MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
Address: 102 East Kirke Street, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 9/17/2025
Resource: Outstanding Resource Report Date: 9/10/2025
Chevy Chase Village Historic District
Applicant: Britt & Will Williams Public Notice: 9/3/2025
(Luke Olson, Architect)
Review: HAWP Tax Credit: n/a
Permit No.: 1067931 REVISION#3 Staff: Dan Bruechert
Proposal: Revisions to previously approved patio and swimming pool.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the HPC approve the HAWP application.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION:

SIGNIFICANCE: Outstanding Resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District
STYLE: Classical Revival
DATE: c.1905
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Figure 1: The sbject property is located on a corner lot at the edge of the historic district.

BACKGROUND

The HPC approved a HAWP with two conditions at the May 22, 2024 HPC meeting for new construction,



I.F

partial demolition, and several alterations at the subject property.! The two conditions for approval were:
1. The material for the west deck and railing needed to be constructed out of wood and
2. Required detailed drawings of the existing and proposed sunroom windows.
These conditions were satisfied before Staff issued the final HAWP approval documents and signed off
on the building permits.

The HPC approved revisions to the HAWP at the July 10, 2024 HPC meeting? and additional revisions at
the September 20, 2024 HPC meeting. The revisions included alterations to the approved deck, patio
construction, fence construction, removing and replacing a set of stone stairs, and fenestration alterations.
The HAWP revisions were approved by consent without a hearing.

PROPOSAL

The applicant proposes to revise the approved design by reducing the size of the approved swimming poll
and reduce the approved patio in response to Chevy Chase Village requirements.

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 proposed substitute material for the proposed deck is to be reviewed in light of the HPC’s ADOPTED
POLICY FOR THE APPROPRIATENESS OF SUBSTITUTE MATERIALS FOR PORCH AND DECK
FLOORING (Policy No. 24-01). 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

! The application and Staff Report for the approved HAWP is available here: https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-
content/uploads/2024/05/1.D-102-East-Kirke-Street-Chevy-Chase-1067931.pdf.

2 The HAWP revision Staff Report and application are available here: https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-
content/uploads/2024/07/1.H-102-East-Kirke-Street-Chevy-Chase-1067931-REVISION.pdf.
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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.
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Fences should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-
way, lenient scrutiny if they are not.

Garages and accessory buildings which are detached from the main house should be subject
to lenient scrutiny but should be compatible with the main building. If an existing garage or
accessory building has any common walls with, or attachment to, the main residence, then
any addition to the garage or accessory building should be subject to review in accordance
with the Guidelines applicable to “major additions.” Any proposed garage or accessory
building which is to have a common wall with or major attachment to the main residence
should also be reviewed in accordance with the Guidelines applicable to “major additions.”
Major additions should, where feasible, be placed to the rear of the existing structure so that
they are less visible from the public right-of-way. Major additions which substantially alter
or obscure the front of the structure should be discouraged, but not automatically prohibited.
For example, where lot size does not permit placement to the rear, and the proposed addition
is compatible with the street scape, it should be subject to moderate scrutiny for contributing
resources, but strict scrutiny for outstanding resources.

Porches should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-
way, lenient scrutiny if they are not. Enclosures of existing side and rear porches have
occurred throughout the Village with little or no adverse impact on its character, and they
should be permitted where compatibly designed.

Roofing materials should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public
right-of-way, lenient scrutiny if they are not. In general, materials differing from the original
should be approved for contributing resources. These guidelines recognize that for
outstanding resources replacement in kind is always advocated

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

Swimming pools should be subject to lenient scrutiny. However, tree removal should be
subject to strict scrutiny as noted below.

Tree removal should be subject to strict scrutiny and consistent with the Chevy Chase Village
Urban Forest Ordinance.

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. Addition of compatible
exterior storm windows should be encouraged, whether visible from the public-right-of-way
or not. Vinyl and aluminum windows (other than storm windows) should be discouraged.

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

@)

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.

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

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

(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
historic or architectural value of surrounding historic resources or would impair the character of
the historic district.

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, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a property will 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.

#10: New additions and adjacent or related new construction will 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.

STAFE DISCUSSION

The subject property is a two-and-a-half-story side gable house with Neoclassical elements on a corner
lot. The HPC approved the demolition of the one-story addition to the southwest and approved the
construction of a two-story addition in its place.

The approved HAWP included the construction of a swimming pool in the southwest corner of the
property and an associated patio surrounding it. In the Chevy Chase Village permit review, the Village
determined that the pool violated the requirement that pools be set back 15” (fifteen feet) beyond the 25’
(twenty five foot) front yard setback, and because the Brookeville Rd. is considered a ‘front” under their
zoning ordinance, the pool needed to be relocated. Additionally, the patio area to the south of the pool
had to be reduce so that it maintained the required 10 (ten foot) clearance from the rear lot line. The
result of these changes is a reduction of approximately 260 ft? (two hundred sixty square feet) of
impervious surface at the subject property. The approved materials will not be changed.

Staff finds the proposed reduction in overall lot coverage is a positive change that will only help reinforce
the district’s character-defining open, park like setting. The proposed materials for the patio and pool



were previously reviewed and approved by the HPC. As the mateials are not changing, Staff finds no
further analysis of them is warranted.

Staff notes that if these changes were required by the Deparmtent of Permitting Services, the HPC’s
regulations would have allowed for Staff-level approval of this HAWP revision. However, as these
revisions were required specifically by the Chevy Chase Village Zoning Ordinance, Staff lacks the
authority to approve this amended work. Staff encourages the HPC to consider including a provision that
would allow Staff-level approval for minor HAWP alterations in order to comply with any additional
locality requirements. That revision could be included in an expansion of the cagegories of work listed in
the HPC’s administrative regulations at a future date.’

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission approve the HAWP application under the Criteria for Issuance in
Chapter 24A-8(b)(2), and (d), and the Chevy Chase Village Historic District Guidelines, 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 #2, 9, and 10;

and with the general condition that the applicant shall present an electronic set 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
dan.bruechert@montgomeryplanning.org to schedule a follow-up site visit.

3 The administrative regulations governing Staff-level approval are available here:
https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/HPC-Executive-Regulations-UPDATED-2022.pdf
under 24A.1.6.d.
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FOR STAFF ONLY:
HAWP#_1067931 REVISION

4 O\\l RY \,
.ﬁ e 1,: “ APPL[CAT[ON FOR DATE ASSIGNED
B ' ' HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

' & HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
\,,,a - / 301.563.3400
“{QRYL}.\“
APPLICANT: britteldridgewilliams@gmail.com
Name: Britt & Will Williams E-mail: will@firstwashingtonmortgage.com
Address: __102 E Kirke St city: Chevy Chase Zip:_MD

202-591-2316

Daytime Phone: Tax Account No.: 00454173

AGENT/CONTACT (if applicable):

Name: LUKE OLSON E-mail: LOLSON@GTMARCHITECTS.COM
Address: 7735 OLD GEORGETOWN RD STE 700 City: BETHESDA Zip:__ 20814
Daytime Phone: 240-333-2021 Contractor Registration No.:

LOCATION OF BUILDING/PREMISE: MIHP # of Historic Property

Is the Property Located within an Historic District? X Yes/District Name_Chevy Chase Village

__No/Individual Site Name
Is there an Historic Preservation/Land Trust/Environmental Easement on the Property? If YES, include a
map of the easement, and documentation from the Easement Holder supporting this application.

Are other Planning and/or Hearing Examiner Approvals /Reviews Required as part of this Application?
(Conditional Use, Variance, Record Plat, etc.?) If YES, include information on these reviews as
supplemental information.

