MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
STAFE REPORT

Address: 26 West Kirke Street, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 1/23/2019

Resource: Contributing Resource Report Date: 1/16/2019
Chevy Chase Village Historic District
Public Notice: 1/9/2019

Applicant: Donna and Francisco Arbide
(Matthew Mcdonald, Architect) Tax Credit: N/A
Review: HAWP Staff: Michael Kyne

Case Number: 35/13-19A

PROPOSAL: Rear deck and fenestration alterations

STAFE RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the HPC approve the HAWP application.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District
STYLE: Craftsman
DATE: c. 1892-1916
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Fig. 1: Subject property.
PROPOSAL
The applicants are proposing the following alterations at the subject property:

o Replace the existing non-historic rear deck.



o Replace the existing non-historic French doors on the rear elevation with windows.

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 24A (Chapter 24A), and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards).
The pertinent information in these documents is outlined below.

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A-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; 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.

(c) Itisnot the intent of this chapter to limit new construction, alteration or repairs to any 1 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. 9-4, § 1; Ord. No. 11-59.)
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Chevy Chase Village Historic District Guidelines

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

“Lenient Scrutiny” means that the emphasis of the review should be on issues of general massing
and scale, and compatibility with the surrounding streetscape, and should allow for a very liberal
interpretation of preservation rules. Most changes should be permitted unless there are major problems
with massing, scale and compatibility.

“Moderate Scrutiny” involves a higher standard of review than “lenient scrutiny.” Besides issues
of massing, scale and compatibility, preserving the integrity of the resource is taken into account.
Alterations should be designed so that the altered structure still contributes to the district. Use of
compatible new materials, rather than the original building materials, should be permitted. Planned
changes should be compatible with the structure’s existing design, but should not be required to replicate
its architectural style.

“Strict Scrutiny” means that the planned changes should be reviewed to insure that the integrity
of the significant exterior architectural or landscaping features and details is not compromised. However,
strict scrutiny should not be “strict in theory but fatal in fact” i.e. it does not mean that there can be no
changes but simply that the proposed changes should be reviewed with extra care.

The Guidelines state three basic policies that should be adhered to, including:

Preserving the integrity of the contributing structures in the district. Alterations to contributing structures
should be designed in such a way that the altered structure still contributes to the district.

Design review emphasis should be restricted to changes that will be visible from the front or side public
right-of-way, or that would be visible in the absence of vegetation or landscaping.

Alterations to the portion of a property that are not visible from the public right-of-way should be subject
to very lenient review. Most changes to rear of the properties should be approved as a matter of course.

The Guidelines that pertain to this project are as follows:

Decks should be subject to moderate scrutiny if it is visible from the public right-of-way, lenient scrutiny
if it is not.

Doors should be subject to moderate scrutiny if it is visible from the public right-of-way, lenient scrutiny
if it is not.

Windows (including window replacement) should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from
the public right-of-way, lenient scrutiny if they are not.

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation:

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 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.

STAFEE DISCUSSION

The subject property is a ¢. 1892 — 1916 Craftsman-style Contributing Resource within the Chevy Chase
Village Historic District. The front of the house (north elevation) faces West Kirke Street. The house has
a moderate front setback, with a driveway to the east (left, as viewed from West Kirke Street), which
provide access to a detached garage at the rear. The house has experienced previous alterations, including
the installation of a non-historic deck at the rear and installation of non-historic French doors on the rear
elevation.

The applicants’ proposal is to alter previously altered and/or non-historic features, including:

¢ Removal and replacement of the existing non-historic rear deck. The proposed new deck will be
38°-7 ¥4 wide (side to side), 10’-10” deep (front to back) on the east (left) side, and 30°-6” deep
on the west (right) side. The decking will be wood, and there will be a traditional wooden railing
to match the existing railing on the rear balcony. The deck will have a decorative wooden lattice
skirt to match the existing. The deck will include a built-in wooden bench at the rear, a CMU
wall/built-in grill with stone veneer and flagstone counter/cap in the southeast (rear/left) corner,
and a built-in CMU planter box with stone veneer and flagstone cap in the southwest (rear/right)
corner. Steps with three risers and two treads will be constructed at the rear of the new deck to
provide access to the rear yard. The steps will be 19°-7 %4 wide with 7 %4” high risers (the total
approximate height of the three risers will be 23 '4”). The treads will be wood to match the
decking, and the risers will be wood or millable and paintable PVC.

