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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
Address: 1-A East Irving St., Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 6/13/2018
Resource: Non-Contributing Resource Report Date: 6/6/2018
Chevy Chase Village Historic District

Public Notice: 5/30/2018
Applicant: Paul Brian and Geraldine Connolly

Tax Credit: N/A
Review: HAWP Staff: Michael Kyne
Case Number: 35/13-18M
PROPOSAL:  Window replacement
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the HPC approve the HAWP application.
ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION
SIGNIFICANCE: Non-Contributing Resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District
STYLE: Colonial Revival
DATE: c. 1938




PROPOSAL
The applicants are proposing the following work items the subject property:

e Replace 11 original windows on the front and side elevations.
¢ Replace two non-original rear patio doors.

APPLICABLE GUIDELINES

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

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A-8

(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; er

(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.

(c) Itis not the intent of this chapter to limit new construction, alteration or repairs to any 1 period or
architectural style.

(d) Inthe 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
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historic or architectural value of surrounding historic resources or would impair the character of
the historic district. (Ord. No. 9-4, § 1; Ord. No. 11-59.)

Chevy Chase Village Historic District Guidelines
Regarding Non-Contributing/Out-of-Period Resources, the Guidelines state the following:

Non-Contributing/out-of-period resources are either buildings that are of little or no architectural
and historical significance to the historic district or newer buildings constructed outside the district’s
primary period of historic importance. HAWP applications for exterior alterations, changes, and/or
additions to these types of resources should receive the most lenient level of design review.

Most alterations and additions to non-contributing/out-of-period resources should be approved as
a matter of course. The only exceptions would be major additions and alterations to the scale and massing
of the structure which affect the surrounding streetscape and/or landscape and could impair the character
of the district as a whole.

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:
ry

#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.

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

STAFF DISCUSSION

The subject property is a ¢. 1938 Colonial Revival-style Non-Contributing Resource within the Chevy
Chase Village Historic District. The house has experienced previous alterations, including a series of rear
additions. The Commission previously approved the replacement of one original window (rearmost
second-floor window on the left elevation)} and the construction of a non-original portico at front entrance.

The applicant is proposing to replace the 11 remaining original windows (five on the front elevation, two
on the left elevation, and four on the right elevation) and two non-original patio doors at the rear. The
proposed new windows and doors will be SDL aluminum-ciad wood windows, with permanently-affixed
interior and exterior 7/8” profile muntins and internal spacer bars. The muntin patterns of the proposed
new windows and doors will match the existing.

Regarding Non-Contributing Resources, the Chevy Chase Village Historic District Guidelines state
“Most alterations and additions to non-contributing/out-of-period resources should be approved as a
matter of course. The only exceptions would be major additions and alterations to the scale and massing
of the structure which affect the surrounding streetscape and/or landscape and could impair the character
of the district as a whole.”

Staff finds that the proposed new windows and doors are generally compatible with the historic house and
surrounding historic district. In accordance with the Guidelines, the proposed window and door
replacement will not alter the scale and massing of the historic house or affect the surrounding streetscape
in a manner that could impair the district as a whole.

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
Chevy Chase Village Historic District Guidelines and Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation #2 & 9 outlined above.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission approve the HAWP application under the Criteria for Issuance in
Chapter 24A-8(b), having found that the proposal is consistent with the Chevy Chase Village Historic
District Guidelines identified above, and therefore 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.




HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

e s, DB 50 @ Gt Ly e P B0 G S
i Daytims Phone No.: ﬂ'fﬁff- E%
Tax Account Ne.; lsfﬂ] - 07 M wqﬂqjé

Name of Property Cwner: %EEERJ* _ﬁf%é &WJK;? roneto; 202-YGH - €282
Address: [ < s A‘ 1 I‘{D wf

a4 (. Coutdny Tig. s 0] F57 - 7000
Contractor Registration No.: 04 | 7%/

Agent for Owner: 'IA Daytime Phone Ne.: UIA
(AR OF SN PRENIEE

Housa Nomber: __ =} swe _[AST Teié g

Townvcity Lol LHP Nearast Gross Street Qodﬁ‘ﬁﬂt&! &JE-
e _ 27 sock:_BH Subdivision: C'HEJI\/Q’HM‘ ILLAGE