Building Number: __102 Street: _E Kirke St
Town/City: Chevy Chase Nearest Cross Street: __Brookeville Rd
Lot: 1415 & pt 16  pjock: 34 Subdivision: _0009 parcel:

TYPE OF WORK PROPOSED: See the checklist on Page 4 to verify that all supporting items
for proposed work are submitted with this application. Incomplete Applications will not

be accepted for review. Check all that apply: [] Shed/Garage/Accessory Structure
] New Construction [] Deck/Porch [] Solar

] Addition ] Fence [] Tree removal/planting

] Demolition ] Hardscape/Landscape Window/Door

[l Grading/Excavation [ |  Roof [] Other:

I hereby certify that | have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct
and accurate and that the construction will comply with plans reviewed and approved by all nhecessary

agencies aw e and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.
i _ U {x\ [25

Signature of owner or authorized agent Date 6
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HAWP APPLICATION: MAILING ADDRESSES FOR NOTIFING
[Owner, Owner’s Agent, Adjacent and Confronting Property Owners]

Owner’s mailing address

Britt & Will Williams
102 E Kirke St
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Owner’s Agent’s mailing address

Luke Olson
7735 Old Georgetown Rd Ste 700
Bethesda, MD 20814

Adjacent and confronting Property Owners mailing addresses

Clarke & Naomi Camper
101 E Kirke St
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Katelyn Whatley & Benjamin Smith
106 E Kirke St
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

John & Mary Smith
6016 Western Ave
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

15 E Irving St

c/o: Iryna Ivaschenko
10926 Bells Ridge Dr
Potomac, MD 20854

Thomas & Charlotte Carroll
11 E Irving St
Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Robert Broeksmit & Susan Bollendorf
10 E Kirke St

Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Kristen Lejnieks & Joseph Poulas
9 E Irving St

Chevy Chase, MD 20815

Christopher & Kathleen Matthews
9 E Kirke St

Chevy Chase, MD 20815
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GENERAL NOTES:

SITE:

ADDRESS: 102 E. KIRKE STREET, CHEVY CHASE MD 20815
LOTS 14-15 & P/O LOT 16, BLK 34

WATER/SEWER: W1, S1

TAX MAP: HN41

FLOODPLAIN: NONE

WSSC GRID: 208NWO04

SURVEY:

o HORIZONTAL DATUM BASED ON NAD83(2011)

o  VERTICAL DATUM BASED ON NAVD88
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01-17-2024 & SUPPLEMENTED WITH AVAILABLE GIS INFORMATION.
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+ NO 100YR FLOODPLAIN/WETLANDS LOCATED WITHIN THE SITE.

* NO HISTORIC SITE LOCATED WITHIN/ADJACENT TO THE SITE.
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o PROPERTY ZONED: R-60
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SUBJECT PROPERTY OWNER INFORMATION:
NAME: WILLIAM LEE WILLIAMS
ADDRESS: 102 E KIRKE STREET, CHEVY CHASE MD 20815
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT

Address: 102 East Kirke Street, Chevy Chase Meeting Date: 5/14/2025
Resource: Outstanding Resource Report Date: 5712025

Chevy Chase Village Historic District
Project Contact: Luke Olson, Architect Public Notice: 4/30/2025
Review: HAWP Tax Credit: n/a
Permit No.: 1067931 REVISION Staff: Dan Bruechert
Proposal: Fenestration Alteration to Previously Approved HAWP

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the HPC with three (3) conditions the HAWP application, with final approval
authority delegated to Staff.
1. Measured drawings of the proposed replacement windows and doors must be submitted to Staff
before issuance of the final approval documents.
2. The approval of this HAWP does not extend to removing and replacing door #1.
3. The approval of this HAWP does not extend to removing and replacing windows #4, 5, and 6.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION:

SIGNIFICANCE: Outstanding Resource within the Chevy Chase Village Historic District
STYLE: Classical Revival
DATE: €.1905

“§ CHEYOHASE M1 T
VILLAGEHSTORIE:
% DISTRIGT
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BACKGROUND

The HPC approved a HAWP at the May 22, 2024 HPC meeting for new construction, partial demolition,
and several alterations at the subject property.> The commissioners approved the proposed side deck in
wood and offered suggestions for how to modify the deck so that it could be constructed using a
substitute material and satisfy the requisite guidance.

The HPC approved revisions to the HAWP at the July 10, 2024 HPC meeting.? The revisions included
modifications to the approved deck, patio construction, fence construction, and removing and replacing a
set of stone stairs. The HAWP revision was approved by consent without a hearing.

The HPC approved further revisions to the fenestration at the rear and on the east elevation by consent at
the September 4, 2024 HPC meeting.’

PROPOSAL

The applicant proposes to revise the approved design by replacing 8 (eight) existing windows and 3
(three) 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 24A (Chapter 24A), and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards).
The proposed substitute material for the proposed deck is to be reviewed in light of the HPC’s ADOPTED
POLICY FOR THE APPROPRIATENESS OF SUBSTITUTE MATERIALS FOR PORCH AND DECK
FLOORING (Policy No. 24-01). 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

! The application and Staff Report for the approved HAWP is available here: https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-
content/uploads/2024/05/1.D-102-East-Kirke-Street-Chevy-Chase-1067931.pdf.

2 The HAWP revision Staff Report and application are available here: https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-
content/uploads/2024/07/1.H-102-East-Kirke-Street-Chevy-Chase-1067931-REVISION.pdf.

3 The HAWP revision Staff Report and application are a available here: https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-
content/uploads/2024/08/1.Q-102-East-Kirke-Street-Chevy-Chase-1067931-REVISION2.pdf.
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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.

O

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

Porches should be subject to moderate scrutiny if they are visible from the public right-of-
way, lenient scrutiny if they are not. Enclosures of existing side and rear porches have
occurred throughout the Village with little or no adverse impact on its character, and they
should be permitted where compatibly designed.

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. _For outstanding
resources, they should be subject to strict scrutiny. Addition of compatible exterior storm
windows should be encouraged, whether visible from the public-right-of-way or not. Vinyl
and aluminum windows (other than storm windows) should be discouraged.

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

©)

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.

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

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

(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.
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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, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be
avoided.

#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.

#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.

#10: New additions and adjacent or related new construction will 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.

STAFE DISCUSSION

The subject property is a two-and-a-half-story side gable house with Neoclassical elements on a corner lot
and is classified as an Outstanding Resource within the District. The HPC approved the demolition of the
one-story addition to the southwest and approved the construction of a two-story addition in its place.

The original approval included the demolition of a one-story addition and the construction of a two-story
addition in its place. Other changes include installing a pool and associated patio, deck revision, window
and door alterations, and replacing a non-historic set of stone steps. The applicant returns for changes to
the existing windows and doors. The applicant proposes to replace three windows and two wood doors
with wood replacements; and five windows and one door with clad replacements.

Clad Door and Window Replacements

On the south and east elevations, the applicant proposes to remove five original wood windows and install
aluminum clad wood windows that match the configuration of the existing. The applicant additionally
proposes to remove the second story French doors on the south elevation and install a new clad wood
door in a matching configuration.
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Figure 2: South elevation showing the location of the proposed window and door replacements.

The second floor French Doors (Door #3), shown in Figure 2, above, are wood with each door divided up
into three lights. The doors show signs of warping and have allowed a significant amount of water
infiltration to the point that the interior floors adjacent to the French Doors show substantial damage.

The subject door is not at all visible from the public right-of-way and, per the Design Guidelines, is to be
reviewed under lenient scrutiny.

Detailed specifications for the replacement doors were not included with the application materials. The
application narrative states the proposed door will be a clad wood door to match the existing
configuration in SDL divisions.

Because the existing door is not at all visible from the public right-of-way and it shows damage and
deterioration, Staff finds its removal is supported under the Design Guidelines. Staff further finds an
aluminum clad door consistent with the appearance of the approved but uninstalled clad windows on the
south and east elevations is appropriate under 24A-8(b)(2) and (d) and the Design Guidelines. Staff
recommends the HPC add a condition to the approval of this HAWP that detailed door specifications need
to be submitted for review and approval before issuance of the final permit documents. Final approval
authority can be delegated to Staff to verify the replacement door is consistent with the configuration and
dimensions of the existing door.

On the south and east elevations, the applicant proposes to remove and replace five existing wood
windows (identified as windows 1, 2, 3, 7, and 8 in the application). Three windows are on the east
elevation of the existing rear-L (see Figure 3, below). One of the windows is on the south elevation of
the main house mass and the last window is on the south elevation of the rear ell (see Figure 2, above).
These windows are not visible from the public right-of-way.

The applicant proposes to install replacement clad wood windows that match the configuration and
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dimensions in the existing openings. The application does not specify the reason for the window
replacement beyond providing a more uniform level of materiality and detailing on the rear of the house.
Staff notes that the HPC has already approved the removal, reconfiguration, and replacement of several
windows in the rear ell in the original HAWP.

