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Historical Commission Meeting Minutes 
February 27, 2017 

              

Members present:  
Christian Busch, Gerry Fisher, Michael James, Melanie Piltch 
 
Members absent:  
Bruce Gillespie, Karen Nagel, Miriam Camitta, Jason Lewis 
 
Staff present:  
Greg Prichard, Dale Frens, Chris Leswing (partial) 

 
Mr. Busch brought the meeting to order at 4:03 p.m. 
 
 
2017-R-2 : 298 Tower Lane, Penn Valley – Class 2 

Proposal to install an above-ground pool and deck adjoining the historic resource and an addition 

built in 2009-10. 

 

Mr. Frens read Ms. Nagel’s historical summary. The historic structure was a carriage house from 

Percival Roberts’ Penshurst estate.  

 

Mr. Frens noted that the renderings provided were somewhat confusing given the juxtaposition of 

the 2009 addition and the original structure. He provided an aerial perspective view to clarify. He 

gave his opinion that the application is a rather ingenious solution to solving the aesthetic concerns 

of an above-ground pool and an elevated wood deck. From nearby properties, the wall surrounding 

the pool would have the appearance of a stone garden wall. He said the application was appropriate 

under Standard 10, pending the Commission’s review of the stone veneer and railing materials. 

 

The Commission was joined by Gary King of the Burpee Group. He described the pool as a gunite 

structure, and said the goal of the stone veneer would be to match the existing house. He described 

the railings as black aluminum, the coping as bluestone, and the finish of the pool as dark pebble 

sheen. The deck would not fasten to the structure; it would be freestanding. 

 

Mr. Busch made a motion: The Historical Commission recommends approval of the 

application as submitted for an above ground pool with veneered stone walls and a 
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composite deck with painted metal railings. The new construction will not fasten to the 

existing historic resource. A record set of drawings is to be submitted for review by staff.  

 

Seconded by Ms. Piltch, the motion carried. 

 

 
2017-R-3 : 1862 Aloha Lane, Gladwyne – Class 2 

 

A proposal to replace all windows in a carriage house on the former “Aloha” estate property. 

 

Mr. Frens read Ms. Nagel’s property history summary. The carriage house was part of Howard 

Wood, Jr.’s “Aloha” or “Linden Farm” estate. T. Mitchell Hastings was the architect, and it was 

designed in 1914.  

 

Mr. Frens noted that the main resource on the property, a very large stone house, was demolished 

and replaced. The proposal is for the replacement of existing casement and double hung wood 

windows in the carriage house with metal clad, simulated divided light windows with matching 

muntin configurations. Mr. Frens found the application appropriate under Standards 9 and 10 based 

on that description of the material, subject to seeing final shop drawings of the impact of the glazed 

area of the windows, and recommended that the opening not be reduced by more than 1.5 inches.  

 

Mr. Busch expressed concern about proposed capping and how the windows are to be installed in 

the walls. He said that applications involving window replacements often do not give enough 

information and requested a meeting with Township staff to resolve the need to receive adequate 

information from applicants. Mr. Frens suggested establishing a checklist for these situations.  

 

The Commission was joined by Matt Haber of Pella Windows and Barbara Smit, property owner.  

 

Ms. Piltch asked the applicant to clarify if the proposed windows had interior grilles or simulated 

divided lights. Mr. Haber responded that the proposed windows would have removable interior 

grilles, due to cost considerations. He said that the look and profile would be similar; Ms. Piltch 

disagreed. Mr. Busch emphasized that the Commission has never approved replacement windows 

without exterior muntins.  

 

Mr. Haber stated that the carriage house is not visible from any public road.  

 

Mr. Busch said that information that would make the application complete would include what 

portions of frames or trim would be retained, what the reduction of glazed area would be (if any), or 

whether full-frame or sash-pack replacements were being proposed.  
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Mr. Haber began to describe the replacements on each elevation. He described aluminum capping 

that would cover trim and be caulked to the stonework, which Mr. Busch said had never before 

been approved by the Commission. All instances of triple casement windows would be replaced 

with twin double hung windows. Ms. Smit said that she suspects the casements are not original, and 

that they are not currently operational. Mr. Busch said that the porch (which has all casements) may 

well be an addition, though it was common for porches to have differing fenestration from the main 

section of the structure.  

 

Ms. Fisher said she would like to see more detailed photographs showing the deterioration 

described. Mr. Busch reiterated the need for more information about the change in window area.  

 

Mr. James and Mr. Busch asked for typical cross-sections of the proposed replacements and for 

details on the capping of the existing trim.  

 

Mr. Frens asked Mr. Haber to clarify that the existing brickmould would be panned, which he 

confirmed. He asked if a profile could be used for a less plain moulding appearance. Mr. Haber said 

such a modification could be made. 

 

Mr. Busch expressed concern about the method of attaching panning and the possibility of future 

deterioration, and asked for more details about how the panning would attach to existing trim. 