: LYPE OF PERRNT ACTICON AND S
TA. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

(J Construct O Extend () AltsvRenovate M OSe O RomAddtion O Porch [ Osck [J Shed
3 Move §6tnu O WreckRam i3 Solr O Fireplace (] Woodburning Stove 3 Single
O Revision (] Repair [ Revocabls. O3 Fenca/Wal (complete Section 4] ﬁm&ﬂﬁ_@ﬂﬂgfjﬂw

18. Conswuction cost estmety:  $ m *Decké

1C. K this is u revision of & previously epproved active panmit, see Permit #

0; COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUGTION AN EX I END/AD IO
2A. Type of sewsge disposak: m"ﬁwssc 02 I Sepoc 03 I Other:
28. Type of water supply: 01 ﬁWSSC 02 0 welt 03 [J Other:

L ORPLETE NRY FON FERCE A TANING PUA

3A. Height font inches
8. Inﬁcmmmm«m&ﬁqwﬁsmhm&dunmdmmw:
173 On pasty line/proparty line 13 Entirely on land of owner 3 On public right of way/ezsement
1 hereby cagtig ! make the faregoing appiication, mmambmmmmwmﬂmmm

i mmmwm&muammnnsmmdmm

5/ /8

Approved: For Ch n, Historic Preservation Commission
Disepproved: Signature; Do
Application/Permit No.: Dat filed: Oate lssued

Edit /21799 SEER ORI

X{:@OO 5’ [ E12 @



&

4.

3

6.

b. smruamnufmmmmmmmmmm-}.mmmmmmmmmuriet

SEE ATIACKED SHEET

SITEPLAN
smwmmmmmmummmmmmmmmmm
a. tha scale, north arrow, and date;

b. dinmiomnhlexiﬂingondmpwmmun:md
¢ shhmam“mtw:ummhmmmmmmm mechanical equipment, and landscaping.

8 sumﬁ:mwmm.wmmsmm, mmwshmdmwwwm.mmmm and other
ﬁxedmuummmﬁuuummswmemmm

b, EM{!M}.MWWMMWMWWMMMM.mmm
umw‘mﬁmummhhmmhMmmmm.Mumunmmqum
MMWMMMEM

MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

mmwwwmmmmmmhmmummmmmummm
design drawings,

PHOTOGRAPHS

2 cteaﬁyuhahdphmmpﬁcprinuaiotchhcmoflkagmmMMMNMWHMM&MN“
front of photographs.

b. mewmmmmmdmmunmuammmwwwmammmumwwhmm
the front of photographs.

TREE SURVEY

Hvouuepmpuhgcom;eﬁonmmnrwithinmednplineatanyzms'wlugu hdiumw(uappmxinm-lhnmmlmﬂi,m
must file an accurate tree survey identifying the size, locatian, and species of each tres of at least that dimension.

the street/highway from the parcel in question.

mssmmmmummummmwommonmmmma
MHAYWHMWWTEMEMWWIEMWNMYMWM @
— e

-



1-A EAST IRVING STREET, CHEVY CHASE, MID

CONNOLLY HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT APPLICATION ADDENDUM
May 1, 2018

1. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. The property is a single-family home located in the historic district of Chevy Chase Village
that was originally constructed in 1938. A first and second floor addition was made to the
property in the early 1980's and an addition was made to the third floor in the late 1980's,
Since that time there have been no changes to the property except for maintenance and
cosmetic work. That construction project in the early 1980’s included the installation of Pella
casement windows by the prior owner.

While the property sits in the historic district it has no significant historic features.

However, being located on East Irving St there are other properties with historic significance
because they date back to 1893, 1903,1906, 1908, 1918, etc. Most of these residences have
had various additions to their rear lots over the years as well as windows and doors
replaced, including some by Pella.

b. The project is to replace five (5) original wood windows on the south facing front of the
home, two (2) west facing windows on the west side of the home and four, east facing
windows on the east side of the home for a total of eleven (11) windows. In addition to the
windows, it is proposed to replace two (2) in-swing, single doors to the rear, north face of
the home giving access to the patio. The existing doors and windows are suffering from
various stages of rot and excessive heat loss and gain. The replacement door and windows
are all manufactured by Pella. They are wood windows and doors from the Pella
Architectural series, which is a traditional design, that conforms with the look and feel of the
other windows and doors in the home. From the Pella catalogue, the Architectural Series
are; “authentic double-hung window for historical accuracy”. Additionally, the window and
door grills will match all the existing windows.

