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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
Address: 3807 Bradley Lane, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 2/22/2017
Resource:; Gherardi House Report Date: 2/15/2017
Master Plan Site #35/66
Applicant: Angie Yu Public Notice: 2/8/2017
Review: HAWP Tax Credit: Partial
Case Number: 35/66-17A Staff: Michael Kyne

PROPOSAL:  Rear addition and other alterations

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the HPC approve with conditions the HAWP application.

1.

The eaves of the proposed rear addition will be shallower in order to adequately
differentiate the addition from the historic massing, with final review and approval
delegated to staff.

The proposed garage door alterations are not approved. Final review and approval of the
garage door alterations is delegated to staff.

The proposed fence at the swimming pool’s perimeter will be wood, with final review and
approval delegated to staff,

The proposed driveway alterations are not approved.

The proposed front walkway is not approved.

The proposed removal of the 15" dbh crabapple tree from the front yard is not approved.
The existing windows on the second-floor of the front elevation will be retained.

Details will be submitted for all new windows and doors, with final review and approval
delegated to staff.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Master Plan Site
STYLE: Shingle Style

DATE:

c. 1905

Excerpt from Places from the Past:



35/66 Gherardi House {1905) 3807 Bradley Lane

The Gherardi (pronounced Gare-AR-dee) residence was the first one constructed in what is now
Section 3, on property purchased from the Land Company, yet constructed months before the section
was platted. Walter Rockwell Gherardi and Neville Taylor Gherardi had the house built immediately
after they purchased the 0.6 acre lot in October 1904. Neville's parents, Henry Clay and Mary
McGuire Taylor, had purchased the adjacent land the same year. The Gherardi House was built one
year before the Taylor-Britton House.

Like his father-in-law, Walter Rockwell Gherardi attained the prestigious rank of Rear Admiral in the
U.S. Navy, and he served, in the 1930s, as Chief of the Navy’s Bureau of Hydrography. At the time
he built this house, Gherardi had already received signal distinction, receiving gold medal awards for
heroism in the saving of human lives on four occasions. Gherardi was the son of Rear Admiral
Bancroft Gherardi who was a Civil War hero instrumental in the capture of New Orleans. The house
was owned by the Gherardi’s until 1939 when Walter died just months short of his retirement.

The Gherardi House is an outstanding example of Shingle Style architecture, evidenced in its robust
massing, smooth shingle cladding, strips of multi-pane windows, and stacked bays. The residence
bears striking similarity in fenestration and sheathing with McKim, Mead, and White’s Low House,
in Rhode Island, which is recognized as a national landmark Shingle Style house.

BACKGROUND

The applicant previously appeared before the Commission at the December 7, 2016 HPC meeting for a
preliminary consultation. At that time, the HPC voiced general support for the applicant’s proposal, but
expressed the following: several commissioners requested that a lower ridgeline for the addition be
studied, though none indicated that a lower ridgeline would be required for approval; the majority of
commissioners requested that shallower eaves be studied for the addition.

Although the majority of commissioners did not express a preference for the addition’s windows (i.e., 6-
over-1, 2-over-2, or 2-over-1), those who did express a preference offered different suggestions, with one
suggesting that 2-over-1 or 2-over-2 windows may help differentiate the addition from the historic house,
and one suggesting that 6-over-1 windows to match the historic would be more appropriate.

PROPOSAL

The applicant proposes to remove existing side and rear additions, construct a new two-story rear
addition, restore the existing windows on the historic house, install interior storm windows on the historic
house, replace the existing asphalt shingle roofing on the historic house with new asphalt shingles,
construct a new dormer on the right side elevation of the historic ell, replace the existing brick and
flagstone front porch with a wood front porch, install three new windows on the historic house and ell,
install 2 swimming pool, with associated fencing and hardscaping, and convert the existing single-car
garage into a pool house.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES

When reviewing alterations and new construction within the Brookeville Historic District several In
accordance with section 1.5 of the Historic Preservation Commission Rules, Guidelines, and Procedures
(Regulation No. 27-97) (“Regulations™), in developing its decision when reviewing a Historic Area Work
Permit application for an undertaking at a Master Plan site the Commission uses section 24A-8 of the
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Montgomery County Code (“Chapter 24A™), the Secrefary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for
Rehabilitation (“Standards™), and pertinent guidance in applicable master plans. [Note: where guidance
in an applicable master plan is inconsistent with the Standards, the master plan guidance shall take
precedence (section 1.5(b) of the Regulations).] The pertinent information in these documents,
incorporated in their entirety by reference herein, is outlined below.

Sec. 24A4-8. Same-Criteria for issuance.

(a) The commission shall instruct the director to deny a permit if it finds, based on the evidence and
information presented to or before the commission that the alteration for which the permit is sought
would be inappropriate, inconsistent with or detrimental to the preservation, enhancement or ultimate
protection of the historic site or historic resource within an historic district, and to the purposes of this
chapter.

(b) 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 an historic site or historic
resource within an historic district; or

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

(3) The proposal would enhance or aid in the protection, preservation and public or private
utilization of the historic site or historic resource located within an historic district in a manner
compatible with the historical, archeological, architectural or cultural value of the historic site or
historic district in which an historic resource is located; or

(4) The proposal is necessary in order that unsafe conditions or health hazards be remedied; or

(5) The proposal is necessary in order that the owner of the subject property not be deprived of
reasonable use of the property or suffer undue hardship; [emphasis added] or

(6) In balancing the interests of the public in preserving the historic site or historic resource
located within an historic district, with the interests of the public from the use and benefit of the
alternative proposal, the general public welfare is better served by granting the permit.

(¢) It is not the intent of this chapter to limit new construction, alteration or repairs to any [ period or
architectural style.

(d) In the case of an application for work on an historic resource located within an historic district,
the commission shall be lenient in its judgment of plans for structures of little historical or design
significance or for plans involving new construction, unless such plans would seriously impair the
historic or architectural value of surrounding historic resources or would impair the character of the
historic district. (Ord No. 94, § 1; Ord No. 11-59)
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Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation

The Secretary of the Interior defines rehabilitation as “the act or process of making possible a compatible
use for a property through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features,
which convey its historical, cultural, or architectural values.” Because the property is a Master Plan Site,
the Commission’s focus in reviewing the proposal should be the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation. The Standards are as follows:

1. 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 shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.

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

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in their
own right shall be retained and preserved.

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

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

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic materials
shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the
gentlest means possible.

8. Significant archacological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved. If
such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.

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

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

STAFF DISCUSSION

The applicant has returned with a HAWP application, which is mostly consistent with the previously
reviewed proposal. At the preliminary consultation, the Commission requested that the applicant study a
lower ridgeline for the proposed addition. The ridgeline of the proposed addition has not been lowered,
and the applicant has not provided justification for retaining the previously proposed ridgeline. The
Commission might find that the proposed ridgeline is consistent with the Criteria for Approval; however,
if they do not, a condition of approval might be added, stipulating that the ridgeline will be lower, with
final review and approval delegated to staff.