 

Mr. Busch made a motion: The Historical Commission moves to table the application due to 

incomplete information. The application can be updated and re-submitted by the applicant 

in time for the next regular meeting. 

 

Seconded by Ms. Fisher, the motion carried.  

 
 
2017-R-4 : 227 Ivy Lane, Haverford – Class 2 

 

A proposal to make several modifications to a Tudor-style building, including new entry portico, 

replacement sunroom windows, new kitchen addition, and new attached two-car garage. 

 

Mr. Frens read Ms. Nagel’s background information on the property. It was built in 1928 from plans 

by William Woodburn Potter, architect.  

 

Peter Archer, architect from Archer & Buchanan Architecture, joined the Commission. 

 

Mr. Frens commented on the various aspects of the proposal one at a time, starting with the 

relocation and extension of the driveway. The new driveway would run alongside the property’s 

south edge. He said the relocation would reduce cars in front of the house, add two guest parking 

spaces, and include a new brick wall at the front of the house. Mr. Archer emphasized that the front 
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lawn would return as a result of the relocation of the driveway. Mr. Frens and Mr. Busch 

commented on how the proposed scheme was favorable to the current location.  

 

The next item is the replacement of two overhead garage doors with a single, wider garage door and 

a new man door. Mr. Frens said the impact on the house would be negligible. Mr. Busch 

commented that the style of the proposed garage doors was consistent with the home’s architecture.  

 

The next item is the expansion of the kitchen approx. 12 ft. as a single-story hyphen connecting to a 

two-car attached garage with a room above. The hyphen would be capped with a standing seam 

metal roof with skylights. Mr. Frens commented that the addition’s resemblance to existing building 

forms and materials reduces its impact, despite its large size. Also, the garage is separate from the 

main house by the hyphen, preserving the original volume of the house. Mr. Busch requested that 

the record set clarify that the space above the garage is not an apartment. 

 

The new entrance portico was described next. Mr. Frens stated that the proposed addition would 

reflect the roof form and timbering of the existing front façade. Mr. Frens noted that the design of 

the entry was in conflict with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, yet he found that the design 

was made successfully.  

 

Replacement windows in the sunroom were the next changes to be discussed. Vinyl replacement 

windows are to be replaced with new metal clad wood windows. Mr. Frens said the change in 

materials was welcome. However, the windows and door would differ from the current (which 

evidently match the original architect’s intent) in proportions and number of muntins. Mr. Frens 

noted that similar vinyl windows have replaced formerly metal windows elsewhere in the house, and 

Mr. Archer asked the Commission to consider the replacement of these additional vinyl windows 

with new metal clad wood windows. Mr. Frens noted that the size and proportions of the transoms 

in the sunroom would change, and that the tops of the door’s muntins would be Gothic arches. Mr. 

Frens said that the new material would be a significant upgrade and the changes would be 

appropriate in his opinion. Mr. Archer defended the change of the sunroom window lights. The 

Commission argued that the transom proportions were likely intended to be different from the 

proportions of the main windows below.  

 

Mr. Frens next described the breezeway connecting the house with the new garage, the perimeter 

brick wall at the southwest corner of the house, and the enlargement of a terrace at the northwest 

side. The materials would continue the brick and stone vocabulary of existing site walls and paving.  

 

Mr. Archer mentioned that two light tubes would be installed on the transverse gable at the rear of 

the house. Mr. Busch asked that specifications be submitted for review.  

 

Mr. Archer gave more detail on the windows to be replaced. All vinyl windows would be changed; 

diamond leaded glass and original metal windows would not be touched. Windows are proposed to 
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have restoration glass with 5/8” muntins. He also said that several historic light fixtures would be 

reproduced in-kind.  

 

Mr. Busch made a motion to recommend approval of the submittal with the following 

clarifications:  

 

1) Alterations to the entrance driveway, removal of paving and new paving in new 

configurations are recommended for approval. 

2) Modifications to the east terrace including an extension and added walls and hard 

paving are recommended for approval, with details to be reviewed by a 

subcommittee.  

3) Extension of the existing kitchen and the creation of an enclosed breezeway with 

copper roofing and Velux copper skylight is recommended for approval. 

4) Addition of a two story garage with craft room above is recommended for approval, 

with garage doors, man door, dormers, and brick and stucco as shown. Roofing to 

match existing. The Commission encourages the applicant to alter the connection 

between the dormer faces that extend through the eave. 

5) The addition of a gable to the front entrance portico and its supporting timber 

framing are recommended for approval. 

6) Replacement of windows with a two-light transoms to replace four-light transoms is 

denied, with a zero-day delay. Replacement sunroom door as proposed is 

recommended for approval. 

7) Replacement of vinyl windows on the first and second floors to be tabled until 

additional information is submitted by the applicant for review by a subcommittee. 

8) The sun tubes proposed for the rear gable section are recommended for approval, 

with details and photographs of existing conditions to be submitted to the 

subcommittee at the time the window details will be reviewed.  