The window and door openings for the replacement doors and windows are not being
modified since the replacements are measured and manufactured to fit into the existing
openings. A description and of the replacement windows and door are attached hereto.

Since all the replacement windows and doors are designed to create the same look and feel
of the “historic” neighborhood and the majority are located at the rear and side of the home
and not visible to the street, there will be no negative im pact to the historic nature of the
home, the neighboring homes or the historic district. In fact, most of the homes on East
Irving Street have had major improvements over the last 2-3 decades including
replacements of the windows and doors. Furthermore, the property’s addition from the



early 1980’s and 3" floor addition all have modern replacement windows and last summer
the Historic Preservation Commission approved the replacement of five {5} windows and
patio doors of the subject property. (HPC Case No.35/13-17EE)

2. SITE PLAN ATTACHED AND DATED 3-13-87

3. PLANS AND ELEVATIONS

There are no elevation plans because Pella does its measurements on site and the

window and door openings are not being increased, decreased or modified in any
manner.

Pictures that show the windows and door to be replaced are shown below, as are the
specifications and design of the Pelia replacement windows.

4. MATERIALS SPECIFICATIONS

Attached are the specifications for the proposed Pella replacement windows for the Architectural Series.

®

Yor (2



1-A EAST IRVING STREET, CHEVY CHASE, MD
CONNOLLY HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT APPLICATION ADDENDUM
May 1, 2018

5. PHOTOGRAPHS

Photos showing the windows and the door to be replaced are attached hereto and the
replacements circled in RED.

6. TREE SURVEY

No tree survey is required.

7. ADDRESSES OF ADJACENT AND CONFRONTING PROPERTY OWNERS

Listing of addresses are attached.
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Customer: Brian Connolly

Project Nama: Connoffy, Brian Quote Number: TBD

Architect, Inswing Door, Frengh, Right, Glasslc White

: Right Inswing Door
PK# General Information; Standard, Clad, Ping, 5 /8%, 4 916", No Certification, Standard Sfll, Brown Finlsh Sill, Qak Thresholg
2004 Extarior Color / Finiah: Painted, Standard Enduraclad, Classlc White

Interior Color / Finlsh: Bright White interior

Sash / Panah Ogee, Ogea, Standard

Glass: Insulatad Dual Tempered Low-E Advanced Low.E Insulaling Glags Argan Non High Altitude

Hardware Qptions: Standard, Off Rubbed Bronze, Order Handle Set, Multipeint Lock, Na Intagrated Sansar
Screan: Hings Scrasn, Classic White, O Rubbed Bronge, Inview™

Grillat ILT, Ne Custom Grllie, /8", Tracitional (2W8H), Putly Glaze, Oges

RIWLSF10 - Lead Safs Removal Full Tear Gut Installation per opaning Qfy 1
PSPAINTRR22 » PAINTRR22 Paint Trim to Mateh Pella Pre-Finished Entry Syste Qy 1
RIW238 - Hinged Door - Any Single Panel Qiy 1
RiW241 - Hinged Scresn Door - Single Qy 1

Architect, Inswing Door, French, Right, Classic White

1: Right Inswing Door
PK# General Information: Standard, Ciad, Pine, 5 7/8", 4 916", No Carilfication, Standard 8lii, Brown Finish Sill, Qak Threshald
2004 Extarlor Golor | Finish: Painted, Standard Enduraclad, Classic White

irterior Color / Finish: Bright White Intarior

Sagh/ Panal: Oges, Ogoe, Standard

Glass: Insulated Dual Tempered Low-E Advanced Low-E Insulating Glass Argon Nan High Alitude

Hardware Options: Standard, Satin Nickel, Order Handls Sat, Multipoint Lock, N Integrated Sensor

