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PROJECT: 7201 Wisconsin Avenue 
    
DATE:  July 22, 2026 

 
Attendance:  
 
Panel  
David Lieb 
Sandeep Walia 
Robert Sponseller  
Paul Mortensen, Ex-Officio 
 
Staff 
Robert Kronenberg, Deputy Director 
Stephanie Dickel, Regulatory Supervisor West County Planning  
Sandra Pereira, Urban Design Supervisor, Design, Placemaking, and Policy (DPP) Division 
Grace Bogdan, Planner IV, DPP 
Tsaiquan Gatling, Planner III, West County 
Natasha Fahim, Planner III, DPP 
 
Applicant Team 
Pat Harris, Lerch Early 
Jack Kane, Pinkard Group 
Chris Huffer, SK&I 
Yavuz Goncu, SK&I 
Marius Radulescu, SK&I 
Ian Duke, VIKA 
 
Discussion Points:  
 
Staff: This is a site plan level presentation to the DAP with an anticipated expedited review 
process. This review will focus on responses to comments from the conceptual stage, 
articulation, architectural materials, and determination of design excellence points.  
 
 
Panel: 
 
General 
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 Can you walk through the materials on the tower? 
o Applicant Response: Brick is only at the base, we have some metal panel and 

shoulders inside the base that repeat throughout the tower, creating an element 
framing on the tower with a horizontal break. We do have spandrel panels, metal, 
with a shimmery finish to create shadow lines. 

o And how are you doing the balconies? Concrete? You think it will really be 
curved? 

o Yes concrete, and we are hoping it will be curved but need to finalize. 
o I think the massing is quite nice, my only question is the pattern of the windows 

and balconies in the lower levels, I’m not sure what the answer is, open frame 
verse recessed balconies? But overall, I like it, so I don’t want to mince words or 
nitpick.  

o One thing that struck me is that from the south it does look like a small building 
but as you move forward it grows. 

o Yes, its beautiful. I don’t want to nitpick. The base is nice and not overly done,. 
Its pretty well woven together. My only small takeaway is I wish there were more 
vertical panels wrapping the lower volume but that’s my opinion.  

 Overall, I think it looks terrific. For the south view, I agree with what Robert is saying 
about the balconies not feeling completely at ease with the vertical elements of the 
façade. What I like most is the horizontal emphasis and wondering if the metal panels 
and vertical elements they create don’t detract from the horizontal emphasis. If you 
narrowed them down it may help to resolve the issue with the balcony and window 
pattern? 

 The rear view with the four floors creates a much more vertical emphasis. The mix on 
the front appealed to me much more. I like the lighter color façade you chose to go with 
and will be very attractive for Bethesda.  

 
Streetscape & Public Realm 

 Could you walk me through the design of the streetscape and the alley courtyard in 
plan? Are the renderings matching the plan? I’m having a hard time.  

o Applicant Response: We do not have an extensive design on the courtyard, but we 
have a plan to meet the 35% green cover. There is a green roof over the loading 
bay and then a courtyard at grade that will be designed as we move forward that 
will have access to the bike room. There will be a dog relief area and green cover 
at the end of the alley. For the streetscape on Wisconsin Avenue, we introduced 
more green space closer to the building and lobby entrance and retail/amenity to 
the north. On Willow Lane we are pushing the building back to allow the canopy 
corridor. With the second row of trees on each frontage, we are trying to create 
pockets of outdoor space between the retail areas with a soft look. 

o Is the long green area intended as is or will it be broken up with paving? 
o Currently it’s proposed as continuous. 

 I think the building looks very nice as others have said. I’m just not getting enough 
information on the alley and public realm to really be able to say.  

o Applicant Response: The alley is not friendly currently; we did not render that 
because it is not in the public realm. 
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o Is it a public or private alley? 
o It’s private, and it will be more friendly in the future but will remain private. 
o (staff) Is this intended as public open space? 
o No, this will only be an amenity for the residents. 
o Things that are going to be visible from the public realm should be softened and 

articulated. Particularly the garage door could be less flat. 
 I think the species for the second row of trees is important, so they have a high 

clearance. The benches that you show seem a little close to the curb.  
 You mentioned that the program will dictate what that area along Wisconsin Avenue 

will have, and currently there is a lot of grass which is odd. Wisconsin Avenue will have 
a lot of paving and I hope the green you are showing isn’t necessary to achieve your 
green cover.  

o Applicant Response: Yes, this is not final and we hear you. 
o And if the space to the north will truly succeed the grass should be removed. 

 (staff) Is there anything you can suggest to replace the grassy area that will still achieve 
a green softening but allow for more paving? 

o Planters will definitely provide more green. 
 (staff) The applicant has already met with the public art panel for the decommissioning 

of the art at the corner and they have approved the removal.  
o So, will the art be relocated? 
o (staff) The Applicant needs to contact the artist to determine if the family would 

like the art or if there are locations nearby where the art can be relocated.  
o Our priority is to relocate, and we have a number of steps we have to go through, 

but if relocation is not possible it gets decommissioned, hopefully we do not have 
to do that.  

o It’s a very site specific, large, piece. It’s not a requirement for the approval, right? 
o Applicant Response: No, it is not.  

 I think the response to our original comments regarding the massing and how it has 
been refined deserves the 20 points requested.  

 Yes, I am very pleased and when you look at it all together it looks relatively simple and 
it has a cohesiveness to it that other buildings are missing. I support the 20 points 
requested. 

 There are still some minor details to resolve but given the process we went through it is 
one of the more successful projects I’ve seen. 

 I appreciate the detail particularly on the top structure and I believe it does a good job.  
I hope to look for the public realm to be finalized through the regulatory process. 

 
Panel Recommendations:  
The Panel voted in support (4-0) of 20 design excellence points for the Project, with final 
review of streetscape and improvements to the alley that are visible from the public realm to 
be reviewed by Staff during regulatory review of the Project.  