As discussed in the previous HAWP revision, the Design Guidelines state windows not visible from the
public right-of-way, as is the case with the windows under consideration in this HAWP revision, should
be reviewed under lenient scrutiny, with the exception that windows on Outstanding Resources should be
reviewed under strict scrutiny. Under this analysis, windows not visible from the public right-of-way on
Outstanding Resources still need to be evaluated under strict scrutiny. In the original HAWP, the Staff
recommended the HPC approve the window relocation based in part on the lower level of architectural
detail and design significance of the rear ell and because they were not at all visible from within the
historic district. The rear ell lacks the columns, decorative modillion cornice, and detailed window trim
found on the main house massing. As before, Staff supports the window removal on the east elevation
and south elevation of the east ell under 24A-8(b)(2), the Design Guidelines, and Standard 2.
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Figure 3: Eastern elevation showing the proposed replacement windows.

i

Wood Door and Window Replacement

On the east and west elevations, the applicant proposes to remove and replace two doors (identified as
doors 1 and 2) and three windows (window 4, 5, and 6) with wood replacements that match the
dimensions, configuration, and materials. The primary change will be the replacement of true divided
light windows with simulated divided lights in the three windows.

Door #1, on the first floor, is a full light door with a fixed transom. Door #2 is a half-light wood door
with fixed transom. The submitted materials show cracks in the lower panel of door #2 on the second
floor. The applicant states that the panel is too thin to be effectively repaired with new growth wood.
The documentation does not identify any material or structural deficiencies in door #1; however, the

accompanying narrative states a desire to improve efficiency, noise abatement, and physical security.
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Both doors have wood screen doors that show significant signs of deferred maintenance including failing
paint and warping, and the screen door for door #2 appears to be out of plumb.

The applicant proposes to replace these doors with solid wood doors that match the existing “as closely as
possible” while increasing the thermal performance and interior comfort. No door specification was
included with the submitted application materials. The application materials do not indicate whether the
transoms will be removed as well or just the doors.

Based on the submitted information, Staff finds that door #2 shows damage that cannot be readily
repaired and the finds that removing and replacing the door is appropriate under the Design Guidelines
and Standard #6. However, the applicant has not provided detailed specifications for the proposed
replacement door and Staff recommends the HPC add a condition that requires the applicant to submit
detailed specifications for the wood replacement door to Staff before final approval documents can be
released. Final approval authority can be delegated to Staff to verify the proposed door is consistent with
the existing door.

Staff does not find the applicant has demonstrated that the door #1 has deterioration beyond repair and
notes that under moderate scrutiny the integrity of the resource is considered. If there are other concerns
or mitigating factors to consider, Staff encourages the applicant to provide those to the HPC. Staff notes
repainting and weather stripping the door coupled with a properly fitted storm door would improve the
thermal performance and the security of the existing door. Staff does not recommend the approval of this
HAWP extend to removing and replacing door #1.

Finally, the applicant proposes to remove and replace three original wood windows and install new wood
windows in the existing openings. All three of the windows are three-over-one sash windows, and they
are all on the second floor of the house. One window is on the west elevation and two windows are on
the east elevation. As with the doors, discussed above, the applicant proposes to remove the windows to
improve the thermal performance/comfort of the house, abate traffic noise, and improve security and
window operability. The application also states a desire to reduce potential lead paint hazard. Window
#4 has a fixed exterior storm window that renders it inoperable

Standard 6 states that character defining features, which windows are, should be repaired rather than
replaced unless they have deteriorated beyond repair. Additionally, the Design Guidelines require
window replacements on outstanding resources to be reviewed under strict scrutiny.

Under this heighted review standard, Staff does not find that removing the existing windows is
appropriate. Nothing provided in the application indicates the windows have deteriorated beyond repair
and Staff supports retaining the historic fabric to maintain the house’s material integrity. As with all
HAWPs, the burden of persuasion rests with the applicant and Staff does not find that burden has satisfied
here.

Unlike the window removal and replacement on the east and south elevations of the ell, these windows
are in the principal mass of the house. This section of the house includes all of the high style Neoclassical
elements, including lonic columns and pilasters, deep roof eaves, and dentiled cornice. Additionally, due
to their proximity to the front of the house, these windows are much more visible from the public right-of-
way. Per the Design Guidelines, the integrity of this section of the house should not be compromised.

Based on Staff’s experience, there are several ways to improve the thermal performance and mitigate
some of the traffic noise. First, Staff recommends the existing wood windows be restored by a
professional who specializes in this type of work. Restoring the windows will improve the window
operability by stripping and repainting the windows, installing new sash cords, and cleaning the edges of
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the sashes. Restoring these windows can improve the window efficiency by installing new weather
stripping and replacing any cracked or broken glazing putty. Many historic wood sash windows can be
routed to accommodate an insulated glass unit while largely maintain the historic exterior profiles.
Additionally, interior or exterior storms can be installed to improve both the thermal performance and
mitigate noise. The storms could be installed in a manner that would allow for their easy removal to
allow for window operation. Staff adds that the window restoration, including installing insulated glass,
and storm windows are eligible for the county’s historic preservation tax credit, which would apply 25%
of the cost as a credit to the owners’ property tax bill.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission approve with three (3) conditions, the HAWP application with
final approval authority delegated to Staff:

1. Measured drawings of the proposed replacement windows must be submitted to Staff before

issuance of the final approval documents

2. The approval of this HAWP does not extend to removing and replacing door #1;

3. The approval of this HAWP does not extend to removing and replacing windows #4, 5, and 6;
under the Criteria for Issuance in Chapter 24A-8(b)(1), (2), and (d), and the Chevy Chase Village Historic
District Guidelines, 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 #2, 6, 9, and 10;

and with the general condition that the applicant shall present an electronic set 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
dan.bruechert@montgomeryplanning.org to schedule a follow-up site visit.
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Description of Property: Please describe the building and surrounding environment. Include information on significant structures,
landscape features, or other significant features of the property:

Primary 1 resource in Chevy Chase Village Historic District. Exg. 2.5 story + basement side-gable Greek Revivial home
circa 1892-1916 with 2-story composite front portico, 1&2-story rear ells, 1-story right side lonic portico w/ roof deck above,
and 1-story left-side sunroom. Exterior materials consist of stucco cladding, ptd. wood 3/1 double hung windows, asphalt
shingle roof, built-in copper gutters and round downspouts, and stone foundation. The left side sunroom appears to
originally have been a porch/pergola structure that was later infilled with windows/paneling to enclose/condition the space.
The rear 1-story ell is a subsequent addition based on the existing encapsulated stone foundation walls and stucco
exterior wall finishes visible from the interior of the basement space below. The right side portico was rebuilt circa 1994 per
photographic records. The rear wood deck was approved via HAWP and added in 2015. The detached gable-front garage

with stucco/split-face block walls does not appear to be original to the house based on construction methods/materials
used.

Per oral history provided by a previous owner, the house was originally constructed in 1905 by Anna Kingan, was left to
the vestry of the Chevy Chase Parish (All Saints Church) in 1924, and returned to private ownership in 1938.

Description of Work Proposed: Please give an overview of the work to be undertaken:

We're requesting approval to replace 8 existing windows and 3 existing doors as outlined in the attached plans
and elevations. given their location, we believe it appropriate for windows 4,5 & 6 and doors 1 & 2 to be
replaced "in-kind" with painted wood units that match in size, style, operation, muntin and sticking profiles, etc.
but are double-pane SDL units for increased efficiency. Additionally we are requesting to replace these units for
improved operation/functionality, ease of use, better noise abatement qualities for windows/doors facing
Brookeville Road, increased security, and the potential for lead paint.

Given their location and low degree of visibility, we are proposing to replace windows 1,2,3, 7 & 8 and door 3
with clad-wood SDL units to match adjacent new/replacement door and window units for a more
uniform/consistent level of materiality and detailing at the rear of the house.
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Primary 1 resource in Chevy Chase Village Historic District. Exg. 2.5 story + basement side-gable Greek Revivial home  circa 1892-1916 with 2-story composite front portico, 1&2-story rear ells, 1-story right side Ionic portico w/ roof deck above, and 1-story left-side sunroom. Exterior materials consist of stucco cladding, ptd. wood 3/1 double hung windows, asphalt shingle roof, built-in copper gutters and round downspouts, and stone foundation. The left side sunroom appears to originally have been a porch/pergola structure that was later infilled with windows/paneling to enclose/condition the space. The rear 1-story ell is a subsequent addition based on the existing encapsulated stone foundation walls and stucco exterior wall finishes visible from the interior of the basement space below. The right side portico was rebuilt circa 1994 per photographic records. The rear wood deck was approved via HAWP and added in 2015.  The detached gable-front garage with stucco/split-face block walls does not appear to be original to the house based on construction methods/materials used.  

