th minutes. There are a

10 few minor, a few minor corrections. But first a question or

11 ,two. The first page lists only the two cases. It lists the

12 name and address and the case numbers have only been two

13 cases that were heard. It does not list the specifics of

14 those that were expedited and perhaps that's been discussed

15 with us and that's acceptable.

16 MS. O'MALLEY: We know that they submit the agenda

17 with it. Gwen, could you be more specific.

18 MS. WRIGHT: If you'd like, we'll make sure they

19 list all cases on the front cover page. It's really almost

20 like a table of contents and I think that's probably why the

21 cases are, that didn't have a lot of discussion aren't

22 mentioned. But if you'd like all the cases listed we can

23 get them all in.

24 MR. DUFFY: Let me ask other Commissioners how

25 they feel about that.