At the preliminary consultation, the majority of commissioners requested that shallower eaves be studied
for the proposed rear addition. The eaves of the proposed rear addition have not been changed, and the
applicant has not provided justification for retaining the previously proposed eave depth. Staff remains
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concerned that the eaves of the addition are too deep, do not do enough to differentiate the addition from
the historic massing, and are inconsistent with the Criteria for Approval. Staff recommends a condition of
approval, stipulating that the eaves of the proposed rear addition will be shallower in order to adequately
differentiate the addition from the historic massing, with final review and approval delegated to staff.

Regarding the windows for the addition, the applicant has revised their proposal, with many of the
windows now being shown as 6-over-1 to match the historic. Staff fully supports the proposed window
revisions, as the Commission did not voice a strong preference for the new windows at the preliminary
consultation, and 6-over-1 windows are compatible with the Shingle Style historic house.

New aspects of the applicant’s proposal include the following: a historic window on the second-floor of
the right side elevation will be converted to a paired window; the door of the existing single-car will be
removed, with one double-hung window installed in its place; the asphalt shingle roofing on the single-
car garage will be replaced with standing seam metal roofing to match that proposed for the first-floor of
the proposed rear addition; a 4° high black vinyl-coated chain link fence is proposed at the rear/right side
of the property; a 4> high aluminum or wood fence is proposed around the pool’s perimeter; the half-
circle driveway at the front of the property will be moved closer Bradley Lane; a bluestone walkway will
be added at the front, leading from the front entry to the half-circle driveway; and a total a five trees will
be removed.

Regarding the new aspects of the applicant’s proposal, staff finds the following:
New Window

At the preliminary consultation, the applicant proposed to convert an existing fixed or casement window
on the second-floor of the right-side elevation of the historic house into a double-hung window. The
Commission voiced support for the proposed window conversion, due to its general lack of visibility and
the compatibility of the proposed new window.

The applicant currently proposes to replace the existing double-hung window on the same elevation
(forward of the fixed or casement window) with a paired double-hung window. Due to its location and
general lack of visibility, the proposed window replacement will not remove features that characterize the
historic property, in accordance with the Standards.

Garage Alterations

The applicant proposes to remove the garage door from the front elevation of the existing single-car
garage, installing a double-hung window in its place, and to replace the asphalt shingle roofing with
standing seam metal roofing to match that proposed for the first-floor of the proposed rear addition.

The submitted photographs suggest that the existing garage door is non-historic, and stafl would support a
compatible replacement; however, the garage is highly visible from the public right-of-way, and, without
evidence to suggest that it is not original to the house, staff recommends that the garage retain some
semblance of its historic function. Staff suggests that a compatible fixed garage door with lites might be
an appropriate solution, but acknowledges that there may be other appropriate solutions as well. Staff asks
the Commission to add a condition of approval, delegating final review and approval of the garage door
alterations to staff.

(®



Staff supports the proposed change in roofing materials, finding that standing seam metal roofing is
appropriate for an accessory structure and compatible with the historic house, in accordance with the
Standards.

Fencing

The applicant proposes to install a 4* high black vinyl-coated chain link fence at the right side of the
property. The proposed fence is being proposed to satisfy pool safety requirements. Although the
Commission does not typically approve chain link fences that may be visible from the public right-of-
way, staff supports the proposal, finding that, as proposed, it has minimal potential to detract from the
subject property.

The proposed chain link fence will be screened by a hedge, and the fence will be black vinyl-coated,
which will help it recede from view. Given the depth of the lot and the distance of the fence from the
public right-of-way, staff finds that the proposed screening and vinyl-coating will successfully mitigate
any visual impact that the fence might have on the subject property.

The applicant has stated that the 4° high fence proposed at the pool’s perimeter will be either wood or
aluminum. The Commission does not typically approve aluminum fencing, finding that it is an
incompatible material, which does not accurately represent traditional metal fencing. On the other hand,
wood fencing is compatible with the historic house, and, in accordance with the Standards, has less
potential to detract from the spaces that characterize the property.

The proposed fence at the pool’s perimeter will be entirely at the rear of the house, and may not be visible
from the public right-of-way; however, given the amount of fencing required, there is a greater chance for
this fence to detract from the historic character of the subject property. Staff recommends a condition of
approval, stipulating that the proposed fence will be wood, with final review and approval delegated to
staff.

Driveway/Front Walkway

The applicant proposes to reconfigure the half-circle driveway at the front of the property, moving it
closer to Bradley Lane and installing a bluestone walkway from the front entrance to the driveway.

The applicant has provided no information that indicates that the existing driveway is not historic. Absent
information to the contrary, staff finds that the half-circle driveway and its relationship to the house (i.c.,
proximity to the front entry) is a character-defining feature of the subject property, and that, in accordance
with the Standards, it should not be altered. The proposed alterations will be highly-visible from the
public right-of-way, and, aside from introducing a new relationship of the driveway to the house, will
introduce new hardscaping and require the removal of two mature trees from the front yard.

Staff finds that the proposed driveway/front walkway alterations are inconsistent with the Criteria for
Approval, as they will remove features and alter spaces that characterize the historic property.

Tree Removal
The applicant proposes to remove a total of five trees from the subject property. Three of the trees to be

removed are 6” dbh arborvitae at the rear of the property. Staff finds that, in accordance with the
Standards, these three trees can be removed without altering spaces that characterize the historic property.



Two of the trees to be removed are from the right-side of the front yard (the space confined within the
half-circle driveway). The applicant provided our office information from a certified arborist, indicating
that the 24” maple tree to be removed is dead, dying, or a hazard, and received approval to remove the
tree on February 7, 2017,

Aside from the 24” maple tree, there is only one other mature tree on the right-side of the front yard. That
tree, which the applicant also proposes to remove, is a 15” crabapple tree. Staff finds that the removal of
the 15” crabapple tree is inconsistent with the Standards, as it will leave the subject property with no
mature trees on the right side of the front yard, altering spaces that characterize the subject property.

Due to the proximity of the front yard to Bradley Lane and the relationship of front yard to the historic
house, staff finds that alterations to this space should be reviewed with the highest level of scrutiny.

Other

At the preliminary consultation, the applicant proposed to restore all of the windows on the historic
house, including those on the second-floor of the front elevation. In the current proposal, the applicant
proposes replace the windows on the second-floor of the front elevation of the historic house.

The windows that are proposed to be replaced are character-defining and are the most visible windows on
the historic house. In accordance with the Standards, staff finds that, without evidence to suggest that the
existing windows are non-historic and incompatible with the historic house, the windows should be
retained, as replacing them would be detrimental to the preservation of the historic house.