Per oral history provided by a previous owner, the house was originally constructed in 1905 by Anna Kingan, was left to the vestry of the Chevy Chase Parish (All Saints Church) in 1924, and returned to private ownership in 1938. 
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We're requesting approval to replace 8 existing windows and 3 existing doors as outlined in the attached plans and elevations.   given their location, we believe it appropriate for windows 4,5 & 6 and doors 1 & 2 to be replaced "in-kind" with painted wood units that match in size, style, operation, muntin and sticking profiles, etc. but are double-pane SDL units for increased efficiency. Additionally we are requesting to replace these units for improved operation/functionality, ease of use, better noise abatement qualities for windows/doors facing  Brookeville Road, increased security, and the potential for lead paint.


Given their location and low degree of visibility, we are proposing to replace windows 1,2,3, 7 & 8 and door 3 with clad-wood SDL units to match adjacent new/replacement door and window units for a more uniform/consistent level of materiality and detailing at the rear of the house. 
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C16> CUSTOM F/P SURROUND, T.B.D.
C17> EXISTING DOOR TO BE REPAIRED
C18> PTD. 36" HT PTD. WOOD GUARD RAIL PER IRC 2018, T.B.S.; SEE ELEVATIONS

C19> CHASE FOR HVAC DUCTWORK, FIELD VERIFY

20> NEW 5'HT STD. WOOD SOLID BOARD POOL FENCE AND GATE TO TIE INTO EX. PROPERTY FENCE

C21> PARTIALLY INFILL EXISTING ARCHWAY TO CREATE RECESSED STUCCO WALL; SEE ELEVATIONS

FLUSH HEARTH, COORDINATE WITH STRUCTURAL; RECESS FRAMING BELOW FIREPLACE TO INSTALL
(22> BOTTOM OF FIREBOX FLUSH WITH HEARTH MATERIAL. SEE DETAILS FOR NON-COMBUSTIBLE FRAMING

PER MANUFACTURERS SPECS.
C23)> NEW COMPOSITE RAIL SYSTEM, INTEXT, OR EQ. FOLLOW IRC, 2018

C24)> FILL IN EX. DOOR OPENING
C25> RESTORE FRONT PORTICO STONEWORK
C26)> TERRACED STONE/FLAGSTONE STEPS & STOOPS TO PATIO AT GRADE

C27> NEW COMPOSITE DECKING T.B.S.

GTM

7735 OLD GEORGETOWN ROAD
SUITE 700

BETHESDA, MD 20814
(240)333-2000

(240)333-2001 FAX
WWW.GTMARCHITECTS.COM

Seal

, license number 8385,

approved by me, and that | am

I certfy that these documents were

Consultant

Project

WILLIAMS
RESIDENCE

102 E KIRKE STREET, CHEVY CHASE MD

Owner

BRITT AND WILL
WILLIAMS

Developer
NOTE:
1. UNLESS INDICATED OTHERWISE, DIMENSIONS ARE TO FACE OF FRAMING
2. VERIFY ALL EXTERIOR RISER + TREAD DIMENSIONS IN THE FIELD
3. FILL CAVITIES W/ MINERAL WOOL SOUND INSULATION IN WALLS, CEILING
+ FLOOR OF THE FOLLOWING ROOMS (UN.O.):
010 STORAGE/MECH
4. SEE DETAILS 3,4,85/A501 FOR EFFICIENT FRAMING DETAILS.
5(T) = TEMPERED GLASS
K E Y PERMIT SET 1110512024
%ZWL EXISTING WALL W NEW BRG WALL
% NEW FRAME WALL
HARDWIRED SMOKE DETECTOR/ CARBON
MONOXIDE COMBO UNIT WITH BATTERY
BACKUP INTERCONNECTED TO OTHER
ALARM DEVICES PER IRC
& SMOKE DETECTOR INTERCONNECTED TO
OTHER ALARM DEVICES INSTALL PER IRC
W ALL TYP E S Issue Description Date
TYPICAL EXTERIOR WALL: 246 WOOD STUDS @ 16 0.C. W/ R-21 INSULATION, 1/2" ZIP GTM Project No. 23.0639
SHEATHING, SELF-FURRING DIAMOND-MESH LATH, & 3-COAT CEMENTITIOUS STUCCO; SEE Checked By
ELEVATIONS. INTERIOR FINISH TO BE GYP. BD. (1/2").
Drawn By LEQ/KBP
TYPICAL NON-BEARING INTERIOR PARTITION: 2x4 WD. STUDS @ 16" O.C. W/ 1/2" GYP. BD. Scale AS NOTED
EACH SIDE; INCREASE WALL THICKNESS AS SHOWN TO ALIGN FINISHES WHERE SHOWN.
Sheet Title

FIRST FLOOR
PLAN

7 A101
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FILE NAME:

| | | | 3 2 | | 1
CONFIRM EXISTING/PROVIDE NEW HARDWIRED SMOKE/CARBON MONOXIDE DETECTOR
W/ BATTERY BACKUP PER IRC 2018
PLUMBING FIXTURES, T.B.S. SEE ALLOWANCES
CENTER TUB ON WINDOWS
(o) (L) )
\a301/ a2/ \4300/ VANITY W/ SINK, FAUCET & COUNTERTOP; T.B.S.
WASHERS DRYER BY OWNERS. PROVIDE OVERFLOW FLOOR PAN & FLOOR DRAIN UNDER WASHING
APPROVED MACHINE, CONTRACTOR TO COORDINATE MEP CONNECTIONS WITH MANUFACTURERS'S SPECS
Montgomery County COUNTERTOP AND CABINETS TB.S.
Historic Preservation Commission MARBLE THRESHOLD/TRANSITION STRIP T.8.5. SEE DETAIL 9/A501
J CUSTOM CLOSET SYSTEM, T.B.S. COORD. WITH OWNER
f"/ ; L
/{%//(ﬁ‘fé/ /1? W CURBLESS TILED SHOWER; RECESS FLOOR FRAMING BELOW, SEE FRAMING PLANS, COORD. WITH
~{ ! STRUCTURAL. REFER TO DETAIL 13/A501 W/ TEMPERED GLASS ENCLOSURE & DOOR
NEW ROOF BELOW
REVIEWED PROVIDE RADIANT ELECTRIC FLOOR HEATING IN OWNERS BATH GTM
By Dan.Bruechert at 12:58 pm, Nov 12, 2024
DOOR 3 CASED OPENING; + 68" FINISHED TO MATCH EXG, V.LF.; ALIGN DOOR, WINDOW & CASED
OPENINGS, TYP. 7735 OLD GEORGETOWN ROAD
SUITE 700
EXG NEW 5 EQUALLY SPACED WOOD SHELVES, PTD. BETHESDA, MD 20814
HOUSE ADDITION (240)333-2000
14" DIA. WD. ROD W/ 12" DEEP WD. SHELF PTD. (240)333-2001 FAX
WWW.GTMARCHITECTS.COM
| SWITCH DOOR SWING OF EXISTING DOOR
Seal Es8
8§53
2X6 WALL; SEE STRUCTURAL DRAWINGS 8%
§z25
NEW CHIVINEY TO VENT GAS FIREPLACE L
2 g
NEW BUILT-IN LINEN CLOSET TB.S. 38585
S8R
E5F%5s
FILL IN EX. DOORMWINDOW OPENING s3lss
£523F
00 Ee3z8
LAUNDRY ROOM SINK TB.S.
Consultant
80" . 2" +-3-2 114"
© 4
3| 411m
WINDOW WINDOW
e oo HAGT | | O3 "
\ 3-113/4" 4'-0 14" 11-0" 11-0" X
= 4 i — 3
IE ] T :
ALIGN & ALjGN " b © iy
WINDOW 8 G = . I
< bo 512" i
s NS 3
I =
b © 5 S
BEDROOM g 2
# L
F 312 @ 512 5
| ~ i z
c18
H— HRA R
&30/ 12 S
3 .
j O &/@ ° Project
<
LINEN LINEN
e e K WILLIAMS
UP &
HAHIAHAHA - | ) Z
: : 173 ® RESIDENCE
STAIRWELL 3 o
3 512 &
=
+-11-5" = 20" J s ¥
R
B
2 e
0 N\ 102 E KIRKE STREET, CHEVY CHASE MD
______ | 2t/
:? Owner
= 5 WINDOW 4 BRITT AND WILL
o == & —= 2
f > I r~— &
2 —— &
A ALIGN = WIC. 2= 2 z . Developer
WINDOW 6 S DN N == ° =5 &y
© = 6-111/2" |—=—| C10 o a
19R HX@L e N =<
() % x = == 9
= 2 LU\ BEDROOM 2 -+ oy
E] FOYER 3 G w3
X = 2
+/- 246" =4
=
= ® 6 =
EXG. HALLWAY
ALIGN b @ i
i —* I | L | L,_
[ NOTE:
1. UNLESS INDICATED OTHERWISE, DIMENSIONS ARE TO FACE OF FRAMING

