MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT

Address: 22 Hesketh St., Chevy Chase Meeting Date:  2/27/2019

Resource: Contributing Resource Report Date: 2/20/2019
Chevy Chase Village Historic District

Applicant: Maggie & Robert Marcus Public Notice:  2/13/2019

Review: HAWP Tax Credit: N/A

Case Number: 35/13-19E Staff: Dan Bruechert

Proposal: Fencing and Hardscape Alterations

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the HPC approve the HAWP application.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

SIGNIFICANCE: Contributing Resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District
STYLE: Dutch Colonial

DATE: .1916-1927

The subject property is a Dutch Colonial house, three bays wide, with clapboard siding, and a
gambrel roof. A triangular pediment covers the front door. The windows throughout the house
iX-over-six sash windows.




BACKGROUND

The HPC approved a large rear addition to this property at the September 6, 2017 HPC meeting.
The current proposal will address some of the outstanding landscape and hardscape issues that
were not addressed in that HAWP.

PROPOSAL
The applicant is proposing to extend an existing fence, construct a new driveway gate, and install
a new raised bed.

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.

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 or 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.

HAWP applications for exterior alterations, changes, and/or additions to non-contributing/out-of-
period resources should receive the most lenient level of review. Most alterations and additions
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.



o Decks should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-
of-way, lenient scrutiny if they are not

o Driveways should be subject to strict scrutiny only with regard to their impact on
landscaping, particularly mature trees. In all other respects, driveways should be
subject to lenient scrutiny. Parking pads and other paving in front yards should be
discouraged.

o FEences should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public
right-of-way, lenient scrutiny if they are not.

o Gazebos and other garden structures should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they
are visible from the public right-of-way, lenient scrutiny if they are not.

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

o Preserving the integrity of the Chevy Chase Village Historic District. Any alterations
should, at a minimum, perpetuate the ability to perceive the sense of time and place
portrayed by the district.

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

o Maintaining the variety of architectural styles and the tradition of architectural
excellence.

o 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.

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

Montgomery County Code; Chapter 24A-8(b)
A HAWP permit should be issued if the Commission finds that:

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

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

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation
2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of
distinctive materials or alteration of features, space and spatial relationships that
characterize a property will be avoided.

STAFF DISCUSSION

The applicant is proposing fencing and a gate along the right (west) side of the house. 22
Hesketh St. shares a driveway with 24 Hesketh St. All of the fencing proposed will be along the
right (west) side of the house and will be visible from the public right of way.

The fencing falls into three categories:



e A 2’2”(two-foot, two inch) tall enclosed raised planting bed;

e A4’ (four foot) tall cedar picket gate; and

e Anew 10’ (ten foot) wide, by 5’ (five foot) tall cedar driveway gate flanked by brick
piers.

Staff considers all of these elements to be ‘fences’ for purposes of evaluation within the Chevy
Chase Design Guidelines. Fences are subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the
public right-of-way, which these are, meaning that the evaluation of massing, scale, materials,
and architectural integrity need to be taken into account.

The materials proposed for these features are wood and brick. These materials are found
throughout the house and grounds. The clapboard siding on the house is wood, and wood is seen
as a historically appropriate fencing material. Additionally, there is extensive use of brick
around the house in the front steps and retaining wall adjacent to the driveway. Staff finds the
proposed wood and brick are appropriate for the house and surrounding district.

Staff further finds that the design of the three elements are appropriate with the house and will
not threaten the integrity of the house. The raised bed will be low to the ground at a little more
than 2’ (two feet) tall and will not have a visual impact due to the lot’s slope up from the street.
The cedar picket fence is 4’ (four feet) tall and is open enough that it provides for some
transparency at the rear. The vehicular opening is generally consistent with what existed prior to
the 2017/2018 rehabilitation project. Due to the shared driveway and placement of the garage,
the vehicle gate needs to be installed at this oblique angle. The solid panels with lattice above
will not obscure any historic resources and the decorative brick piers are consistent with the high
styled Dutch Colonial Revival house.

Staff finds these elements are appropriate in design, scale, and materials and recommends
approval.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the HPC approve the HAWP application;

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.