After full and fair consideration of the applicant’s submission staff finds the proposal as being consistent
with the Criteria for Issuance in Chapter 24A-(b) 1 and 2, having found the proposal is consistent with the
Secretary of the Interior s Standards for Rehabilitation outlined above.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with the conditions on Circle 1 the HAWP application
under the Criteria for Issuance in Chapter 24A-8(b), having found that the proposal will not substantially
alter the exterior features of the historic resource and is compatible in character with the district and the
purposes of Chapter 24A;

and with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation;

and with the general condition that the applicant shall present the 3 permit sets of drawings, if
applicable to Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) staff for review and stamping prior to
submission for the Montgomery County Department of Permitting Services (DPS) building permits;

and with the general condition that final project design details, not specifically delineated by the
Commission, shall be approved by HPC staff or brought back to the Commission as a revised HAWP
application at staff’s discretion;

and with the general condition that the applicant shall notify the Historic Preservation Staff if they
propose to make any alterations to the approved plans. Once the work is completed the applicant will
contact the staff person assigned to this application at 301-563-3400 or

michael kyne@montgomeryplanning.org to schedule a follow-up site visit.
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F0 NG ITEMS THE
REGUIRED DOC NY APPLICATION.

1. WRANTEN DESCRIETION OF PROJECT
8 Descrigtion of existing siructurs{z] snd snvitonmentsl satting, inckuding their historical features and significance;

The Gherardi House is a 2.5 story, 3 bay frame dweliing with a T-shaped plan that is clad in wood shingles with
a hipped rocf featuring 3 shed roof dormers. This Shingle Style house was built in 1905 and is located in the
Village of Chevy Chase, Seclion 3, on the North side of Bradley Lane one block east of Connecticut Avenue.
The house is significant for its relationship with the adjacent Tayior-Britton House at 3815 Bradley Lane.
Originally, both were 3 by 2 bay houses with rear ells. The Scouth elevation features symmetrical 2-stary
projecting bays with an inset front door with side lights. Two chimneys cap each end of the principle mass of
the house. The West elevation feaiures a single-story porch with Daric columns.
*information provided by the Maryland Historical Trust

b, General description of project and its effect an the historic resourca(s), the environmental satting, and, whers applicsble, the historic district:
The current owners want to fully renovate the house inside and out. They will preserve the original 2-story T-
shaped house and plan to remove the incompatibie additions on the North and East sides. A new 2-story
addition at the rear of the ell will feature a wrap around low roof that stops short of the primary mass of the
heuse in order to fully read the original corners.

2. SIIEPLAN
Site and savirsnmental setting, drawn to scate, You may usa your plat. Your site plan must include:
& tha scale, north amow, and date;
b. dimensicns af all existing and proposad structures; and

¢ site features such as wakways, drivewnys, fences, ponds, straams, trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

% Schematic construction plans, with marked dimansions, indicating locetion, size and general typa of walls, window and door openings, and other
fixed festuras of both the existing rasourceds) and the proposed work, e

b. Elevatians {facedes), with marked dimensions; claarly indicating proposed work in ralation to existing construction and, whan sppropriate, context,

All materiels and fixturas proposad for the exterior must be natad on the sisvations drawings. An existing and & sad slevation drawing of sach
facada affacted by the proposed work iz requined, prope ’

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

General description of materials and manufacturad items propesed for incorparation in the work of tha project. This information may be included on your
dasign drawings.

5 P RA

2. Clearly labaled photographic grints of each facads of existing resource, including details of the affected portio
Pl \ g portions. Al [abals should ba placed an tha

b, Clearly labei photographic prints of tha rescurca as viewed from the public right-of-way and of the adioini i
e el pher \ public right. y adjoining properties. All [shels should be placed on

6. TAEE SUBYEY

H yeu are proposing construction adj 1o or within the deipline of any tres &° or larger in diameter {at approximately 4 fset abova the ground), you
must fils an accurete tree survey idantifying the siv, location, and species of each trea of a¢ least that dimsnsion.
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e stemtiaer o e o) quastion owres(s) of lotis) or parcel(s} which lis directy across

PLEASE PRINT (IN BLUE OR BLACK INIG GR TYPE THIS INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE.
PLEASE STAY WITHIN THE GUIDES OF THE TEMPLATE. AS THIS WILL BE PHOTOCOPIED BIRECTLY ONTO MALING LABELS.
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HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING
(Owner, Owner’s Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Property Owners]

Owner’s mailing address Owner’s Agent’s mailing address
Benjamin and Nicolle Rippeon Angela Yu
6134 Nevada Avenue Cunningham | Quill Architects
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 1054 31st St. NW Ste. 315
Washington, DC 20007

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addresses

Herbert and Barbara Buchanan 3815 Bradley Lane Revocable Trust
3803 Bradley Lane 3815 Bradiey Lahe

Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Stephen and Kristen Best David Wodlinger and Elizabeth Dale
3810 Bradley Lane 3804 Bradley Lane

Chevy Chase, MD 20815 Chevy Chase, MD 20815

30



#S %901z

SP

N

S1J3LIH3YY 1THND | WYHININNND

«0-.1 = .ZE/L '3I¥IS
N¥Id 3LIS ONILSIXI

uO-l = LZE/L 1VDS
NVd 3115 A350d0dd

e e d NvwEs o1
e i SLNIEAND LGF -
Ry TR e AT —— e — o 3N uu3dond
s —_— - 35 g T, e ;
8 N | _ g i 1 _
[ it ) 1 b
\ : o A ;
5 L. _x e ;
”.. & g {m e
{ EadE ;
- i
! 4
I
& i !
S { M : |
. DOvELEs 1
AL AV L 3TI6 1513 ) |
I5N 156143 - | #2319 1 ] o
s E pE - t
3 1a 29
; 48 am ; I
o.n.__.s.Ha ney mﬂ_w., s Nvw |
- Bl 3 % s
Ea._._ i E s !
] ] < — 115173
; oS m" |
- 183 | I I
35 15 -
_ v _ _> o reBiac 0 557 Sr .m,hw
” ; fec EES] = TNDING L
ooy 705 A {onds s 1 1 Puiazt g, 4%
] oralgs ! . : _
NoILIAdY oota - nu.“..xq«._.m .Muﬂ_ St um_xmq-; S m.___w
h $OILATY ‘a0 t \ o
) A
i
1
k. N = o
n._m. L, =P YR d !
d . o =
£ 7 i ol S e £ i il 3§ —
[ (15 S . I -IL

BN EA0Nd

= s oo AL G e B B — =
! ENE] *

- Ic.:._|.,.o..,!..\|.m)|.$|“ ==
SON34
18143 "

T
FENIA 16143 -

QW 'ASYHD AASHD | 3NV A31aVYE L08BE

aasododd ANV ONILSIX3 - NV7d 311IS

MITAZE La30NAQD dMVB

PREVIOVS PRoFosar



B8 @ oTIZN $423L122V 171AD | WYHDININNAD
(UMOHS 1ON 39VHVD)