¢ Replacement of three ganged non-historic French doors and transoms above with three ganged
windows. There will transoms above and a millable and paintable PVVC panel below the proposed
new windows. The proposed new windows will be single-lite aluminum-clad wood windows.

Staff is supportive of the applicants’ proposal. Portions of the proposed new deck (i.e., the CMU
wall/built-in grill with stone veneer in the southeast (rear/left) will be visible from the public right-of-way
of West Kirke Street, and, in accordance with the Guidelines, should be reviewed with moderate scrutiny.
Staff finds that, although portions of the deck will be visible from the street, it is generally compatible
with the historic house and surrounding streetscape. Due to the proposed deck’s location at the rear and
far removed from the street, it will not remove or alter character-defining features, in accordance with
Standards #2 and #9.

In accordance with the Guidelines, the proposed fenestration alterations should be reviewed with lenient
scrutiny, due their location at on the rear elevation and lack of visibility from the public right-of-way. The
proposed fenestration alterations will not remove or alter character-defining features, in accordance with
Standards #2 and #9.

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 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
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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 #2 and #9;

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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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR B
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contactpenon: M AT HEeW MCDONALD

Daytime Phona o: 201 -2 15-32 33
Tax Accournho: O 0 457 Bl | -
Nama of Property Owner: DCN N + FEANCISCO ARBIDE Daytime Phone No.;

Contact Email: al shudio.cont

adess: Alo W. KARKE <T. CHENL CHASE MD 208 (S
Strost Number City Staet Zg Cods

Contractom: Phone Ne.:

Contractor Regestration No.: ——

Agent for Owner: MATTHEW MCDONALD Deysime Phone Ne: 201 - Z1S- 3+23 7.

Houss Number: 2 (0 swee W KIRLE <TREET
TownCity: CHEV CHASE NewsstCrussSror M AGNOLIA PaAgewaYy it
P Block: B 2 Subdwvision: 20O 9
e 2D219  roiie: 30\ Pucat DOOO
[YPE OF PERRET AL [000 AND Uss
1A CHECK ALl APPLICARIE CHECK ALL APPUCABLE: AT s
O Constuct  J Extend i, Altar/Rancvate A OSsb O RoomAdéton () Porch [ Deck (I Shed
O3 Move sl O WreckRm ) Soar [ Fregacs 0 Woodburming Stove O Single Famiy
D Revision (O Repair [ Revocabis O Fence/Wall (complem Sectiond) X, Other: RERLACE REAR Doo®

+ Wi Do) Unit e

18. Conswuction costestmats: $ 50 000
IC. i this iz 8 revision of & previously approved actve panmit, see Permt #

COSSPLETE FOR NEWY CONS TRUS TION AND EX TENT ADDITION:
2A. Type of sewsge disposal: o1 [ WssC 02 T Septe 03 C Other
2B. Type of water supply: 01 & wsse 02 O3 Wel 03 O Other:

LORMPLETE ONLY FON FERCE/ME TAIING WA
JA. Height fent nches
38. Indicate whether the fence or reteining wall 15 to be constructad on one of tha following locstions:

i} On party line/property line J Entuely on land of owner 3 On public right of way/sssement

1 hereby certify that | have the authonty fo make the foregaing application, that the apphcation is comect, and that the construction will comply with plans
spproved by sl agencies Iisted and | hereby scinowledge and accapt this [o be a condition for the tssuance of this permit

il
{

Signature of owner or suthonzed apet Dote
Approved: For Chairperson, Historic Preservation Commission
Disspproved: Signature: Date:
Applicaton/Permet No.: Deta Fllack Oste issusd: e
Edit 621199 S FOR IN




26 W Kirke Street
Permit Number -
Written Description of Project

a. Descripfion of existing structure(s) and environmental setting, including their historical
features and significance

The site, located at 26 W Kirke Street, is located in the Chevy Chase Village Historic District.
Chevy Chase Village was developed between 1892 and 1930. 1t is and was designed as a
“suburb of Washington, DC. The styles prevalent in Chevy Chase Village include Tudor
Revival, Colonial Revival, Shingle, and Craftsman.