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
301/563-3400

APPLICATION FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

Contact mesil: .ﬂaﬁsmeA@am_m ﬁkﬁhﬂm
Daytima Phone No: _ 7 02 - 753-25071

TaxAccourbo: (D7) ~ DR AN KDY

Nema of Property Owner: Mo Daytime Phone No.:
s 12 Heskexl Sv Claeary Clamse. M“T.? 9,@;&5
Contractom: i, ‘l Phone No: 32\ - 47| - GO0
Contractor Registration No.:

Agent for Gwner: wmm\f\ Daytime Phove o _ 30\ - TS - Alon
CRRTRN U TR PRERAE

Houss Number:__ 2.7 sme _Hesko o\

townity: (o, (nse NewestCrossSweet ("0 {25 ?\f..mf\f

o 2.0 Blo';:: 7.4 Subdivision: _0¢3 A

Liber: Fole: Parcst

[XTE CF PERRT AC [0 AND USS

VA, CHECK AL APPUICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
W eonsmet O Exnd O AtegRenovate GAc Csed . ORoomAddition LI Porch (I Deck [J Shed
0 Move Olosal 0 WreckRaw O Solar O Firsgisce ) Woodburning Stove O Singio Family
O Revision (0 Repair  [J Revocabls. X Fonca/Wall compism Section4) ) Other:

1. Construction costestimate:  § Sn L00 -'o
1C. If this is & revision of a previously spproved active permit, see Permit #

USEPLETE FOR WY CORE NI EREV AL T
2A.  Type of sswege disposal 017 R wsse 02 0 Septic 03 5 Other:

2B. Type of watsr supply: 01 . wsse 02 3 Wel 03 O Other:

T RUS, eI A

TR

CORPLETE CRLY FON FERG B WAL
I Heg_ S jest __ D inches
3B. mmum«muhuummmdmmm

TH_On party fina/propenty fine L] Entirely on land of owner 3 Dn public right of way/sssament

Jmmmfmm.mmmmmmm mmmnmwmmmnmmm
awnwumwmummwmmMu.mmmmdmm

G
jﬁ_ﬁﬁq@m_ l/HLL-'/i

Approved: for Chairperson, Historic Preservetion Commission
popicavonremero:(_ Y [ o7 [ [ (|, Deta Filat: O i
DOS o



a mmwmwnmmmmmwmwmm ,
The, eanedo SN g canSiads ol on Swaet) Loovelensionm,

-oia\!/\"':mm \‘)f’ [J\} V\l!‘\b‘ PN MF@{./ GO S o e, g\a\\ﬂ 'CO"“ J\Jr/\\'__

\ .
AVH\IG \-\fm-),f i ‘o\ﬂ‘;\oo;-e,s.

b, Gmmmﬁmnfmmmhdemmmm:}.hmmNWW@MW
R AN P &mtoﬁs:mm S éza-\'a,ms:ovx a-C PraXTAN P)K-.-‘.':v\'.‘v\c.«\ -Pf,v\c,e;,
e lud 2 o A TP, P SO B
b e ?M-.i,./,,i ffu.r\b'm\r\! &fj FL bg:@o*\/ Py \/\;g-_:‘(of':\_ﬁ_«
S SoaCee s it i‘};(/ e T e | SN2 g camagownieme,

il sheSer raunmon hones NATE N a\«‘.sé—:m:! Neprea b,

2 SOEPLAN
ssummummmscmvwmwmmmm&mmm
& the scals, north aow, and date:
b. dimensions of uB existing ans proposed structures; and

z sm:mmm,mmmmh&mmemmgmmofwm,mmmmm‘ ond athar
&mmdmﬂwu&t&mmmﬂaﬂmmm ‘

6. IAEE SURVEY

!fwumpmpamgccmmaﬁmmnrwimh tha driphine of any tree s'uhmﬂhdimmnppmximmﬁaamﬂmml
. sx a . - s - You
must Mmummm:umymmuummmmmdmmom&mmm

&r&m}am,mmmﬂxd%mmﬁmmm(mmﬂ%nmM.mdammnu
mmwaummamupmmmwpmmmmmumam 8} otiotis}or 8} which lig
i Tomthe in : owniai(s) oftat{s} of parcslis} diractly atrose
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Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)
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Existing Property Condition Photographs (duplicate as needed)
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Existing Site Conditions

Raised Vegetable Garden w/ Screening and Gate
117 length x 4" width x 2°2" height

Cedar Picket Fence and Gate
4’ height

Cedar Driveway Swing Gate at max 5’ height (in center) x 10’ width
w/ 2’ x 2' x 4’ Brick Piers and Post Cap Lights

Cedar Driveway Gate
Height: 4’ on sides and 5’ in middle

Existing Driveway

Raised Vegetable Carden w/ Screening
and Gate- Height: 2’ 2"

Cedar Picket Fence and Gate

Height: 4’
: Post Light on Driveway Piers COPYRIGHT ®
K % Pier He Igh trd? (I’IOI' H’?C/L!diﬂg ngh t) DESIGNS AND INFORMATION SHOWN

MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT
EXPRESSED WRITTEN CONSENT
FROM ROLLING ACRES LANDSCAPING, INC,
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Marcus Residence
22 Hesketh Street
Chevy Chase, MD 20815
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