Ot = TE/E IDTVIT -0-0= ZE/E F1VaE
NG fi] NY1d 90073 8v 1132 G350408d oo AVd 900713 HV 1159 ONILSIXE oo 1
e ] + zroav _J ' ascay i
. | HoHOd | gy ooy
EEE] e OB 4 Ve e —— . pomeed® RNm e Ry ®
@ mEN B !
: | “
| i
; o) =
1 1
037y _ IA0aY HOOE |
holod i a0 |
[ F— . b
Slanyd I i
A { -T2 el i %
N -8B ——cm s
— ,= I I L !
ted BN o
A S am :..mﬁ.z 3
g COUTWR
H.]%.!!ii‘ll R W
L 2
o L LAY 1=
1] e & z
= e o= | i p iy "g
e o _
o Ho 5|
i T el it Lo 1 £
j : “ A W vilgvv “ ! 3noay savis
! 4 |
LetiEAA I U ) —
SOt & | I e . srogy |
el o ! N =0 Toveimal |
2 P R T ISTETD i
) 1 — ] u
| I 1 i H
! z:,_A ,1w_.w 53 \ { oy |
J __. R R | fMoaNm Kva
TIFT DN L2 ] i R L_
_ P &£ o
| /| O1- %65
. - et -
I ! i
| | | Ellecty |
1 moay | 2oy _ 00 _
Cilvd
| FovErD | I |
_ Em.%oon_ M _ _
\ i e I QW *ASYHD AAZHD | ANV ARTAVHE L08E
“ __ H_ A3IsS0d0ud ANV ONILSIXT - NV1d »AV1T30
S H RV

GMAAIN LaIDNCIIA AN



# 4 u N0TITW,

SNIL61 A ]

man 1
i3

P

N

NYId B007d LS54 935040Hd

nhm... =.ZE/E ..u.?dm@ 2 O

—-1
!

-

(k)

| goongen 11 T HNIAT] 73
=Rt X I o

i cood
1

L

N
..\.|,_| 1
. g
44 9T
B
i |
1]
“ +]
M
) q b
b
I '
& | -
b [HI-
w {
A I
|

o RIFTITS

="

R

) B T

T ;
1 I .
L.%@xﬁ (.u.w..uw.__w !.if.,._l

iimn

I

A

ST NERE
THEAOH 1553

T

' omois
Blva

i

R R o Y- e LT

T v e

il

epilety

(HMOIS LON 2OVEVD)
20=t = LLE/E 2TTVIS
N¥ld 40072 Lsdid 9NILSIXSE

SIDTLLHDEY THOD | WYHININNOD

o0 SHINIG o

,.“_
!
El +0m
_
|
i

- |20 -
o
L] NaHoum

[
T IS :

RN —
momzmmmu,m

R

d3is0ododd NV 9N

AW ‘BSVHI AAFHD | 3NV AZI0YHE 2088
1SIX3 - NVd 30074 Lsydid

FTMBLAZY 29I TNOD G MVH Y




=8 u90T1TH

0=l aBE/E DTS

MITNM
agv

N¥Id HOOTd ANODIS J350d04d

iodanm

Ady 3l

Bogﬁqx i,
OGRS
i _ AOT1EE 500
moaNIm
— Gy
iletal v
- v

kel

WOiLIZ
Feolies

c{15d

ot

W09
NOLIJaY

P e

Fell1y

S1DI1NHDAY 1AL | WYHDNENNND

(HMODIS LON IDVEVD)
2040 5. ER/E F2VOS

N¥YTd 40013 ANOJIS ONILSIXS

IHDTLHS
18175

[ et

WoopaId
35V

H— & WOoHAIg

.SJ_ ﬁ Ry m.:cm .u..,
g

mo38 00

Kjou
Foravo

QW 'ISVYHD AASHD | INVT A1GVYYE L08E

a350d0dd ANV SNILSIX3 - N¥1d 30074 gNODJ3S

AN LATIHNG MM




B8 gLoz'LE

ZNILSIE

man ]
EEE]

NYTd 40074 dEIHL 4350d0ds

HHLHOT

M3 e

Flahiiy

=0- = E5/C S2VIE

1345y0

NI rabi R N
= e - e

T
—

1

.

Y

3eN0H DHILGL S

I
“
|
I
f
§

s
Y

ROV ISATEOLS

0.0
]

.

4

A

/-

1V DNIOON
. TTHNING
— LTYHA5T mEN

mnolad
2008 L WPss

T e SHIONVLS MEN

18148 MOLYH
Q1 SHIOSENIOT

e ¥ SHTLAD T MIN

=00Y FIONHS

se— LyHelSY [mIN

{NMOHS LON JOVHEVDY
.0~ = ZE/E 3TIVIS

N¥Y1d HOOT:? QHIHL ONILSIX3

SEDILMHDEY MIND | WYILDONINNID

= B——N! - o]l a=——i
....... O
€ WooEdag -
TR “_
]
{
]

AW *ASYHD AATIHD | ANV ATNQVHE L0BE

a3sS0d0dd ANV ONI[LSIX3 - NV'id 80074 GdlIHL

CEMTATE LA IDHOD MR




P

H#0lm gloziZ'll S123LIHIAY 1UND t WYHININNND
T I T I I T I T T e
e i e =" = o3
BNIL5IX3 [FE) B
M| et F
AR - )
o ; oL #3vd . ] H_L. 4o @
TE g - HORIG LGS , -|%I!Emﬁ= e e
WO 2L EE/E S3TIVOS 3
NOTIVATTI HLNOS 4350d048d o q -
©O1 SNIIS g
FTNG Y QD )
—_— PR O o | od - L P R i = ......n_um_w,mr ST STEEY N
o \L ORI — 15172 INiFaiTH ¢ Alvadn
o SIOaHIM 5
LEIGLS ey L
b emodum 1518 J11 §LC5 auvoa *
17 SNOIGE — rEaE ] aed—— AVES A= IS4 30vTdI i
B it wi i g&qﬂ—oum.s]..ﬁ:a. e e |.|‘|l|t.i.suﬂ.mlm.nf}tnl.
FIENIHG L TRy > /
1513 309 WS =
N O 1INND 5
ORMT 1614F e
- — Lo e
e o - I e e s/ |_w|_>ww\1.r(| ST
L)
I S >
S 1\
0y mE oy
-0-.L = 2E/T SIIVIS (7 - s ...m..wm_a..;.} il
NOTLVAZIS HLNOS ONILSIXE [t

_4@.._”..,_ ﬁj

[IFE]
-

R R T T

W 'ISVHD AATJHD | 3NV ATNAYHE L0082

QASOdOdd ANV DNILSIXT - NOILVYAZTE HLNOS

A CAA EC L 3D NOD e MY H Y



wibe 90T

DNISIKAER

men ]
T3

=0-0 = TE/E TRVDS L

NOILVARTE 15v3 QI5040Hd

-0~ = _ZE/E FAIWIS
NOLIVARTE LSV3 ...uz_._.maxwh u

SLDILIHOUY TUND | WYHDNINNAD

.|7G§n_uqa~§ﬁ\mlc.l-|-|.§-|.|ln..|-||

ez [
i M s ]
oL WL

N 230 INGRE 00N BEN

r75§/{34r_ Cid fEN ~ g

. — ,-l..m_l.. z

uGQm IwLan

Y35 SMARYLS MEN -

AL FBORIZING 9 SMOANIM

16143 HOLvh

O] TNQIE INENIHS

WRIOLS Ay r SMOANT

_ HeqQ3s gaNvic Euz —

o IsEed v Fu0oLsa

OM NAZPRE MG

15073 HOLYL
Ol SLNDH4ENIDT
¥ SEALLOS HU MmN

LIWHASY MmN ~—

/ du
/_ \___ ‘LGS auvoa dvam
/ it 15143 30V T3

SA00N
w._ Lzu.xm Llyndsy

S 1eied Hoty J h Y

¢ WSO DVBRIHG e —— s eSS

T orudpocaEn— | K

.wmw_\dm HILYH
orsmpasmmzt —]|

Wi |—— - —

&Y Lt

[N | | U
7 A%

=]