2. VERIFY ALL EXTERIOR RISER + TREAD DIMENSIONS IN THE FIELD
3. FILL CAVITIES W/ MINERAL WOOL SOUND INSULATION IN WALLS, CEILING

@
®

®
*%

11713 e + FLOOR OF THE FOLLOWING ROOMS (UN.0.):
= S BaLcony 010 STORAGE/MECH
@
BEDROOM 8 4. SEE DETAILS 3.4 85/A501 FOR EFFICIENT FRAMING DETAILS.
* 5(T) = TEMPERED GLASS
¥
P PRIMARY
B . 312 BEDROOM KEY PERMIT SET 1110512024
- 1411 172"
BEDROOM -
# H (S
j < ﬁIZWL EXISTING WALL W NEW BRG WALL
= -
° M 5 # NEW FRAME WALL
g
| — || [ T
]
HARDWIRED SMOKE DETECTOR/ CARBON
BALCONY ‘ ‘ MONOXIDE COMBO UNIT WITH BATTERY
BACKUP INTERCONNECTED TO OTHER
‘ ‘ ALARM DEVICES PER IRC
WINDOW 5 SMOKE DETECTOR INTERCONNECTED TO
Q DOOR 2 &1 OTHER ALARM DEVICES INSTALL PER IRC
Issue Description Date
-y WALL TYPES b
O O O P
o _ 0 TYPICAL EXTERIOR WALL: 2x6 WOOD STUDS @ 16" 0.C. W/ R-21 INSULATION, 112" ZIP GTM Project No. 23.0639
SHEATHING, SELF-FURRING DIAMOND-MESH LATH, & 3-COAT CEMENTITIOUS STUCCO; SEE Cheoked B
ELEVATIONS. INTERIOR FINISH TO BE GYP. BD. (1/2"). ecked By
Drawn By LEQ/KBP
TYPICAL NON-BEARING INTERIOR PARTITION: 2+4 WD. STUDS @ 16 O.C. W/ 112" GYP. BD. Scale AS NOTED
EACH SIDE; INCREASE WALL THICKNESS AS SHOWN TO ALIGN FINISHES WHERE SHOWN.
Sheet Title