The current site consists of a single-family home, the main dwelling unit and a separate
_detached garage at the rear of the property. The original, single-family home was built
between 1892 and 1916 and is currently classified by Chevy Chase Village as a Craftsman.
Chevy Chase Village notes that there is a 1921 Sleeping Porch by Heaton, but it appears
any such poerch has been subsequently enclosed and is no longer an important or noticeable
architectural element. A detached garage was added sometime later. There appears to
-have been several “recent” renovations that disrupted the historic guality of the side and rear
facades. We believe this house to have been renovated several times prior to the current
Owners’ proposed project. Elements such as pre-fabricated bay windows and previousiy
added or replaced windows added no historic value to the property, and arguably lessen any
lhistorical significance of the side and rear facades.

Due to the location of the house on the site, the Front Facade is the most visible from W
Kirke Street. There are neighboring properties that obscure the majority of the view of the
property from W Irving Street, Magnolia Pkwy and Cedar Pkwy.

b. General description of the project and its effect on the historic resource(s), the
environmental setting, and, where applicable, the historic district,

The proposed project is the replacement of an existing deck located at the rear of the house.
“The majority of work will not be visible from W Kirke Street except for a small portion of a
CMU wall with stone veneer that extends past the Rear Facade of the building. An existing
fence and future landscaping will limit the visibility from W Kirke Street.

We are proposing a single story deck with detailing to resemble existing architectural
elements on the house. The new deck will be connected on two sides to the existing home
which currently obscure the view of the deck from W Kirke Street. There are obscured views
from the neighboring properties to the right and left. Given the location of the proposed work,
in the rear/side of the property, it will have minimal effect on the historic district as it will be

“unseen by the vast majority of the public.



HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING
[Owner, Owner’s Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Property Owners] .

Owner’s mailing address

Donna Arbide & Francisco Arbide
26 W Kirke Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Owner’s Agent’s mailing address

MCDStudio
4948 St. Elmo Ave, Suite 304
Bethesda, MD 20815

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addresses

Michael McGarry & Carol McGarry
24 W Kirke Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Thomas Brown & Elizabeth Brown

27 W Kirke Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Donna Evers
28 W Kirke Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Bryan Anderson & Kathleen Anderson

29 W Kirke Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Mark F Sundback & Joy L Pritts
29 W Irving Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Aaron Kramer & Charlotte Kramer
27 W Irving Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815




Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)

PHOTO 1

FRONT OF HOUSE - THERE WILL BE LIMITED VISIBILITY OF DECK. IT WILL MOSTLY BE
Detail: OBSCURED BY TREES, A GATE AND THE EXISTING FRONT OF THE HOUSE.
LOCATION OF DECK IS CIRCLED IN RED.

P

PHOTO 2

FRONT OF HOUSE - THERE WILL BE LIMITED VISIBILITY OF DECK. IT WILL MOSTLY BE .
Detail: OBSCURED BY TREES, A GATE AND THE EXISTING FRONT OF THE HOUSE.
LOCATION OF DECK IS CIRCLED IN RED.

Applicant:

Arbide Page: Pl




Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)

PHOTO 3

REAR ELEVATION. DECK TO BE REPLACED WITH NEW DECK. WILL EXTEND SLIGHTLY
Detail: PAST REAR FACADE. MAJORITY NOT VISIBLE TO NEIGHBORS ON EITHER SIDE
DUE TO TREES AND FENCES.