QKW 'ASYHD AASHD | 3NV AZAVYE £L08E
d350d0Odd ANV DNILSIX3 - NOLLVAZATA LSVY3

SMITATY eI W a R e

b



wnr goTIENH SLJALLHIEY THND | WYHONINNNOD

1 ad L T
. e mm—— e 4 e e = e——— = . H - - [ - . - - ; .r:.15||-|n|||||||»-.l¢||-|.||mn\._-nqw.ﬂ-001
[ - frm—r  m— s — . l ....;.. e - - . = v - . ; - - e e 4 mponiam o g— = 1o — %m@tm lrt.!
] Y
BHILSING i L
=2 7 =i
man ] I &
e+ —— e —— —— [ A
= T8
Toveamy 0o 4 oy )
=0ml = 2E/E FVYDS (Y 0L S443IS INOT MIN — ]
NOILVAZ1E HIYON G350d0Hd : &
TR EERT D MO M3N — AL — HTATATD NN AN b3
I === —r - e T U e . (R A —— - —
GETZEN 6¥ HOMOd ; E L wwh_mh N T
15143 INpd: r avaTy : L A 200 .
et M3 - — FISMHG 1P HeIST MaN 8
5114495 CrOT Ova3 R
“Ald 16173 3oV T : M e
s00d wiaw ) e
W7 ES GNIGNYLS MEN — ;
15048 HOL7H =
OL SNILS T10NINS b
MYAZD AZNIPLG MIN -
Ig1e3 . o
_ HOUYIOL SIN0SGNRRT _ ) i - N
T GRILING el i = E = =eEoi Y
. dog - e s e e = o o AN —
ITEMHE LTrHSSY MR —— ERRRES
w
T _P— W
il
julinbmanin A N —
-0~ 2.20/E 1 3VDG — T
NGTIVAS1S HLUON DNILSIX3 = 5
&
b o mmane = mmimem e+ mmma = rmrers 7 iamiam = IIJM‘N—.Hﬁ‘AI’.lI
3
= - . [P U 7 /(I.i
_— e o e a7t %t mAbgaRe = ——— amqr_lu!!‘iudd.mylli

AW “ISYHD AATHD | 3NV AZ1QVHE L08E
Q3a50d0dd ANV 9ONILSIX3 - NOILVAITI HLYON

CUABEAEB LA 3DNO T T ML




el

HOTIETN

DNILGIAE [55]

N
|

0= = ZE/T F3TVIS
NOILYATIT 15V3 asS0d40Hd

o0l =L TE/E :2IVOS Z
NOILVAZTI L1S3M INILSIXT

i

SLDILIKRDYY 170D | WYHININNND

HENOH LSS

TR Y

. =
@033 15204 A R
INORIS T AN - TITRRIPHD NOHI MBN ]
LI HOdA:N : dry ot
& SMOaNm ViRE KNOTHOMYSL 5
1eils aay
y SNOTN JSE o e
TP RIS — - 500 — e —F g -
UL BhOS LPES THICNY 1§ M .
A¥vos avaa dle 1§12 T HALYLS g
. Ol SRS 3ToNHS 5
e MyaED GINY IS MEN
e & e+ ottt 4 e w7 i & i L AP
L gmodhm O NIAsvI mEN Has T

18173 3573 —

b!

1=

L5 HOLPH

TSNS 1TVHASY
UGS HoY 13N e

TN o16IoSsNod
o e p GHALING THISMIN
) Hoca 3NINS

NI REETT

AW ‘IEVHD AABHD [ 3NV A3GVYE L08BE

daIsOdOdd ANV ONILSIX3 - NOILVAZTT LS3IM

G ITATN L43INCDIa MV H




&bl 9log1e’l SLIIIIHAY 131A0 | WVHONINNND

NOILIAJY MIN

LML WNIoRO [

pauitial sico)y pig pue pug o8ese8 Juswaseq ol
PUE Jooy jenual [eutding Aemanlip soj Sumpridoy

Qk "BSYHD AAZHD | 3NV ATTOVYE Lo8t
WVYHdOVIAQ NOILIaayY

M BIAIHIL AR IN0I A MR



@S 0l10Z'1EY SLITLEHDAY TUND 1| WYHDNINNAD

,
Sy

sy

S

AR L R R S R S e R

G

aW "ASVHD AAIHD | ANV AZTIAvVHE L0BE

LSVYIHLNOS - MIIA T3dA0N

FROWARAIN R RN DTSN h




@ols glo¥e’ll SLDILIHDAY TIAD | WYHDNINNAD

QW "ISVHD AAZHI | 3NV AZTAQVHE L0BE

1SIMHLIYON - M3IA T3C0NKW

L3IAI S LARINOD EMYR




ERAL I Her A LA SIDILIINY 11T | WYHORINNAD

o
i

..ﬂ.r 3 AR

aM 'BSYHI AATHD | 3NV A31QYYS LOBE
HLHON - *MIIA T4Q0ONW

JEAIY LR TIHOD e MVHI



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

THE MARYLAND-NATTONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
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up?

MS. VOIGT: Oh, I'm sorry.

MR. KIRWAN: Please keep your hands up a second.
Cne, two, three, four, five, six. Okay. All opposed?

VOTE.

MR. KIRWAN: And there were no abstentions, so
the motion passes 6 to 2. Thank you for your work on
this, and clearly there's a little bit more work to do on
the site plan. We do encourage you to continue your
discussions with the Middleton Lane neighbors, and vyou'll
be bringing things back to Staff for their final review
and approval. Thank vou.

MR. HARRIS: Yes, indeed. Thank vyou for all
your time and for vour compliments as well.

MR. WHIPPLE: And, Mr. Chairman, I just want the
record to reflect that the motion was made based on the
findings that were outlined in the Staff Report, findings
of fact that were outlined in the Staff Report. Thank
you.

MR. KIRWAN: Very good. The next item on ouxr
agenda are preliminary consultations. The first one is
IT.A at 3807 Bradley Lane in Chevy Chase. Do we have a
Staff Report?

MR. KYNE: Yes, we do have a Staff Report.