Screen: Hinge Screen, Clagslp White, Satin Nickel, InView™

Grille: LY, No Custom Grils, 7/8%, Traditional (ZWSH), Pully Glaze, Oges

RIWLSF10 - Lead Safe Removal Fult Year Out Installation per opening Qty 1
PSPAINTRR22 - PAINTRR22 Paint Trim to Match Palla Pre-Finighad Entry Syste Qty 1
RIW238 - Hinged Daor - Any Single Panel Qy 1
RIW241 - Hinged Screen Door - Single Qly 1

For more information regarding the finishing, maintenance, servics and warranty of ali Pella®

products, vislt the Pella® website at www.pella.com
Printed on 4/20/2018 Detalled Proposal

Page 2of B
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Customer: Brian Cannolly

ProjectName:  Connolly,Brian

Quote Number: TBD

Architect, Double Hung, Classic White

2
1: Size Double Hung, Equal
PR# Goneral Informatien: Standard, Luxury, Glad, Pina, 5% 3 11/16%, No Cartification
2004 Extarior Color f Finlgh: Palnted, Standard Enduraclad, Classic White

Interlor Color / Finlsh: Bright While Intaricr

Sash/Panel: Ogas, Oges, Standard, No Sash Lugs

Glass: Insulated Dual Low-E Advanced Low-E Insulating Glass Argon Non High Altitude
Hardware Qptlons; Spoon-Style Lock, Whits, No Limited Opening Hardware, No Sash Lit, No integrated Sansor
8 Half Serean, Standard EnduraClad, Classlc White, Slandard, kvew™

Grlte: ILT, No Custom Grille, 7/8, Traditional (3W2H / 3W2H), Pulty Glazs, Qges

RIWLSP20 - Lead Safe Removal Pfit Installation per opening

Qy ¢
RIW215 - Pogkat Fit tnstallation - Single Unit

Qty 1

16 FRONTIR/OR

Architect, Double Hung, Classic White

ay
] 2
IRR] 1: Size Double Hung, Equal
PK# General Information: Standard, Luxury, Clad, Pine, 5% 3 11/18% Na Certification
2004 Extarior Color / Flnish: Palnted, Standard Enduraclad, Classic White
Interior Color | Finlzh: Bright Whits Intarior

Sash / Panet: Ogas, Oges, Standard, No Sash Lugs

Glass: Insulated Dugl Low-E Advanged Low-E insulating Glass Argan Non High Altitude
Viewad From Exterlor Hardware Options: Spoon-Style Lock, Wite, Na Limitad Opening Hardware, No Sach Lift, No Integrated Sansor
Screan: Half Screen, Standard EnduraCiad, Classic White, Standard, InView™

Grlite: ILT, No Custom Grllle, 718", Traditional {4W2H / 4W2H), Putly Glaze, Ogee

RIWLSP20 - Lead Safo Remova] Pfit installation per cpening

Qy 1
RIW215 - Pocket Fit Installation - Singla Unit

For more information regarding the finishing,

maintenance, service and warranty of all Pella®
Printed on 4/20/2018

praducts, visit the Pella® website at www,pella.com
Detalled Proposal

Page 4 of 8



Customer: Brian Connolly Project Neme:  Connolly,Brian Quote Number: TBD

Architect, Double Hung, Classic White

1; Size Douhle Hung, Equal
PK# General Information: Standard, Luxury, Clad, Pine, 5", 3 11/18%, No Cetiification
2004 Extarior Cofor  Finigh; Painted, Standand Enduraclad, Clagsic White
Interior Colar / Einlsh: Bright Whits Interor
Sash/Pane!: Ogee, Oges, Standard, No Sash Lugs
Glass: Insulatad Dual Low-E Advancad Low-E insulating Glass Argen Non High Altitude
Hardware Cptions: Spoon-Siyls Lock, White, No Limited Opening Hardware, No Sash Lift, No Integrated Sansor
Scraen: Half Screen, Standard EnduraClad, Classic Whits, Standard, inView™
Grilte: ILT, No Custom Giifle, 7/8", Tradltional {3W2H ¢ AW2H), Putty Glaze, Oges

RIWLEP20 - Lead Safs Romoval Ffit Installation per opening Qfy 1
RIW215 - Pocket Fit Instatlation - Single Unit