PHOTO 4

LEFT/ REAR VIEW. DECK TO BE REPLACED IS CIRCLED IN RED. MAJORITY OF VIEW FROM
Detail NEIGHBORS ARE OBSCURED DUE TO FENCE, TREES AND GARAGE.

o —

Applicant: sebide Page: 2
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Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)

PHOTO 5

Detail: Solid wood fence at rear and side yard in addition to trees will conceal majorty of

new deck from view of rear and side neighbors

PHOTO 6

Detail: Existing structures and vegetation block views into rear yard from Irving Street

Applicant: Atbice




W. KIRKE STREET

PROPERTY LINE

— —°F - - ]
\ 5| P \
| 5 | 9 EXST'G FRONT |
@ | i STOOP & PORCH TO
REMAIN
————
l i 9 |
| — |
| £ 24' - 9 3/4" l\/
| EXST'G 2 1/2 , 7
STORY HOUSE i SR
. m
=
6‘ ey Olr J E
EXST'G o
| : &
= o
o
L o
2 I
&
EI J
w =
%I 1
o ! REPLACED & +18'- 11 3/4"
o g
‘ EXPANDED 1L
I DECK
6'- 11 8 J_ |
| MIN. = |
S8
\ 4T
< =
S| 2
| e g | uw |
o H
| N \
.H
b e e - o 2w N N\ e om o m wx we

N
PROPERTY LINE

mcdstudio

4948 St. Elmo Ave, Suite 304
Bethesda, MD 20814
P: (301) 215-7277
www.mcdstudio.com

Site Plan

Rear Deck Addition
26 W Kirke Street, Chevy Chase, MD 20814

Scale:
Drawing Issue Date:

12

118" = 10"
12-28-18

A RAAPOTIINIA 1~



STEPS DOWN EXISTING WOOD DECK,
RAIL, AND STEPS WILL BE
REMOVED IN THEIR

ENTIRETY

EXST'G WOOD DECK

1. s

N

EXISTING, NON-
HISTORIC WINDOWS & .
DOORS TO BE REPLACED

EXISTING HOUSE
TO REMAIN

|

mcdstudio Existing Plan - Partial -

4948 St. Elmo Ave, Suite 304 Scale: 1/8" = 1'=0"

Bgt;h(eaﬁa)'zh:?_?g?;‘t Rea r Dec k Add iti o n Drawing Issue Datgl 3 12-28-18

www.mcdstudio.com
26 W Kirke Street, Chevy Chase, MD 20814



L b
EXISTING GATE TO . i
REMAIN - SEE PHOTOS b
ot

mcdstudio

4948 St. EImo Ave, Suite 304
Bethesda, MD 20814
P:(301) 215-7277
www.mcdstudic.com

Existing Front Elevation

Scale:

Rear Deck Addition 7

26 W Kirke Street, Chevy Chase, MD 20814

1/8" = 1'-0"
12-28-18



% EXISTING HOUSE BEYOND TO

REMAIN. EXISTING HOUSE IS
PAINTED STUCCO

d | il

EXISTING, NON-HISTORIC
FRENCH DOORS & WINDOWS -
PART OF A PREVIOUS
RENOVATION (TO BE REPLACED =
W/ WINDOWS AS PART OF THIS
PROJECT)

~—
2 HH
j
.

|

EXISTING WOOD DECK THAT

WAS PART OF A PREVIOUS

RENOVATION - NOT
HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT ‘\

~JC__JC_JC__J

(TO BE RE-BUILT AND
EXPANDED AS PART OF THIS
PROJECT)

EXISTING BALCONY AND

/ PAINTED RAIL TO REMAIN

EXSTG. FLR. 2
10-11/2"

EXSTG. FLR. 1
0-0"

mcdstudio Existing Rear Elevation

4948 St. Elmo Ave, Suite 304

SHh e Rear Deck Addition

26 W Kirke Street, Chevy Chase, MD 20814

Scale:

Drawing Issue D1te5

1/8" = 1'-0"
12-28-18



EXISTING RIGHT SIDE /
FACADE OF HOUSE TO
REMAIN

EXISTING RIGHT SIDE

FACADE OF HOUSE TO
REMAIN

EXISTING, NON-

[ | /{ EXISTING, NON-HISTORIC DECK HISTORIC DECK TO BE
TO BE REMOVED REMOVED

EXSTG, FLR. 2 EXSTG. FLR. 2 N {
/ L] 107-11/2" $ & 10 -1 1/2" [ 1

I\

EXSTG. FLR. 1 EXSTG. FLR. 1

@ Existing Right Elevation @ Existing Left Elevation
174" = 1-0" 1/4" = 1'-0"