Again, this is 3807 Bradley Lane, Chevy Chase, a Master
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Plan Site for the Gherardi House. It's a single style
house, circa 1905. The proposal before us tonight is to
remove existing siding on the additions, constructing a
new two-story rear addition, restore existing windows on
the historic house, install interior storm windows on the
historic house, in-kind replacement of the existing
asphalt shingle roof on the historic house and garage,
construct a new dormer on the east right elevation of the
historic El1l1. Replace the existing brick and flagstone
front porch with a wood front porch, and install three new
windows on the historic house and ell.

e8¢, I have photographs, and I'll walk you
around the property, starting in the driveway on the left
side. Now, standing on the rear/right gside looking back
at the house. Almost directly behind. Opposite side.
This is looking at the left side as viewed from the
street. Straight on at the left side. This is the porch
to be replaced. And, if you could, please note the brick
on the porch versus the brick on the foundation of the
house.

MR. CARROLL: The note is for?

MR. KYNE: I'm sorry?

MR. CARROLL: Note it for what characters?

MR. KYNE: The brick on the porch versus the

brick on the foundation of the house. Just the
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differences. And this is the existing garage, which we
will discuss briefly. BAnd, this photograph wag taken from
the opposite side of the street locking toward the side of
the house where there'll be a new below grade garage.
Demonstrating the minimal visibility. And, I have the
plans here i1f we need to reference them.

The applicable guideilineg in this case are the
Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation. And
Staff discussion regarding the additions. For the
removal, Staff suggests that the removal of the existing
additions on the north rear, east right side elevations
are unlikely to detract from the subject property. And
removing the existing addition from the east elevation,
the northeast corner of the historic house will be
revealed, making the historic massing discernible.

And construction of the new addition. The
proposed new two-story addition will be at the rear of the
historic center E1l, with the roof on the historic house
being extended to connect to the new addition. And the
addition will include a one-story wraparound that is inset
from each side of the historic housge. Due to the location
of the proposed addition and the large setback of the
historic house, the proposed addition will likely not be
vigible from the public right-of-way.

Staff asks for the following -- for the
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Commission's guidance regarding the following. The eaves
of the proposed new addition. The applicant has attempted
to match the depth of the eaves on the historic house, but
because the addition is much narrower than the historic
house, shallower eaves may be more appropriate. The east
elevation garage door. Staff asks the Commission's
guidance regarding the appropriate style and material for
this door. Well, we did previously see the minimal
visibility for the door.

And, materials. Staff asks for the Commission's
guidance regarding the appropriateness of the proposed
materiale for the addition, focusing on the windows and
standing steam metal roof of the property. 2and in this
case, the windows, because they are different than what is
in the historic house. Onto the new dormer. The proposed
new dormer on the east elevation of the historic E11 will
match the three existing dormers on the front elevation of
the historic house, and a single dormer on the west
elevation of the historic house. And the proposed new
dormer will likely not be vigible from the public right-
of -way.

Front porch replacement. Evidence suggests that
the existing front porch may not be historic as the bricks
of the porch do not match those of the historic house's

foundation, as demonstrated per what we looked at earlier.
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Staff suggests that a wood front porch is generally
compatible with the rescurce, although at this time, no
photographs or physical evidence have been located to
indicate that the subject property previously had a wood
poxrch.

And, new windows. The proposed new windows,
while on the east elevation of the historic house, on the
east elevation of the historic center 2ll, and one on the
west elevation of the historic house, will be six-over-one
wood windows to match the existing windows on the historic
house. The applicant has not specified whether the
proposed windows will be SDL or true-divided light. And
Staff asks for the Commission's guidance regarding the
appropriateness of each. And the proposed new windows
will be minimally visible from the public right-of-way at
best.

And with that, I recommend that the applicants
make any revisions based upon your recommendations and
return for a HAWP. 2And, I would be happy to take any
gquestions you might have for me.

MS. BARNES: Michael, I have two guestions. T
hope you could tell me -- when you were walking around the
building, you had some good photographs, and I was having
gsome difficulty understanding the additions that were to

be removed. BAnd I wondered also if you could comment on

B2
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when we think they date from? So, first help me by
guiding me on the ones that are to be removed, and
anything you can tell me about them, please.

MR. KYNE: I will start by saying, I don't
recall the date of the additions, but it may be in the
description of the property from Places from the Past. So
I'll take a look at that in a moment. But the addition is
to be removed on the east right side. You can see part of
it here. If you look at the -- well, it's hard to see.
But this area, and then as we move to the side, you can
see it more clearly. And, that section here, this corner
of the historic massing is what I was referring to would
be revealed by the removal of this addition.

And then the north addition, I understand, is
this.

MS. BARNES: So this portion with the little --
I don't' know what the proper term is -- with the little
flip above the windows on the first floor is part of the
original structure? The little sort of ski jump.

MR. KYNE: B8So, let me show you. So, this part
of the house, of course, the front massing and then the
center Elle, which we can see, it's sort of surrounded by
the rear addition, and, on the right side. So, doeg that
answer your guestion?

MS. BARNES: So the dormers that are -- there
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are three dormers. 2&And as I'm looking at this photograph,
twe dormers on either side of the chimney are on part of
the original house. Is that correct?

MR. KYNE: That is my understanding, ves.

MS. BARNES: OCkay, thank you.

MR. KIRWAN: Commissioner Arkin?

MR. ARKIN: I don't understand cne of your
comments, Michael, on Circle 4. Under Staff discussion,
the fifth paragraph. Could you explain, expand on your
explanation about the depths of these and the new
additions? Depth is meaning from the wall to the center
part of the roof, or --

MR. KYNE: Correct. From the wall to the outer
edge of the roof. For lack of a better description, we
loock at this as the building is sort of locking like
wearing a hat if you look here. And it appears to be
because they are matching the depth of the eaves on the
historic house, which you see here on the edge. And
perhaps that could be a little more subtle, was my
suggestion in the Staff Report.

MR. WHIPPLE: Commissioner Arkin if vou look at
Circle 22 or 23 in your Staff Report, it was Staff's view
-~ it appeared, at least in this rendering, that the eaves
in the addition which are of smazller scale than the main

mass, it appeared that the eaves were projecting at
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roughly the same amount, which seemed to us to not be the
right relationship. And we were wondering if the eaves in
the addition should be scaled back to be more -- to fit
the proportions a little bit differently.

MR. ARKIN: Well, not only deo they -- does it
look bigger, I think they are deeper.

MR. KIRWAN: We can discuss that with the
applicant when they come up.

MR. ARKIN: Thank you.

MR. KIRWAN: I had a question, Michael. The new
windows that are proposed on the east and west elevations
of the historic mass of the house, it seems oddly
deliberate. Not oddly, but it seems deliberate that those
two flanking sections of the house did not contain windows
originally. Did you have any thoughts on that? And, is
Staff supportive of those windows being inserted in the
historic mass, or is?

MR. KYNE: Staff is supportive of the windows
being inserted in the historic mass. I think you may be
on to something with your comment, but also, if you refer
back to the photos, I felt that given the setback, that
the windows on the side elevations would be minimally
visible and have less potential impact of the property
from the public right-of-way.

