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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 

Address: 4823 Dorset Ave., Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 12/5/2018 

Resource: Contributing Resource Report Date: 11/28/2018 
(Somerset Historic District) 

Public Notice: 11/21/2018 
Applicant: John Stewart and Sharon Stoliaroff 

(Adam Greene, Agent) Tax Credit: No 

Review: HAWP Staff: Dan Bruechert 

Case Number: 35/36-18L 

PROPOSAL: Accessory structure and hardscape alterations 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  

Staff recommends that the HPC approve with one (1) condition the HAWP application: 
1. In order to promote the mature tree canopy found throughout the Somerset Historic

District, one tree must be planted on the property.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource within the Somerset District, (Secondary/Post-1915) 
STYLE: Shingle Style 
DATE: c. 1922 
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PROPOSAL 
The applicant proposes the following work items at the subject property: 

• Demolish the existing garage and shed and install a new shed; 
• Remove existing driveway and install a front drive with pavers; 
• Remove and replace retaining walls;  
• Add screening to the HVAC units; 
• Replace non-historic brick patio with a larger stone patio; 
• Create a stepping stone path to the left of the house and at the rear; 
• Replace wood treads on the back porch; and 
• Remove a tree at the rear corner of the lot. 

 
APPLICABLE GUIDELINES 
 
When reviewing alterations and new construction within the Somerset Historic District several 
documents are to be utilized as guidelines to assist the Commission in developing their decision. 
These documents include Montgomery County Code Chapter 24A (Chapter 24A), the Somerset 
Historic District Guidelines (Guidelines), 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 

 
Somerset Historic District Guidelines 

• Other important features which create and enhance the historic character of the Somerset 
community include: the spacing and rhythm of buildings, the uniform scale of existing 
houses, the relationship of houses to the street, the ample size lots and patterns of open 
space in the neighborhood, the mature trees and landscaping, and the grid system of 
streets with clearly defined streetscapes. These elements should be retained and preserved 
as the area continues to grow and develop. 

 
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.” The Standards 
are as follows: 

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. 
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STAFF DISCUSSION: 

The applicant proposes to make several alterations to the existing hardscape at 4823 Dorset Ave.  
Staff finds that collectively these changes will not have a significant impact on the historic 
character of the house and surrounding district and supports approval of this HAWP. 
 
Garage and Shed Demolition and Shed Construction 
In the rear of the lot, there is a one-bay, front-gable garage with a combination of clapboard and 
shiplap siding.  To the left of the garage is an open shed with a pent metal roof and wood siding.  
The garage appears to have been constructed either contemporary to or shortly after the 
construction of the historic house.  The shed appears to have been a later construction.  Both 
structures have been repaired piecemeal over the years and lack much of their historic integrity.  
The applicant proposes to remove both of these structures.  Staff finds that these structures are 
likely historic.  Staff further finds that the condition of these structures has degraded significantly 
and that a significant portion of the historic materials have been replace over the years.  The 
removal of these features will not significantly impact the historic character of the house or the 
surrounding district. and, therefore, Staff recommends approval of the demolition of the garage 
and attached shed.    
 
The applicant proposes to construct a new shed in the right rear corner of the lot.  The shed will 
be a 10’ × 14’ (ten feet by fourteen feet) rectangle with a side gable roof and architectural details 
to match the house.  The size, placement, and materials of this proposed accessory structure are 
all consistent with the house and surrounding district and Staff recommends approval of this 
element. 
 
Rear Porch Alterations 
To the right of the historic house in the rear the applicant proposes to expand an area of the 
existing deck with a new porch door, stairs, and a grill.  In this location there is currently a set of 
simply detailed wood steps. 
 
The proposed deck area will also be simply detailed with a wood structure with an Azek railing 
with 2” (two inch) square pickets.  The decking will be Azek.  To provide access from the deck 
are to the screened-in porch, the applicant proposes to install a traditionally-designed wood 
screen door.  The proposed materials are appropriate for the house and surrounding historic 
district.  Limited use of Azek for rear decks has been selectively approved by the HPC.  As the 
rear deck will not be visible from the public right-of-way, Staff supports its use here.  The wood 
screen door is a traditional material and Staff recommends approval. 
 