1 SECOND FLOOR PLAN

SCALE:  1/4"=1'=0

SECOND FLOOR
PLAN

A102

Sheet No.
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X6, ST FLR CLG ‘ [ v Owner
.1
] e w BRITT AND WILL
& o s
H ; WILLIAMS
[ ] — — (S}
w 1 m &
= uw 1 } = Developer
(¢} S O
8 g ! | @ = <
& & ! | = ’
kK & 1 | zQ
Y =l 1 Qu
- * * | zZ5
1 = =
1 +
_ _ EXGSTFIN.FIR | = _ _ | - ~LlL _ _ _ _ _ EXG.1STFIN.FIR | _ _
0-0" 2 1 00 <
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o
u H _ _ w
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3 2 GRADE L Q
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n] e [n]
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S ] | >
2 % EXISTING | NEW GRADE 2
N ¥ HOUSE ADDITION -
L [
|
_ EXG.BSMT SLAB | a _ _ _ _ BGesuTsAe Qe _ )
9-15" b - 9-1.5"
s PERMIT SET 1110512024
WINDOW; MATCH EXG. STYLE,
- OPERATION, STICKING/PANELING,
G SIO 0 ¥ ¥
LIGHT DIVISION & MUNTIN PROFILE; 1 RIGHT SIDE ELEVATION
EXG. PTD WOOD SCREEN DOORS TO =
Issue Description Date
A GTM Project No. 23.0639
GLUE ALL AZEK TO AZEK JOINTS SUCH AS WINDOW SURROUNDS, LONG AZEK PRODUCTS EXPAND AND CONTRACT WITH CHANGES IN TEMPERATURE. @ g;%;lf;g&g%%&gfg&“@ggsmléPER IRC 2018, T.B.S.; MATCH TO EXG. 2ND FLOOR RAILING @ PTD. 3-COAT CEMENTITIOUS STUCCO SIDING; MATCH EXG. TEXTURE/FINISH @ EXISTING ROOF TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE INFO FOR ENTIRE HOUSE: Checked By
géii?ﬁr%ﬁ PTG WITHAZEICADHESIVE TO PREVENT JOINT PROPERLY FASTENING AZEK MATERIAL ALONG ITS ENTIRE LENGTH WILL MINIMIZE 1. INVESTIGATE AND REPLICATEIRESTORE HISTORIC STUCCO SIDING, Drawn By LEOKKBP
- o on Ay e I PTD. ALUM BOX GUTTER & ROUND DOWNSPOUT, TO MATCH EXISTING SEE ROOF PLAN NEW MASONRY CHIMNEY TO MATCH EXISTING; SEE DETAIL 6/A500 EXISTING TRIM TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE INFO ROOF SHINGLES, AND TRIM DETAILS AS NECEASSRY. CONFER WITH AS NOTED
THE GLUE JOINT SHOULD BE SECURED WITH A FASTENER ANDIOR - HISTORIC PRESERVATION STAFF BEFORE COMMENCING WORK ON ANy |~ Scale
FASTENED ON EACH SIDE OF THE JOINT TO ALLOW ADEQUATE BONDING  WHEN PROPERLY FASTENED, ALLOW 1/8" PER 18 FOOT OF AZEK PRODUGT FOR EXPANSION @ A e OF PROPOSED FOUNDATIONFOOTINGS BELOW, SEE FOUNDATION PLAN FOR @ DASHED LINE OF ROOF SLOPE BEYOND @ EXISTING WINDOW/DOOR TRIM TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE BXISTING TRIMSIDNG, PROVIDE NEW PTD. WOOD TR DETALS T0
TIME. AND CONTRACTION. JOINTS BETWEEN PIECES OF AZEK SHOULD BE GLUED TO ELIMINATE i INFO DTN Sheet Title
JOINT SEPARATION. SEE "GLUING" DIAGRAM BELOW. @ NEW 5'HT STD. WOOD SOLID BOARD POOL FENCE AND GATE TO TIE INTO EX. PROPERTY FENCE @ NEW ROOF SHINGLES TO MATCH EXISTING @ TERRACED STONE/FLAGSTONE STEPS & STOOPS TO PATIO AT GRADE; SEE )
éﬁi}é 3'?35?'35 Jg\ss A WORKING TIME OF 10 MINUTES AND WILL BE FULLY I S BE O — DETAIL 14/A500, 16/A500 2. ALLWOOD TRIM (FRIEZE BOARDS, SOFFITS, WINDOW CASING, ECT ) TO
) \ ] [ Z I @ NEW PTD. ALUM CLAD WOOD SDL DOORS & WINDOWS AS SCHEDULED @ NEW COMPOSITE RAIL SYSTEM, INTEXT, OR EQ. FOLLOW IRC, 2018 @ CANOPY OVER DOOR WITH PTD. WOOD STRUCTURAL BRACKET; SEE DETAILS &Es‘;"mfigg'm‘sa&%ﬁs;@gg‘f—ﬁ;&uﬂ%ﬁg'—'— END CUTS, AND RIG HT SI D E
IF STANDARD PVC CEMENTS ARE USED, KEEP IN MIND THESE PRODUCTS e | 2As01 g ELEV ATI ON
TYPICALLY CURE QUICKLY WHICH WILL RESULT IN LIMITED WORKING TIME Y ; ' EXISTING STONE VENEER, REPAIR & REPOINT AS REQ. @ NEW COMPOSITE DECK TB.5 @ PTD. COMPOSITE 1X8 DECK SKIRTING
AND MAY REDUCE ADHESIVE STRENGTH. AS SUCH THEY ARE NOT | APPLY AZEK ADHESIVE HERE @
ACCEPTABLE. EXISTING PORCH & TRIM TO REMAIN; PATCHIREPAIR, SCRAPE, SAND AND
- WHEN GAPS ARE GLUED ON A LONG RUN OF AZEK. ALLOW EXPANSION AND CONTRACTION @ EXISTING PORCH & TRI PTD. BORAL CORNICE TRIM, SEE DETAILS 1A/AS00 CONGEALED ALUM. FLASHING @ CANOPY ROOF
FOR BEST RESULTS, SURFACES TO BE GLUED SHOULD BE SMOOTH, SPACE AT ENDS OF THE RUN.
CLEAN AND IN COMPLETE CONTACT WITH EACH OTHER. @ NEW STONE VENEER TO MATCH EXISTING, REUSE SALVAGED STONE IF @ PTD. 5/4X BORAL WINDOW/DOOR TRIM, TYP., SEE DETAILS, 5/A500 @ NEW LOCATION FOR GAS METER - FINAL LOCATION TO BE VERIFIED IN FIELD BY GC TO Sheet No.
INSTALL PER AZEK. POSSIBLE BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH UTILITY CLEARANCE REQUIREMENTS
TO BOND AZEK TO OTHER SUBSTRATES, VARIOUS ADHESIVES MAY BE : !
: EXISTING STUCCO TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE INFO
2] USED.CONSULT ADHESIVE MANUFACTURER TO DETERMINE SUITABILITY.  FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: VISIT WWW.AZEK.COM OR CALL 877-ASK-AZEK. @ NEW POOL AND PATIO, VERIFY DESIGN WITH POOLILANDSCAPE DESIGNER @ A 1
H
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Issue Description Date
i
GENERAL AZEK TRIM NOTES ELEVATION NOTES GENERAL NOTES ,
A GTM Project No. 23.0639
X Checked B)
GLUE ALL AZEK TO AZEK JOINTS SUCK AS WINDOW SURROUNDS, LONG  AZEK PRODUCTS EXPAND AND CONTRACT WITH CHANGES N TEWPERATURE. @ T TN XTI OR St 100 SPECS S e STUGCO CLADDING TO @ DASHED LINE OF ROOF SLOPE BEYOND @ NEW POOL AND PATIO, VERIFY DESIGN WITH POOLILANDSCAPE DESIGNER @ PTD. COMPOSITE 1X8 DECK SKIRTING FOR ENTIRE HOUSE: Y
SEPARATION. PROPERLY FASTENING AZEK MATERIAL ALONG ITS ENTIRE LENGTH WILL MINIMIZE 1. INVESTIGATE AND REPLICATERESTORE HISTORIC STUCCO SIDING, Drawn By LEO/KBP
g PTD. BORAL CORNICE TRIM & OVERHANG, SEE DETAILS 18C, 18D /A500 PTD. BORAL CORNICE TRIM, SEE DETAILS 1A/A500 EXISTING MASONRY CHIMNEY TO REMAIN FROM THE EXTERIOR ONLY, PROVIDE @ PTD. BORAL CORNICE TRIM & OVERHANG, ROOF SHINGLES, AND TRIM DETAILS AS NECEASSRY. CONFER WITH
EXPANSION AND CONTRACTION. STRUCTURAL SUPPORT, PATCH/REPAIR AS REQD SEE DETAILS 18A.188 /A500 Scale AS NOTED
THE GLUE JOINT SHOULD BE SECURED WITH A FASTENER AND/OR : HISTORIC PRESERVATION STAFF BEFORE COMMENCING WORK ON ANY
FASTENED ON EACH SIDE OF THE JOINT TO ALLOW ADEQUATE BONDING  WHEN PROPERLY FASTENED, ALLOW 1/8" PER 18 FOOT OF AZEK PRODUCT FOR EXPANSION @ PTD. ALUM BOX GUTTER & ROUND DOWNSPOUT, TO MATCH EXISTING SEE ROOF PLAN @ o R ot S SE CPERATION @ PTD. 5/4X BORAL WINDOW/DOOR TRIM, TYP., SEE DETALLS, 5/A500 G D R P 0D TRM DETALS 10
TIME. AND CONTRACTION. JOINTS BETWEEN PIECES OF AZEK SHOULD BE GLUED TO ELIMINATE i 2 A Sheet Title
JOINT SEPARATION. SEE "GLUING" DIAGRAM BELOW, @ APPROX. LINE OF PROPOSED FOUNDATION/FOOTINGS BELOW, SEE FOUNDATION PLAN FOR @ PTD. 3-COAT CEMENTITIOUS STUCCO SIDING; MATCH EXG. TEXTUREIFINISH @ STAIRS TO GRADE, F.V. RISE AND RUN; COMPOSITE MATERIAL T8.5. RISERS :
A o s A WORKING TIME OF 10 MINUTES AND WILL BE FULLY MTERTOINT SCARF JOT AT ADDITIONAL INFO. AND TREADS, 14/A501 2. ALLWOOD TRIM (FRIEZE BOARDS, SOFFITS, WINDOW CASING, ECT.) TO
’ '\ }4 £ I £ @ D A o Y/ STUGCO CLADDING TO MATCH @ NEW MASONRY CHIVINEY TO MATCH EXISTING, SEE DETAIL 6/AS00 @ EXISTING STUCCO TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE INFO BE VINDSOR-ONE+ OR APPROVED EQ. PRIVE ALL END CUTS, AND REAR
IF STANDARD PVC CEMENTS ARE USED, KEEP IN MIND THESE PRODUCTS - ] ' :
TYPICALLY CURE QUICKLY WHICH WILL RESULT IN LIMITED WORKING TIME | APPLY AZEK ADHESIVE HERE @ NEW 5 HT STD. WOOD SOLID BOARD POOL FENGE AND GATE TO TIE INTO EX. PROPERTY FENCE @ NEW ROOF SHINGLES TO MATCH EXISTING @ EXISTING ROOF TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE INFO ELEVATION
AND MAY REDUCE ADHESIVE STRENGTH. AS SUCH THEY ARE NOT |
ACCEPTABLE.
- WHEN GAPS ARE GLUED ON A LONG RUN OF AZEK. ALLOW EXPANSION AND CONTRACTION @ NEW ALUM CLAD WOOD SDL DOORS & WINDOWS AS SCHEDULED @ NEW COMPOSITE DECK T8.S @ EXISTING TRIM TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE INFO
FOR BEST RESULTS, SURFACES TO BE GLUED SHOULD BE SMOOTH, SPACE AT ENDS OF THE RUN. } )
CLEAN AND IN COMPLETE CONTACT WITH EACH OTHER. @ PTD.36"HT PTD. WOOD GUARD RAIL PER IRC 201, 5.5 MATCH O EXG. 20D FLOOR RALING @ EXISTING STONE VENEER, REPAIR & REPOINT AS REQ. @ EXISTING WINDOW/DOOR TRIM TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE Sheet No.
INSTALL PER AZEK. INFO
TO BOND AZEK TO OTHER SUBSTRATES, VARIOUS ADHESIVES MAY BE : : ! : 2
g NEW STONE VENEER TO MATCH EXISTING, REUSE SALVAGED STONE IF TERRACED STONEIFLAGSTONE STEPS & STOOPS TO PATIO AT GRADE; SEE
4]  USED.CONSULT ADHESIVE MANUFACTURER TO DETERMINE SUITABILITY.  FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: VISIT WWW.AZEK.COM OR CALL 877-ASK-AZEK. @ NEW COMPOSITE RAIL SYSTEM, INTEXT, OR EQ. FOLLOW RC, 2018 @ POSSIBLE @ DETAIL 14/A500, 16/A500 A O
g :
g
g
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REPLACE EXG. WINDOWS PERMIT SET 11/05/2024
) WITH NEW PTD. WOOD SDL WINDOWS;
MATCH EXG. STYLE, OPERATION,
STICKING/PANELING, LIGHT DIVISION &
MUNTIN PROFILE
REPLACE EXG. WINDOWS WITH NEW CLAD-WOOD SDL
WINDOWS TO MATCH ADJACENT REPLACEMENT WINDOWS; 1 LEFT SIDE ELEVATION
MATCH EXG. STYLE, OPERATION, STICKING/PANELING, SCALE: 1a=1=0
LIGHT DIVISION & MUNTIN PROFILE
Issue Description Date
GTM Project No. 23.0639
INFILL OPENING OF EXG. WINDOW/DOOR TO BE REMOVED WITH STUCCO CLADDING TO : Checked B)
Skgé:%u/:‘zs!‘aé Ig sz\lfrHnglhéTKsA%L:'(ég I/\A/E "’I’VCI)NFI‘DR’OEV:// éﬁ?ﬁ%?m LONG AZEK PRODUCTS EXPAND AND CONTRACT WITH CHANGES IN TEMPERATURE. MATCH EXISTING EXTERIOR, SEE STUCCO SPECS SHEET 003 E:EJ::% y:fga‘::og_‘r{“@ﬁé;/%sgm'2;223;“5 EXTERIOR ONLY, PROVIDE FOR ENTIRE HOUSE: P Y LEO/KBP
: " 1. INVESTIGATE AND REPLICATE/RESTORE HISTORIC STUCCO SIDING, rawn By
SEPARATION. ::g:ﬁglg’\‘?;g%’gn?ggﬁglﬁTERlAL ALONG ITS ENTIRE LENGTH WILL MINIMIZE NEW POOL AND PATIO, VERIFY DESIGN WITH POOL/LANDSCAPE DESIGNER PTD. 5/4X BORAL WINDOW/DOOR TRIM, TYP., SEE DETAILS, 5/A500 ROOF SHINGLES, AND TRIM DETAILS AS NECEASSRY. CONFER WITH Scale AS NOTED
THE GLUE JOINT SHOULD BE SECURED WITH A FASTENER AND/OR HISTORIC PRESERVATION STAFF BEFORE COMMENCING WORK ON ANY
FASTENED ON EACH SIDE OF THE JOINT TO ALLOW ADEQUATE BONDING ~ WHEN PROPERLY FASTENED, ALLOW 1/8" PER 18 FOOT OF AZEK PRODUCT FOR EXPANSION f\L’giiggD‘;szf\égi“ RISE AND RUN; COMPOSITE MATERIAL T.8.5. RISERS EXISTING STUCCO TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE INFO EXISTING TRIM/SIDING. PROVIDE NEW PTD. WOOD TRIM DETAILS TO
TIME. AND CONTRACTION. JOINTS BETWEEN PIECES OF AZEK SHOULD BE GLUED TO ELIMINATE : “:SE%TOiX'ST'NG HISTORIC DETAILS AS CLOSELY AS POSSIBLE ON Sheet Title