% NDFLOOR - ==
Architect, Double Hung, Classic White aty
; [
} A 1: Sixe Doubla Hung, Equal
- PK# General Information: Standard, Lusury, Clad, Pine, 57, 3 11/i6", No Cariification
; 2004 Exterior Color / Finigh: Palnted, Standard Enduraclad, Classic Whilg
Intarior Color f Kinlgh: Bright White Intarior

Sash/ Panel; Ogea, Cgee, Standard, No Sash Lugs
Glass: Insulated Dual Low-E Advanced Low-E Ingulating Glass Argon Non High Altitude
Viewed From Extsrior Hardware Optiong: Spoon-Siyle Lock, White, No Limited Opening Hardware, No Sash Lift, No Intagrated Sensor
Scereen: Half Screan, Standand EnduraClad, Classic Whils, Slandard, InVigw™
Grille: ILT, No Custom Grille, 7/8", Traditiona! (3W2H / 3waH), Pully Glaze, Oges

RIWLSP20 - Lend Safe Removal Pfit Instatietion per opening Qty 1
RIW216 - Packet Fit Installation - Single Unit Qly 1

Thank You For Your Interest In Pella® Products

For mora information regarding the finishing, maintenance, service and warranty of all Pella® products, vislt the Pella® website at www.pella.com
Printsd on 4/20/2018 Detalled Proposal Page 5 of g
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Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)
WINDOWS TO BE REPLACED ARE CIRCLED IN RED

Detail: East Facing Side of Property
CONNOLLY APPLICATION 5-1-18




Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)
WINDOWS TO BE REPLACED ARE CIRCLED IN RED

B - ¢

Detail: North Facing Side of Property - REAR
CONNOLLY APPLICATION 5-1-18




MEMORANDUM

TO: Michael Kyne - HPC
FROM: P. Brian Connolly g
SUBIJECT: Connolly HAWP 836005

1-A East Irving Street
Chevy Chase, MD
Replacement of Windows and Doors

DATE: May 25, 2018

Michael:

Thank you for taking the time this past Monday to visit our home to view and discuss the proposed
window and door replacements that we are requesting for our property located within Chevy Chase
Village. From my perspective the meeting was valuable in providing me an understanding of the historic
preservation review process and the various options/alternatives regarding the replacement and/or
restoration, refurbishment of the windows and doors under review.

As a follow-up to our meeting, | have undertaken a further review of the CHEVY CHASE VILLAGE
MASTER PLAN FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION and the DESIGN GUIDELINES FOR HISTORIC SITES AND
DISTRICTS IN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND. In addition to this review | have contacted and
spoken with two (2) experienced contractors in the refurbishment of windows and doors to get their
assessment as to the costs associated with a refurbishment versus replacement program of
implementation. However, before going into any of these details, let me restate our reasoning for the
need to replace our windows and doors set forth in our permit application.

Ability to operate and clean windows

Desire to reduce energy costs and improve home comfort.

Reduce maintenance costs

Reduce/eliminate damage to interior furnishings caused by UV rays
Reduce noise from the heavy traffic along Connecticut Avenue
Increase security

Potentially increase value of home.

Noov v P

While our home is in the Historic District of Chevy Chase Village, it is clear that the property is a “Non-
Contributing/Out-of-Period Resource” and is listed as such on Exhibit A of the Chevy Chase Village
Master Plan for Historic Preservation. As a “Non-contributing “resource the property should not be
subject to the “principles” set forth on pages 15-18 of the of the Chevy Chase Village Master Plan for
Historic Preservation. Furthermore, the Master Plan goes further on page 18 to state that,



"HWAP applications for exterior alterations, changes, and/or additions to these type of
resources should receive the mast lenient level of design review,

Most alterations and additions to non-contributing/out-of-period resources should be

approved as a matter of course. The only exceptions would be major additions and alterations
to the scale and massing of the structure which affect the surrounding streetscape and/or
landscape and could impair the character of the historic district as a whole.”

In addition to the Village Master Plan, according to the DESIGN GUIDELINES FOR HISTORIC SITES AND
DISTRICTS IN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND a table on page 62 of the Guidelines, it clearly states
regarding windows that there should be

“No restrictions for primary or secondary elevations” for non-contributing resources.”