This expanded deck area will be largely obscured by an existing set of exterior steps and Staff 
finds that it will not impact the visual character of the house or surrounding district even though 
it projects to the right of the historic house wall plane (24A-8(b)(1)).   
 
Hardscape Alterations 
The remaining work proposed are alterations to the hardscape and landscape of the property.  
Staff finds that these changes are appropriate and are in keeping with the character of the historic 
house and surrounding building.  Because the nature of the work proposed covers so many 
features, the proposed changes will be discussed from the front of the lot to the rear.  The 
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application includes photos of the proposed materials discussed in this section. 
 
At the front, the applicant proposes to remove the existing railroad tie wall at the front and to 
replace it with a stone wall.  The height of the wall will range from 12”-26” (twelve to twenty-
six inches) to accommodate the change in grade.  The asphalt drive and brick edging are cracked 
and failing, and the applicant proposes replacing them with cobblestone pavers in the drive with 
Belgian block edging.  Staff finds that the proposed changes at the front are in keeping with the 
historic house and surrounding district and will provide more texture than modern asphalt or 
cement.  Staff supports approval of the proposed changes at the front of the house.   
 
To the left of the historic house, the applicant proposes to install a path made up of bluestone 
stepping stones measuring 18” × 24” (eighteen inches by twenty-four inches). These stones will 
be installed on grade and will only be minimally visible from the public right of way.  Staff does 
not find this to be a significant alteration and supports approval of the proposed path.  The other 
proposed alteration to the left of the house is a lattice screen around the HVAC units. Staff finds 
that this will not alter the character of the house or surrounding district and recommends 
approval of the stepping stones and HVAC screen under 24A-8(b)(2).  
 
To the right of the house the applicant proposes screening the HVAC units in wooden lattice that 
will match the left of the house.  Additionally, the applicant proposes to install a new wood arbor 
at the end of the driveway to separate the front yard from the rear.  These features will be wood 
and are consistent with the house and district, per 24A-8(b)(2), and Staff supports approval of 
these features.   
 
At the rear of the house the applicant proposes to construct a terrace with a retaining wall around 
it.  Because of the change in grade and the fact that much of it will be behind the house, this 
feature will not be visible from the public right-of-way.  The stone wall is consistent with the 
design and materials proposed at the front of the house and Staff finds the proposal to be 
appropriate under 24A-8(b)(1).   
 
Further to the rear, the applicant proposes to construct another small path of bluestone stepping 
stones that lead to a small blue flagstone patio.  This section is to the rear of the house and avoids 
impacting a 23” (twenty-three inch) d.b.h. maple in the rear of the property.  This will not be at 
all visible from the public right-of-way and Staff finds that it will not impact the historic 
character of the house or surrounding district and supports approval of the rear path and patio.  
 
At the northeast corner of the property, the applicant proposes to remove a 30” (thirty inch) 
d.b.h. mulberry tree.  While this tree is significant in size, it is set so far back from the street 
front that its removal will not impact the character of the site or surrounding district.  In order to 
promote the mature tree canopy found throughout the district Staff recommends the HPC add a 
condition for approval that this tree may be removed provided the applicant plants an additional 
tree on the property.   
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Figure 1: The 30" mulberry tree in the rear corner of the lot splits at the trunk.  It is not visible from the public right-of-way. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the Commission approve with one (1) condition the HAWP application: 

1. In order to promote the mature tree canopy found throughout the Somerset Historic 
District, one tree must be planted on the property. 

as being consistent with Chapter 24A-8 and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation; and with the general condition applicable to all Historic Area Work Permits that 
the applicant will present 3 permit sets of drawings to HPC staff for review and stamping prior to 
submission for permits (if applicable). After issuance of the Montgomery County Department of 
Permitting Services (DPS) permit, the applicant will arrange for a field inspection by calling the 
DPS Field Services Office at 240-777-6370 prior to commencement of work and not more than 
two weeks following completion of work.  
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