mcdstudio Partial Side Elevations

4948 St. Elmo Ave, Suite 304 Scale: 1/8" = 1'-0"

B;Eha%i?'zwg-??g?;‘t Re a r D e C k Ad d it i o n Drawing Issue D1te-6 12-28-18

www.mcdstudio.com
26 W Kirke Street, Chevy Chase, MD 20814



3 -7 4

19°-7 34" B -8 14" -9

BALUSTERS TG RESEMBLE
BALCONY BALUSTERS

COORDINATE STEPS W/ GRADE -

810" / 7 3/4” MAX RISER HEIGHT "\
5% ALIGN EDGE OF DECK W/
FACE oF ctu g 7 AN i FACE OF CMU - VENEER TO
v I 7_ BE PROUD OF DECK FACE
‘\% <
ALIGN EDGE OF DECK W/ DN b GILT-IN BENCH ] :
FACE OF CMU - VENZER TO BUILT-IN BENC ! 5“
BE PROUD OF DECK FACE
X
2 PLANTER/CORNER BOX g
[ FLAGSTONE CAP AT GRILL AREA 4" CMU WY 2" STONE =] 2
TG VENEER AT EXPOSED SIDES = N
aiw & FLAGSTONE CAP 5 o
2ly o ©
Z 5
= ALIGN STRUCTURAL CHU W/ @ e e
EXST'G CORNER OF HOUSE
4 WOCD DECK <
]
1
GUARD RAIL & COLUMNS TO BE i
STRUCTURAL CMU WALL PAINTED TO MATCH EXISTING £
AT "PERIMETER" OF g-7 BALCONY RAIL SYSTEM ©
GRILL AREA PER "S" NEW WINDOWS IN
SHEETS FACE OF CMU § EXST'G OPENING
- s ) i PR
1 { i i ula qr Wéﬁ -
\/ 3
I
)
=
I
[+
Z b
5 B T
b
FAMILY ROOM E
EXSTG DOORS &
WINDOW TO REMAIN
UNLESS SPECIFICALLY
NOTED OTHERWISE
(TYPICAL)
) ) PO
Ed
: i i 1 1 : ]
A
bl
T

mcdstudio Proposed Plan

4948 St. Elmo Ave, Suite 304 Seale: /8" = 10"

Bg‘l:hé%qs'zh:g:]zg'?’;‘* Rea r Dec k Ad d it i 0 n Drawing Issue Dat1 7 12-28-18

www.medstudio.com
26 W Kirke Street, Chevy Chase, MD 20814



s
e

.

o
-
o s
et

e

o

s

o

e

!’l[lﬁ!
RN

P
N
N

il v a s

| | 7 | |
Vs i

YONT FACADE TO REMAIN

prip—
A e

WALL W/ COUNTER/CAP
OF GRILL AREA AT NEW

DECK BEYOND [
WILL BE PARTIALLY — —! — —
OBSCURED BY N ] B ]
EXISTING GATE
. o ) N I
e

mcdstudio Proposed Front Elevation

4948 St. Elmo Ave, Suite 304 Scale: 1/8" = 1-0"

B?‘:{h{?a%ﬁa)'g?-vzggr Re a r D e C k Ad d i ti 0 n Drawing Issue DT: 8 12.28.18

vwav.medstudio.com
26 W Kirke Street, Chevy Chase, MD 20814



o
s

po

e

EXST'G REAR FACADE |
TO REMAIN

O

— EXST'G BALCONY &
RAIL TO REMAIN

3}\

NOTE: REPLACEMENT WINDOWS
TO BE JELDWEN SITELINE OR
SIMILAR, WOQD CLAD
WINDOWS - SIZES TO BE FIELD
MEASURED TO MATCH EXST'G

QOPENING
f
FIELD BUILT

WOOD BENGH - |

wooggg&s}&s POSTS AT NEW RAIL TO
REPLACEMENT WINDOWS RESEMBLE EXST'G POSTS AT STONE VENEER WALL AT
BALCONY ABOVE {TYPICAL) GRILL AREA W/