Notwithstanding the foregoing, we are sensitive to the historic nature of Chevy Chase Village and we are
not proposing any action that would detract, impair or damage the integrity of the design of the historic
Chevy Chase Village. Even though we are a “Non-Contributing/Out of Period Resource” we take
seriously the historic preservation process and believe that the modifications that we have made over
30 some years to our home have actually contributed to the historic nature of the neighborhood.

Replacement Doors: When we toured our properiy Monday | pointed out to you the doors at the rear
of the home that we propose replacing. These doors will be identical is design and quality as the patio
doors that HPC approved last September. Both of the existing doors are not original to the home and
were added to the back of the house sometime in the late 1970's or very early 1980’s by the previous
owners. | have attached picture of the exiting door and the Pella specification sheet for the
replacements. We are of the opinion that these doors shouid be approved by HPC as a matter of course.

Replacement Windows: Our application requests the approval of eleven (11) windows on our home
that are identical in design and quality as the replacement windows that HPC approved for the rear of
our home fast September. These are top-of-the-line Pella Architectural Series window and as you saw
this past Monday the replacements are virtually identical to the existing windows. 1have attached a
photograph that show the exiting window adjacent to the replacement on the westarn exposure of the
home, The photo was taken from the driveway looking up at the 2™ story. From the driveway, the
windows look identical and of course when viewed from the street, it would be impaossible to discern
any difference.

So, besides the overarching position that our home is “Non-Contributing” the replacement windows
should be approved as a matter of course, we believe replacing the windows on the front and both sides
of the home will have no impact on those viewing the home from the public right-of-way.

The four windows on the eastern exposure and the two {2) windows on the western exposure have very
little exposure to the public right-of-way and should be approved. HPC has approved and large number
of replacement windows on the sides of home in the historic district and many on those resources that
are outstanding and contributing resources.

In regards to the five {5) windows on the front of the home, 1 believe that my basic arguments for
replacing them are accurate and sound. The windows do not function. Ropes are torn and missing.

&



Lead paint is present throughout. The windows have been painted shut and reportediy out of square.
Two contractors who specialize in refurbishment of windows have opined that the windows can be
repaired and the cost would be approximately $1,000 to $1,200 each. This sum is slightly less than per
window cost of the replacements, the refurbished window is inferior in many respects enumerated
herein, While the “repaired” windows would be operable and more weather tight, there is no evidence
that they would reduce street noise or reduce the damaging UV exposure. The bottom line is that the
windows on the front of the house should be approved for replacement for all the reasons stated ahove.

Conclusion: We reiterate our desire to replace our windows and doors set forth in our application and
request swift approval from the HPC in the very near future. As arecap:

1

2,

The house is not historic and according to Village and County documents, it has “little or no
architectural and historical significance to the historic district.”

The Village Master Plan sets for a series of principles regarding levels of scrutiny as well as
design principles on pages 15-18 of the Master Plan. Those series of principles are written as
guideliines for “Outstanding and Contributing Resources in the historic district:

“The following principles should apply to HAWP applications for exterior alterations,
changes and/or additions to both types of resources, except where specific differences
are stated for outstanding resources.”

The principles and design guidelines set forth on those pages do not apply to properties that are

non-contributing or out of period resources and therefore should not apply to my application.

The replacement windows are of the same size and design as the existing windows including
muntins of the same design, size that are fixed to the inside and outside of the glass pane that
simulates the look of true divided light.

3.

From the public right-of-way which is 39’ from the front of the house the difference between
the existing and replacement windows will be imperceptible to any person walking, jogging or
driving across East Irving Street.

With a southern exposure, the front of the home receives a great deal of sunlight that has
damaged our dining room table, chairs and a portion of carpeting even as we keep the window
shuttered most of the time. Similar damage occurs in the living room and it gets expensive 1o
keep the furniture and fixtures in good r repair. The replacement windows will go a long way to
solving this problem.

As everyone knows quite well, traffic continues to grow and over the las 30 years Connecticut
Avenue has become a challenge especially in the AM and PM rush hours. It is common to have
automobiles back up from Bradley Boulevard to Chevy Chase Circle all the time. Our home is
less than 100" from the avenue and the road noise is becoming obnoxious. Replacement
windows do a great job in reducing this noise.

Thank you again for your time and effort earlier this week and look forward to answering any further
questions or concerns that you and your colleagues might have.
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