MR. KIRWAN: Could you show us one of your

BS
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rhotos from the.street, S0 we can see?

MR. KYNE: Sure. So here you can see the
chimney on that side obscures -- that's the most obligque
angle that I was able to stand and take a photograph of
the housge. A&And, as you can see the chimney cbscures the
location of that first window, and then --

MR. KIRWAN: Go back one.

MR. KYNE: That's standing in the driveway.

MR. KIRWAN: Yeah. So the chimney only comes
out from the face of the shingles of four or six inches?

MR. KYNE: Right. And that, again, was based
upon the view from this angle, which could be
misinterpreted.

MR. XIRWAN: Thanks. Any other guestions for
Staff? All right. We invite the applicant to please come
forward. You have seven minutes to provide us with vour
testimony. And, before you speak, please state your name
for the record.

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Good evening, I'm Ralph
Cunningham from Cunningham Quill Architects. With me is
Angela Yu, who is the project architect for the project.

MR. KIRWAN: Do you have any comments or
testimony?

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Sure. First, let me say, we

agree entirely with the Staff Report. The Staff Report,
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asks you a number of gquestions regarding window Lypes,
materials, the front porch, which we think was probably
wood originally. We can -- Angie, do you remember the
dates of the addition, because that was one of the
guestions that came up?

MS. YU: Yes, Hi, there were --

MR. KIRWAN: State your name. You need to state
your name for the record.

MS. YU: Angela Yu, Cunningham Quill. There was
a couple photographs that the owners had shown us, very
tiny, black and white photographs. One wag dated '64, I
believe. And, in that photo, there's no kitchen addition.
eS80, that first floor addition on the right side of the
house. And seso, that's -- you know, there are some old
original blueprints. Well, not original but, that
survived through the years. But nothing of that addition
and when that was actually built. The additiocn on the
back of the house wag, I'm trying toc remember, I think it
was in the '80's, not much later. And the side addition,
on the left side of the house, that looks like a bay
really, and it's cut off at the first floor. That was
from, I believe the '80's.

MR. CUNNINGHAM: So, it's important to recognize
that the original house was a T. And so, in our scheme,

what we're doing is preserving that T, adding a rear
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addition to make the house more H like, if that makes
sense. And also, I think very important in the Staff
Report, is that, i1f vou could go te the cother side of the
house, we, and that bush doesn't help us. But, the way
that addition is just so perfectly aligned with the house,
offends us as preservationists, because it removes the
sense of the original T. &eSo, we think that giving the
house back its corners is very important.

And, vyou know, it's a kind of a ramshackle one-
story kitchen addition that is pretty falling apart.

MS. YU: Right. Hasn't been touched.

MR. CUNNINGHAM: The house had been owned by the
previous owner, I think, for 40 years or something like
that?

MS. YU: Yeah. They were the second owners.

MR. CUNNINGHAM: So, they clearly made many,
many changes over the years.

MR. KIRWAN: Very good. Thank you. I have a
couple of questions for you. Could you speak to the roof
overhang questicn that Staff raised about the depth?

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Sure. What is controlling that
is the -- is that exact corner that I was talking about.
We could certainly shorten it a little bit. Angie, maybe
yvou can talk about how deep it ig?

MS. ¥YU: Yeah. It's about three feet in terms

88
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of at the second flcocor, the main esave of the original
house. And I think we were trying to, or happy to adjust
that at the second flcoor if you find that, you know, =a
slightly smaller eave would be more appropriate. Right.
And Ralph's correct, at the first floor with the
wraparound roof, right, we just thought it was most
important to expose that corner. &efo, that's why it's
much more modest.

MR. KIRWAN: And just to make sure everybody
understands the proposed site plan on Circle 12, that's
not the actual roof plan of the addition, right? That's
showing a much broader sloped roof. So, what that drawing
is missing is the upper roof plan of the T, right? And
the preservation of the dormers, which it also doesn't
show.

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Excuse me, tChat plan is not the
right plan.

MR. XIRWAN: Right, right. ®&eSc, I just want to
make sure that what we are looking as is --

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Thank you very much, Mr.
Chairman. It's not that fat.

MR. KIRWAN: Right. Vexry good. And lastly,
what is the proposal for the metal roof materiai?

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Sc, we're thinking of something

like Gavalume. It's a natural Gavalume.
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MR. KIRWAN: Any more guestions? Yeg,
Commissioner Barnes?

MS. BARNES: Could you help me on Circle 18,
which I think you have the Staff Report. Right there,
when you have your proposed east elevation, could you help
me understand where the roofline is? I see that you're
proposing a new dormer. And so, is the roofline --

MR. CUNNINGHAM: So, the original rooflins of

the house is that relatively dark dashed line that you see

there.

MS. BARNES: Okay.

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Doeg that answer your gquestion?

MR. KIRWAN: And you're extending the existing
ridge --

MR. CUNNINGHAM: That's correct.

MR. KIRWAN: -- to complete the T and reach out
to your -- the leg of your H.

MS. BARNES: Sc we're coming all the way across
to the two peaks?

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Right. 8eSo, we're making, as
I gaid earlier, an H where there are two similar but
compatible friends, in our view.

MR. KIRWAN: So, for instance, we often will
loock for additions to lower their ridge line, but in this

case, they're proposing, they're belief is it's better to
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just continue that.

MS. BARNES: Thank vou.

MR. KIRWAN: Commissioner Voigt, go ahead.

MS. VOIGT: And in 18, so the addition, so
you're going, the garage is underneath in the addition, is
that it?

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Yeah, the garage is entirely
under the addition. It's not under the existing house.

MS. VOIGT: Right. And so, but the cther
building remains?

MR. CUNNINGHAM: The other garage remains and
becomes a playhouse. The pool house, playhouse. The
couple has two very young children. &eSco, we thought it'd
be a great little building to keep.

MS. VOIGT: And then one other gquestion. On 14,

the fiwgé—Eieerfirst-floor plan. 8o, in the proposed

first floor plan that is showing, this is where you
reflect that the position is inset, is that correct?

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Correct. When you look -- so
if you look at the darkened parts of front of the house,
yvou see that inset.

MS. VOIGT: So, is that the two foot, six
inches?

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Yes, that's correct.

MR. CARRCLL: Quick guestion. The front
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elevations at Circle 17, the existing garage becomes a
playhouse. Is there any, you know, you're talking about
putting shingles on the outside of it. Will the garage
door remain?

MR. CUNNINGHAM: I think it will. I think it
might as well.

MR. CARROLL: Okay, thank vyou.

MR. KIRWAN: Yes, Commissioner Arkin?

MR. ARKIN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Going back
to Circle 18. Would it be possible to lower the ridge
line of the center part of the H, or does that become just
to complex?

MR. CUNNINGHAM: It woculd be possible to lower
it. We, you know, have this debate with preservation
pecople all the time about ridge lines. My own personal
belief is that to stretch it is better. But, we could
lower it 1f we needed to, on your guidance.