STONE VENEER 1 | | FLAGSTGNE OR SIMILAR
BLANTER BOX W/ — iy E = CAP/COUNTER
FLAGSTONE CAP T

PVC PANEL PAINTED : :
DECORATIVE "SKIRT" E
AT DECK TO BE _| TO MATCH TRiM .
SIMILAR TC EXISTING L= LT T
"SKIRT" , F e
EXTERIOR STAIR /
LIGHTENG - MOUNTED \ WOOD TREADS TO MATCH
FLUSH INTO RISER QECKING MATERIAL, RISERS TO BE
NATURAL WOOD CR PAINTED PVC
. R
mcdstudio Proposed Rear Elevation
4948 St, Elmo Ave, Suite 304 Scale: 1/8" = 170"

Bethesda, MD 20314
P (301) 2157277
www.medstudio.com

Rear Deck Addition

Drawing Issue D1te-9

12-28-18



' i ¥ i { § \ 1 i ' i
Y
/
N EXST'G
u = HOUSE/FACADE TO
EXST'G RIGHT REHAIN
SIDE FACADE OF
HOUSE TO
REMAIN _
Il PAINTED RAIL & POSTS
——— TO MATCH EXISTING
L __[ BALCONY RAIL STONE VENEER PAINTED RAIL & POSTS TO
PLANTER W/ MATCH EXST'G BALCONY
LI / FLAGSTONE CAP RAIL & POSTS
TN =
LLLILLL i 'ﬂ';ﬁ” \BiTinn il ’/ STONE VENEER WALL AT
3uslo| N3 e ® | FrewD BuLT a3 vl (S| 1B 1 & | Frew sunt | S N SRILL AREA W/
e ; : 5 FLAGSTONE
wHH w | WOOD BENCH o = | WOOD BENCH - 5 COUNTER/CAP
i IPE OR SIMILAR | IPE OR SIMILAR] suwl| | B o
Lo 100 °
| = e | Wil
DECORATIVE "SKIRT" AT DECK STAIR DOWN TO COMPLY W/
DECK TO MATCH EXISTING 2015 IRC SECTION R311 (7 3/4" MAX
RISE W/ MIN. 10" TREAD DEPTH)
COORDINATE TOTAL NUMBER OF
RISERS W/ EXST'G GRADE
@ Proposed Right Elevation (Partial) @ Proposed Left Elevation (Partial)
174" = 10" 174" = 1-0"
mcdstudio Proposed Side Elevations
4948 St. Elmo Ave, Suite 304 Scale: 1/8" = 1'-0"
Bethesda, MD 20814 12-28-18

P: (301) 215-7277
www.mcdstudio.com

Rear Deck Addition

Drawing Issue ?e'o



ot ey
Jrs—
e r—
S
e p—
R
s —

e

R~

mcdstudio 3D Views
Scale:

4848 54, Elmo Ave, Suite 304 ] L]
Belhesda, MD 20814 Drawing issue pake: 12-28-18
JP(301) 216-7277 ? 1

wvaw, medstudio,com



“4

ﬁbps | Montgomery County
Department of Permitting Services

"lms‘:“
255 Rockville Pike, 2™ Floor
Rockville, MD 20850-4166
Phone: 311 in Montgemery County or (240)777-0311
Fax: (240)777-6262

hnp:lfwww.montgomeryoountymd.govlpennittingsemioes

Pt

Application for Residential Building Permit

Sediment Control # Building AP #(s) Demolition #
| A. Description of Work Use or Proposed Use |
%D T4y sq. [] Deatched House [ Mobile Home*
LTER sq. ft [ Townhouse [Feeek
[] CONSTRUCT sq. ft. [] ModularManufactured Home* [] shed
[ pEmoOLISH [ Retaining Wall [ ] SpaHot tTub
MOVE ] Pool above Ground (] DuplexDUPLEX
[] FOUNDATION ONLY (] Detached Garage (] Basement
(] RESTORE and/or REPAIR sq. fi. [ Pool in Ground ] Group Home*
(] FINAL ONLY (] Assited Living (Level | or Il only)**
[ Other
* Manufacturer’s Name and Model ** 5 Persons or less capable of self-preservation_
LotSize ¥,105 _ sq.ftf Disturbed Land Area: 200 sq. ft.| Earth Movement (cu. yd.): _3©__ | Estimated Cost: § 40,000
[B. Revision |
REVISION to ORIGINAL PERMIT # (Original permit has been issued and is active) .
[ site ; [J STRUCTURAL [J] HOUSE TYPE [ OTHER: -
L C. Model House Program/Refer-Back System Swimming Pools Refer-Back System ]
] wiriaL suBmiTTAL [J NmiaL suBmITTAL
[T] Refer-back PERMIT # (] Refer-back PERMIT #
Home Model Name e
[ D._Site Plan Information |
MNCPPC Site Plan No. Preliminary Plan No.
Record Plat No. Forest Conservation Easement? (JY [J N
| E. Building Address: = ]
Number__ (¢ street _\n/ KaooYe city Chews Choce Zip 209 3

