Bethesda Downtown Design Advisory Panel

Meeting Minutes
PROJECT: 4861 Battery Lane

DATE: June 24, 2026

Attendance:

Panel

Yulia Beltikova

David Lieb

John Tschiderer

Robert Sponseller

Paul Mortensen, Ex-officio

Staff

Atul Sharma, Chief, Design, Placemaking, and Policy Division
Grace Bogdan, Planner IV, DPP

Adam Bossi, Planner lll, West County Planning

Meghan Flynn, Planner I, West County Planning

Natasha Fahim, Planner Ill, DPP

Darcy Buckley, Parks Planner

Applicant Team

Chris Ruhlen - Attorney, Lerch Early

Faik Tugberk - Architect, Architects Collaborative
Chong Cho - Architect, Architects Collaborative
Andrew Kossow - Kossow Management

Michael Miller - Gelman

Josh Sloan - Vika

lan Duke - Engineer, Vika

Discussion Points:

Staff: This is the second site plan presentation to the DAP. The review will focus on response to
first round commentsincluding refinement of the Battery Lane frontage and the through block
connection at the rear of the Property. One member of the public was in attendance with
comments relating to project affordability that the Applicant will be prepared to answer at the

Planning Board.
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Panel:

General

e The sculptural columns are a good addition as well as the lighting and materials.

e The materials are well chosen and restrained. The simple palette, specifically the
masonry, ties well into the surrounding buildings. Where is the granite used in the
elevations?

o Applicant Response: On the base of the elevations.
o White panels get dirty very easily, so maintenance will be key.

¢ | had concerns with the overhang but | am pleased with the improvements to lighting
and the columns.

e | agree, the improvements are nice. Please be careful with plant selection under the
canopy that grow well in shade and provides proper irrigation.

e |still think the front entrance to the lobby from Battery Lane feels like an afterthought
but | understand you need to have two entrances.

e The drop-off will be used more for visitors, but the main entrance will likely be used
more by residents.

e The biggest concern is the rear through block connection, but | appreciate the plan to
coordinate with the National Institute of Health (NIH) to cut the understory.

e | agree the material palette is restrained and represents the vernacular in Bethesda. |
think the transition from metal to brick will need to be thought through, perhaps
refining the proportions.

o Applicant Response: We took a look at the Strathmore project for precedent.

Panel Recommendations:
The Panel voted (4-0) in support for 20 design excellence points for the Project.
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Bethesda Downtown Design Advisory Panel
Meeting Minutes

PROJECT: 7475 Wisconsin Avenue

DATE: June 24, 2026

Attendance:

Panel

Yulia Beltikova

David Lieb

John Tschiderer

Robert Sponseller

Paul Mortensen, Ex-officio

Staff

Atul Sharma, Chief, Design, Placemaking, and Policy Division

Sandra Pereira, Urban Design Supervisor, Design, Placemaking, and Policy (DPP) Division
Adam Bossi, Planner lll, West County Planning

Meghan Flynn, Planner I, West County Planning

Natasha Fahim, Planner Ill, DPP

Darcy Buckley, Parks Planner

Applicant Team

Matt Gordon - Attorney, Selzer Gurvitch
Nick Gordon - Developer, MRP Realty
Chris Huffer - Architect, SK&

Liam Butt - Architect, SK&!

Discussion Points:

Staff: This is the second site plan presentation to the DAP. The review will focus on response to
first round comments including refinement of the metro entrance and base of the building.
There are no members of the public present at the meeting.

Panel:

General
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e Overall, the base is very well articulated, and the southwest Wisconsin corner
articulation is improved as well.

e Isthe orange material metal panel or ceramic?

o Applicant Response: It is metal.

e The glass corner feels slightly discordant, a little too different from the rest of the
facade. The vertical piers could be added to the portion of glass above the party wall

o Applicant Response: We will look into the feasibility of incorporating the vertical
piers.

e | like the prominent location and how this building is anchoring such an important
corner. The top has a huge mechanical equipment screening, could this be more iconic
at the roof level? Are you maximizing the height?

o Applicant Response: The maximum height is 175 feet and we are building up to
that, the property is split zoned. The penthouse is already 30 feet tall, we cannot
add more programming to that. This is the only Bethesda project with financing in
place to move forward in the next year.

Panel Recommendations:
The Panel voted in support of 20 design excellence points for the Project.
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