EXISTING ROOF TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE INFO

JOINT SEPARATION. SEE "GLUING" DIAGRAM BELOW. NEW 5' HT STD. WOOD SOLID BOARD POOL FENCE AND GATE TO TIE INTO EX. PROPERTY FENCE

AZEK ADHESIVE HAS A WORKING TIME OF 10 MINUTES AND WILL BE FULLY

z 2. ALLWOOD TRIM (FRIEZE BOARDS, SOFFITS, WINDOW CASING, ECT) TO

CURED IN 24 HOURS. SO _
N ! Z L NEW ALUM GLAD WOOD SDL DOORS & WINDOWS AS SCHEDULED EXISTING TRIM TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE INFO Bt ﬂ'ﬂfﬁgﬁ'ﬁk‘ﬁﬁ &Ff: ?5223!?353&%% ALEND CUTS, AND LEFT SI DE
IF STANDARD PVC CEMENTS ARE USED, KEEP IN MIND THESE PRODUCTS E | :
. < | NEW ALUM CLAD WOOD SDL WINDOW TO REPLACE EXISTING. MATCH STYLE/OPERATION AND

TYPICALLY CURE QUICKLY WHICH WILL RESULT IN LIMITED WORKING TIME | APP LIGHT DIVISION. REPLACEMENT WINDOW TO FOLLOW IRC 2018 310.2.5 EXISTING WINDOW/DOOR TRIM TO REMAIN, SEE GENERAL NOTES FOR MORE INFO E LEVATIO N
AND MAY REDUCE ADHESIVE STRENGTH. AS SUCH THEY ARE NOT | APPLY AZEK ADHESIVE HERE : <
ACCEPTABLE.

NEW COMPOSITE RAIL SYSTEM, INTEXT, OR EQ. FOLLOW IRC, 2018 PTD. COMPOSITE 1X8 DECK SKIRTING

WHEN GAPS ARE GLUED ON A LONG RUN OF AZEK, ALLOW EXPANSION AND CONTRACTION
FOR BEST RESULTS, SURFACES TO BE GLUED SHOULD BE SMOOTH, SPACE AT ENDS OF THE RUN.
CLEAN AND IN COMPLETE CONTACT WITH EACH OTHER.

PTD. COMPOSITE DECKING Sheet No.

NEW LOCATION FOR ELECTRICAL METER - CONFIRM IN FIELD A 2 O 3

COPYRIGHT, 2024 GTM ARCHITECTS, INC.

NEW MASONRY CHIMNEY TO MATCH EXISTING; SEE DETAIL 6/A500
INSTALL PER AZEK.
TO BOND AZEK TO OTHER SUBSTRATES, VARIOUS ADHESIVES MAY BE

USED. CONSULT ADHESIVE MANUFACTURER TO DETERMINE SUITABILITY. FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: VISIT WWW.AZEK.COM OR CALL 877-ASK-AZEK. EXISTING STONE VENEER, REPAIR & REPOINT AS REQ.

SBDHODEOR
SHDHBORED
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WINDOWS PREVIOUSLY
APPROVED FOR
|REMOVAL

GTMARCHITECTS

7735 OLD GEORGETOWN ROAD
SUITE 700

BETHESDA, MD 20814
(240)333-2000

(240)333-2001 FAX
WWW.GTMARCHITECTS.COM

@
‘ y
4

Seal

WINDOW 7 EXTERIOR VIEW

WILLIAMS
RESIDENCE
"BRITT AND WILL
WILLIAMS
iy 0 WINDOWS PREVIOUSLY s 2300
& | .-._M_» ; . : APPROVED FOR Z:;:e:yBy LEO/KBP
™ REVCLOUDED DOOR & WINDOWS TO BE REPLACED WITH NEW R RELOCATION/REPLAGEMENT AR | A HOTED
" CLAD-WOOD SDL DOOR & WINDOWS TO MATCH t - T e
REPLACEMENT WINDOWS ON LEFT SIDE AND ADJACENT NEV/ | e ' L AR e il B
1 VINDOWS IN ADDITION; MATCH EXG. STYLE, OPERATION, = _ RS\ ATER DAMAGE AT BOTTOM OF DOOR
STICK‘I{NG/PANELIIDIGv LIEHT ZLV’IHSION AMUNTINPROFILE | i R . 3 AND ADJACENT FLOOR |

COPYRIGHT, 2024 GTM ARCHITECTS, INC.
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EXG. RETROFIT STORM
= WINDOW AT WINDOW 4
=/~ RENDERING IT INOPERABLE

iy

GTMARCHITECTS

7735 OLD GEORGETOWN ROAD
SUITE 700
BETHESDA, MD 20814

WWW.GTMARCHITECTS.COM

Consultant

REVCLOUDED DOORS & WINDOW TO BE REPLACED WITH NEW PTD. WOOD SDL DOORS & WINDO
TO MATCH REPLACEMENT WINDOWS ON LEFT SIDE AND ADJACENT NEW WINDOWS IN ADDITION;

MATCH EXG. STYLE, OPERATION, STICKING/PANELING, LIGHT DIVISION & MUNTIN PROFILE ,f,,!
WILLIAMS
RESIDENCE
"BRITT AND WILL
WILLIAMS
DOOR 1 INTERIOR VIEW
DAYLIGHT VISIBLE THROUGH
CRACKS IN PANEL OF DOOR 2 _
7 EXTERIOR VIEW OF B Dscrpn e
DAYLIGHT VISIBLE THROUGH 6TM Projoct Mo .
CRACKS IN PANEL OF DOOR 2 SCREEN DOOR @ DOOR 2 708
Drawn By LEO/KBP
Scale AS NOTED
DOORS 1 & 2 ARE OBSCURED BY EXG. SCREEN DOORS AND NOT READILY VISIBLE, DOOR 2 HAS VISIBLE DAYLGIHT SHOWING THROUGH THE CRACKS IN THE WOOD PANEL. | DON'T BELIEVE THERE IS SUFFICIENT Sheet Tile