Lot (s) L Block__ 33 Subdivision _Chev, Chae V.lloy
Nearest Cross Street. WKele 7 Mg@no‘tk

| F- Applicant information: Parmit will be fssued to Applicant o

Contact ID # Fax #: Emait: {Y\aLLP mcclgévdf O Gviqg
Name of Applicant or Contracior [ Jonna ¥ Et‘gﬂc‘ Af ML
Daytime Phone #: 320, 2\S, 7277 __ MHIC or Montgomery County Builders License #

Address _A& W K0 iee City Chegf (he  State MDD Zip '._?O&f v

L G. Contact information: if other than Applicant ENYR e ]
Contact ID #: Fax#: Email:_tnwtte? medshid .o ¢ can
Contact Person _ Ma bl M Ogyig (of Daytime Phone # 3¢.21S 7277
Address “HYg = < __é IWO A\{ ;‘ﬂ 204 City ﬁe”(hﬁbﬁﬂ‘t state MD zip 20814 —
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|_H. Apply for “Design for Life” Accessibility Features e
Please fill in Supplemental Design for Life Application.
http://permittin d.

[i. Additional Approvals: }

Properties located within historic districts, municipalities and special taxing districts may require additional approvals beyond :
the required Department of Permitting Services (DPS) buiiding permit. For projects located in the City of Takoma Park's '
Commercial Revitalization Overlay, certain permits must be approved by the City prior to commencing construction. Please
refer to “Permit Procedures for Properties within a Montgomery County Municipality” for more information.

| J. Water and Sewage i

TYPE OF WATER SUPPLY [ wssc [0 wew (] OTHER (specify)
SEWAGE DISPOSAL ﬁsc O sepmic (] oTHeR (specify) o

(LK. MPDU (moderately priced dwelling unit(s)) |
25% of this new home development will be built as Moderately Priced Dwelling Units [ ves (w6

L L._Conditional Use: is this iot subject to a Conditional Use? R
(] Yes, Case # [gto =
M. Variance: (Has a Variance been granteg o perform this work? |
[ Yes, Variance # ﬁNo

[N: Historic Area in Atias or Master Plan: Is the properly a HiStoric resource? o]
] Yes ‘I}_No

[[O. Authorized Agent Affidavit: |

| hereby declare and affirm, under penalty of perjury, that:
1. | am duly authorized to make this permit application on behalf of: _Dg_r\m or Frguc, ArLlJ& =

5 {Please print property owner's name) e
2, The work proposed by this building permit application is authorized by the property owner, and

3, AT matters and factgset forth in this Affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief.
= & (Sonme Al A =13~ 18 Doz _oc Franc frbile
(Property OWWr ) Date (Print Name) :
v A N o e
(Authorized Agent's Signatute) Date (Print Name)

P. of Homeowner Acting as. H Builder: |

(Property Owner's Signature) Date (Print Name)

[Q._To Be Read by the Applicant: .

Any information that the applicant has set forth in this appiication that is false or misleading may result in the rejection of the
application. A condition for the issuance of this permit is that the proposed construction will comply always with the plans as

approv all applica vernment agencies.
— k% ﬂm /&~ (3 -(F _Dmm.a._gﬁb;ds

{Applicant's Signature) Date {Print Name) .
[R. Expedited Pian Review: |
o Al request an Expedited Plan Review, when available, which is subjected to additional fees.

{Applicant's Signature) Date (Print Name)

Page 2 of 2 Revised 5/1/2018
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