MR. ARKIN: Do you think that would -- from the
gide, at least, it looks like a very massive addition. Do
you think that would diminish the appearance of
magsiveness?

MR. CUNNINGHZM: I think that, you know, we
could, if we were going to lower it, I would actually
lower it quite a bit. ©Not so that it just misses. And

that's about -- because there's no program up there. It's
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1 || only mechanical.
2 MR. KIRWAN: So in lowering it, you would still
3 | maintain the coplanar roof surface, and there'd be some
4 | sort of a flat roof, is what you're thinking?
5 MR. CUNNINGHAM: Yeah.
6 MR. KIRWAN: OQkay. So, if that happened, you
7 || would still lose the original tip of the T, because the
8 || roof would be coplanar. You would just simply get a
9 [ little dip in the ridge or some dip in the ridge.
10 MR. ARKIN: And the ridge lines on the cross
11 | gakle would remain high?
12 MER. CUNNINGHAM: We think, in our esthetic
13 [ opinion, we think that the house looks better when the
14 || original iegs of the T have a friend in the backyard.
15 MR. ARKIN: Thank vyou.
16 MR. CUNNINGHAM: But, you do notice that, you
17 | know, what we've done architecturally is to make a large
18 | part of the first floor one story, which is in order to
19 || preserve the sense of the T.
20 MR. KIRWAN: Any other guestions for the
21 | applicant? If not, we thank you for your testimony and
22 || your presentation. I think we want to -- preliminary
23 || consultation itself, you'll hear from all of us, so when
24 || they come back they have a good sense of our view on the

25 || case when they come in for a HAWP. Commissioner Arkin,
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I'm going to ask you to get started with some thoughts on
the case, please.

MR. ARKIN: Well, I would like to see you take a
crack at lowering the ridge line on the long hyphen. I
don't know that that's where we'll end up at the end of
things, but I think that would be useful to see what that
would look like. I alsc think it makes sense to minimize
a little bit the overhang on the back of the house. I
have no position on the garage doocr. I think the
materials as you describe them would look good. That's
really all I have to offer at the moment. Thank you.

MS. VOIGT: Hi. I actually think this is a
beautiful house. 2And I always drive by it and I'm kind of
impressed by it. In terms of the addition, I think that
insetting it is very important from the -- as you look at
the front of the house. I think this will help
differentiate the addition, because it ig a kind of
massive addition. Buf, I think that, as you said, that
that first story, is primarily first story, I think that
helps as well. I think lowering the rocf, I know that you
think that adds to the design, but I think that will
differentiate the addition, which is always important when
a house as beautiful as this. I think that's about it.

MR. FIRESTONE: 1 don't have too much to add.

As far as the ridge line goes, I guess, you know, I'd like
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to see it in comparison at some point. It may be an
improvement, it may not. I think the eaves definitely
should be brought in more. And other than that, I think
vou're on the right track with this.

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Thank vyou.

MS. BARNES: I agree with the idea of trving to
reduce the eaves. I got myself a little confused about
the windows. And I think that the majority of those in
the house now are six-over-one, and so I would encourage
using those. And, I have no problem with the use of
another roof on the wraparound portion. And, I am glad to
hear you're going to work on the front porch. I think
that will make a difference. And, thank you for coming in
for a preliminary. It loocks like a very wonderful house.

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Thank you.

MS. HEILER: So, I actually don't have a problem
with the roofline. I think, repeating the shape of that
roof from the original to the new addition is a very nice
touch. I think it gives this -- it makes the addition
more compatible with the house. Setting it in in some
sense distinguishes it. I'm not sure that it will be a
hundred percent successful in distinguishing the addition
from the house since it is the same roof material, and the
same shingles on the walls. The use of the different

muntin pattern will help to distinguish it. I don't know
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if that's enocugh. But certainly, the two-over-one, or
two-over-two, I think is a good idea. It may be that if
you keep that roofline, which I think especizally benefits
this whole design, then you may need to distinguish the
addition from the main house in some additional way. I
think the garage is just fine. And putting the new garage
under the house, I think, is beneficial. And as
Commissioner Barnes has said, good idea to change that
porch.

MR. KIRWAN: I think it's a very nice proposal.
I was a little initially concerned about the scale of the
garage door on that facade, but I think I'm convianced that
that's not really going to be an issue. $&eSo, I think if
you want to maintain one vexry large garage door, I don't
have an issue with that. I'm fine with all of the
materials you'wve proposed, and I would probably agree that
the eaves should be studied as a slight reduction from the
existing. But I do not have an issue with extending the
existing ridge and the roof forms as proposed.

MS. LEGG: Thanks for coming in. I'm sorry it's
so late. I'll be brief. I am generally supportive of
this preliminary drawing. I think the overhang on the
addition could be brought in a little bit, and that will
help with differentiation. I think my Commissioners will

be surprised to hear me say this, I actually think the
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metal seam roof is really appropriate for this, because it
kind of -- I know, I know, I can't believe I'm saying this
-- but I think it differentiates the addition from the
original. The only thing I'm torn on, and I'm torn
because I perscnally like using the same materials and the
same color for the addition. I think it's great for this
house. I just wonder if it's different enough? And
that's something that we have to look at. But the thing
is, I persconally think it's very beautiful this way. So,
I'm really torn on that. But that's my only hesgitation.

MR. CARROLL: I want to thank you for coming in.
The one thing I would say is, please, that drawing on the
right side of page 12, just, I almost choked the first
time I saw it. It makes it look like it's this massive
addition. I get it, it's just a drawing there. But, I
saw it, and I just spit my coffee out. I think the wood
porch is going to be nice. It's going to be a little bit
lighter. With that floating roof over it, I think it's
going to be terrific. I have no problem with the addition
of the windows behind the chimney. I think it's, you
know, it's not going to change the mass of the house a
lot.

I think keeping the eaves in proportion to the
addition may help it minimize that a little bit, because

it really is that front block of the house is really a
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kind of high note, and I don't want anything to detract
from that. I have no problem with extending the roof. I
think the geometry you're trying to drop that ridge line
going to the back would be enormously complicated and, you
know, as one of my favorite professors used to say, don't
do this.

And T think that the, you know, it's subtle, but
I think the really high ncte for this, for me, is bringing
the corners of the building back on both sides. Keeping
that flair, I understand what they did with the addition
before, they tried to keep it going all the way down
because they thought that was picking up the gueues of the
house, and I just think that was not right so thank you
for putting the corners back. I think that really is a
very nice touch. So, thank you. I'm really in support of
this. I'm looking forward to seeing it.

MR. KIRWAN: So, I think you'wve heard some
unanimous support for the project, so I think you're ready
to come back with a HAWP, and we look forward to seeing
you come back then.

MR. CUNNINGHAM: Thank vou all, it's been a
pleasure.

MR. KIRWAN: Great. Thank you. All right, the
next preliminary consultation is Case II1.B at 12 Hesketh

Street in Chevy Chase. Do we have a Staff Report?