THICKNESS TO THAT PANEL GIVEN THE DOOR DESIGN THAT THIS ISSUE WOULD NOT REOCCUR WITH A REPLACEMENT PANEL MADE OF NEW GROWTH WOOD MORE LIKELY TO CUP/WARP/CRACK. WINDOW 4 HAS
A RETROFIT CLAD OR VINLY STORM WINDOW INSTALLED ON EXTERIOR RENDERING IT INOPERABLE. WE'D LIKE TO REPLACE THESE UNITS WITH NEW ENERGY-EFFICIENT PTD. WOOD SLD UNITS THAT MATCH THE
EXISTING UNITS AS CLOSELY AS POSSIBLE TO MAINTAIN THE LOOK/AESTHETICS FROM THE EXTERIOR WHILE ALSO PROVIDING A HIGHER DEGREE OF AIR'WEATHERSEALING FOR ENERGY-EFFICIENCY,

FUNCTIONALITY/USEABILITY, AND COMFORT. et

YRIGHT, 2024 GTM ARCHITECTS, INC.
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1
\

WINDOW 5 EXTERIOR VIEW

WINDOWS 5 & 6 ARE NOT READILY VISIBLE, DOOR 2 HAS VISIBLE DAYLGIHT SHOWING THROUGH THE CRACKS IN THE WOOD PANEL. WE'D LIKE TO REPLACE THESE
UNITS WITH NEW ENERGY-EFFICIENT PTD. WOOD SLD UNITS THAT MATCH THE EXISTING UNITS AS CLOSELY AS POSSIBLE TO MAINTAIN THE LOOK/AESTHETICS FROM
THE EXTERIOR WHILE ALSO PROVIDING A HIGHER DEGREE OF AIR/WEATHERSEALING FOR ENERGY-EFFICIENCY, FUNCTIONALITY/USEABILITY, AND COMFORT.

GTMARCHITECTS

7735 OLD GEORGETOWN ROAD
SUITE 700
BETHESDA, MD 20814

WWW.GTMARCHITECTS.COM

Consultant

Project

WILLIAMS
RESIDENCE

102 E KIRKE STREET, CHEVY CHASE MD

Owner

BRITT AND WILL
WILLIAMS

Developer

PERMIT SET 11/05/2024

Issue Description Date

GTM Project No. 23.0639
Checked By

Drawn By LEO/KBP
Scale AS NOTED

Sheet Title

Sheet No.

YRIGHT, 2024 GTM ARCHITECTS, INC.
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SIERRA  All-Wood

PACIFIC

WINDOWS

Tilt Double Hung Windows

Head & Sill Details
Page 1 of 8

Drawn to Full Scale
Printed Scale 4" =1

@ s *JAMB EXTENSION MAY BE APPLIED WITH STAINLESS STEEL 18 (1/4) x 1-1/4" STAPLE.
rxawzpifnsy BRAD NAILS, 17 or 1 %" T-NAILS OR SCREWS (PRE-DRILL AND COUNTERSINKING REQUIRED WHEN USING SCREWS).

=
18x 1" T-NAIL

[—
114" T-NAIL

—_—
16 x 1 1/4" BRAD

18x11/4" STAPLE

BASIC UNIT HEIGHT + 1 1/2"

BASIC UNIT HEIGHT + 2 5/8"

BRICK MOULD UNIT WITH STANDARD SILL NOSING
BRICK MOULD UNIT WITH 2" SILL NOSING

' 59/16"
49/16" |
| JAMB DEPTH
© g Y
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- |
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— O ™
EXTERIOR H\ %é R
138"\ N o
1 I i N
e |
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9%
jun]
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Q
Z
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5 N g
g © .
" s b
g —2 3/16" — T 3
T 3 < o
©0 | % ¥
3 - — w E
z o | N 2
o S$3|3 B o5
Rk RSN S B
e T At o 503
(:5 | ! l ) 1"
O . 1 O]
s S w Zz
) N Z
2 o f
= ES
Z N z
E n =) 5
o% o >
= < 9] O
I3 || < x
0o N @
—
> OPTIONAL FINGER LIFT
a é z 5 - BOTTOM RAIL ONLY
gl o u = g
5|3 ©98 \ .
o w N
2 2 &
ES ' g
—
T o5
& © o
g o o s
@ 5 g P .
o~ \\i) > ™
| > - | '
| ! — T
. 41/16" :
g

N
ﬂ 2" Optional Sill Nosing

6 9/16

" Jamb

7 5/8"

FULL SCREEN

OR
HALF SCREEN

JAMB DEPTH

I
|
[ 6 9/16"

ettt

6 9/16"

JAMB DEPTH

77/8"
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59/16"

()
S

\t":.’z, SIERRA All-Wood Page 2 of 8

&
e o< PA | Fl . . Drawn to Full %calg
WW,NDSWS C Tilt Double Hung Windows Printed Scale 4°= 1

Jamb Details

ROUGH OPENING WIDTH = BASIC UNIT WIDTH + 3/4"

3/8"— ——— BASIC UNIT SIZE = GLASS SIZE + 5 1/2" ——— o |—3/8" 6 9/16" Jamb
DAY LIGHT OPENING WIDTH = 3 14" |
GLASS SIZE - 13/16"
S z
—15/16" |—— 9 g —I 156" — o i
111/16" (= " E 13/16" g 2
©
S
11/16" L L <
T
: | | '
©Fu — =
—
Sa.0 13/16" |
s Y i L
L F | | |
S Iy — 15/16" |—
- HALF SCREEN

P
EXTERIOR L_(TYP)_d 3
—

——49/16"

 RN\gEme R ON | e
,

BRICK MOULD UNIT SIZE = BASIC UNIT SIZE + 2 5/8"

GLAZING OPTIONS

Single & Dual Insulated Glass available in operating and fixed units.
Grille in Airspace

5/8" X 3/16" ORIGINAL 11/16" X 5/16" CONTOURED 1" X 5/16" CONTOURED

[ = — — |

HDL, Surrond and KD Grille Bar Chart

0.260" Exterior 5/8" 7/8" 1" 1" Putty 1-1/4" on
Wood Bar Height 1/4"
/8" 3/16" /4" A= 14"
= N e M~ N A~ N~ N
0.260" Interior '@ ) N~ > > N X \vy K
Wood Bar Height 3/16"x 1/2" L_3/16"x5/8" L—3/16"x5/8" L—3/16"x5/8" L 3/16"x 314" — 3/16"x 5/8" 3/16" x 5/8" 7/16" INTERIOR
Spacer Bar  |nternal Spacer  Internal Spacer Internal Spacer Internal Spacer Internal Spacer SURROUND GRILLE

PLEASE NOTE: STANDARD INTERNAL SPACER COLOR IS MILL FINISH
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INDOWS

All-Wood

!Eg Eﬁ; Tilt Double Hung Windows with Sill Nosing

& No Brickmould

Head & Sill Details
Page 1 of 8

Drawn to Full Scale
Printed Scale 4" =1'

ROUGH OPENING HEIGHT

49/16"
JAMB DEPTH
9 Ry
d -
o ; —
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—
Wil
" \ =
13/8 N :
—2 3/16"—
gHLIN 5
85 — o
& o Q L:{:J
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P N =
B -}
(G]
)
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m
! 41/16" 2,

2 3/16"—
5/32" — |—

ROUGH IOPENING WIDTH

NIy [ICIY
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Z% SIERRA  All-Wood
o 5.'3\3833':'(: Tilt Double Hung Windows w/ NO Brickmould

-

't

%

»

Jamb Details
Drawn to Full Scale
Printed Scale 4" =1'

GLASS SIZE - 13/16"

ROUGH OPENING WIDTH = BASIC UNIT WIDTH + 3/4"
3/8" BASIC UNIT SIZE = GLASS SIZE +5 1/2" ——— 3/8"
DAY LIGHT OPENING WIDTH = __| 3 1/4"

) 7/8"
mk
T 111/16" ~E :
5 =~ |,
o W 11/16" N -\
NG @ | [
< —] ~
NN £,
| —
~
HE=Ac
FULL SCREEN

7/8" Traditional 7/8" Putty

INTERIOR EXTERIOR ¥
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