9) The dormer above the garage to match the later south-facing dormer on the same 

end of the house recommended for approval.  

 

Seconded by Mr. James, the motion carried. 

 

Mr. Busch, Mr. James, and Ms. Piltch volunteered to serve on the subcommittee. 

 

 

2016-R-25 : 330 Gypsy Lane, Wynnewood – Class 2 

 

A proposal to make amendments to previous applications. Current application would remove 

previously unapproved modifications, remove a rear bluestone patio, convert a circular front 

driveway to a gravel path, and proceed with an addition on the rear of the ca. 2004 attached garage. 
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Mr. Frens gave his overview of the proposal, which was written by Carol Quigley. She found the 

removal of the bluestone terrace and retention of the brick garden wall to have no impact. 

Regarding the reconstruction of the portico roof, the traditional form of the pergola-style design is 

found to be appropriate to the home’s architecture. The reconstruction of the two rear parapet 

walls, with redirection of rainwater to side downspouts is an appropriate restoration, if the joint 

width, profile, and color is to match existing. The removal of brick veneer on front and rear dormers 

and a side garage gable and the installation of horizontal cement siding is appropriate as long as the 

siding is installed on the same plane as the brick veneer; if the plane will differ, the siding would 

have to be packed out. The proposed replacement of the front circular driveway with a pervious 

walkway with Belgian block curb is appropriate to the character of the resource. In total, the 

application is found to be appropriate under Standards 6, 9 and 10.  

 

The Commission was joined by George Broseman, attorney for the applicants, Jean Wolf of Wolf 

Preservation Planning, and Ruthie Embry, architect from Atkin Olshin Schade.  

 

Mr. Broseman described the applicant’s intent to adhere to the Commission’s prior comments and 

recommendations.  

 

Mr. James asked what the material on the underside of the pergola would be. Ms. Embry replied that 

it would be a painted tongue-in-groove exposed wood board. 

 

Ms. Piltch asked about the design of the proposed pergola pillar capitals. Ms. Embry replied that 

there are flared elements elsewhere on the residence, though there are not capitals resembling it 

precisely. Mr. James said that these elements would work as a transitional element. 

 

Ms. Piltch asked how water would be shed off of the pergola roof. Ms. Embry replied that it was a 

low sloping roof.  

 

Mr. Busch asked about the roof’s connection to the existing brick wall. Ms. Embry said that it had 

not been decided, though there would likely be a ledger. Mr. Busch requested clarification on this 

detail in the future. Mr. Busch said he found the pergola reconstruction to be a sympathetic solution.  

 

Regarding the parapets, the Commission discussed the use of the limestone scupper and how water 

would be released.  

 

The dormer cladding was discussed next, and Mr. Busch asked for clarification on Mr. Frens’ 

question as to the depth of the proposed cladding.  

 

Regarding the removal of impervious coverage, Mr. Broseman pointed out that two smaller paved 

areas would also be removed, one on the front and one on the rear of the residence. He stated that 

the fountain at the center of the driveway circle would remain. 
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Public Comment 

 

 Tony Lame, President of the Wynnewood Civic Association, asked if it was the 

Commission’s understanding that the gravel driveway would be used for vehicular traffic or 

parking. Mr. Broseman said that the driveway was only six feet wide and would be for 

pedestrian use only. Ms. Embry stated that there would also only be a six-foot wide opening 

in the Belgian block curb. Mr. Lame expressed his concern that this area would still be used 

for parking. Mr. Busch recommended that if in the future neighbors see the area being used 

for parking that they bring it to the Township’s attention. Mr. Lame suggested that all other 

changes proposed be made and verified by Township staff before the property owner could 

move forward with the addition. Mr. Leswing asserted that the Township can withhold a 

Certificate of Occupancy until all work is complete.  

 David Johnston, of 324 Gypsy Lane, asked the Commission to deny the proposal. He said 

he did not agree that the proposed changes meet the goals and intent of the Historical 

Commission. He pointed out the contributions made to the discussion by neighbors, and 

doubted the completeness of the applicant’s list of changes they made to the property 

starting in 2005.  

 Kate Johnston, of 324 Gypsy Lane, commented that the number and extent of changes has 

altered the historic resource beyond recognition. She suggested other solutions to the 

impervious surface concerns, including re-routing the driveway to Montgomery Avenue.  

 

Responding to a question from Ms. Fisher about the possibility of upgrading the class of the historic 

property, Mr. Broseman stated that the applicant is likely going to rescind the conditional use 

application, which would have created a façade easement.  

 

Mr. Busch made a motion to recommend approval of the modifications for impervious surface 

coverage, including removal and modification of the driveway with retention of the fountain 

and circular path, which will be limited to pedestrian use only.  

 

Modification of the rear patio, including removal of bluestone paving (but retention of the 

existing walls) is recommended for approval, as is removal of the pervious areas outside the 

basement level of the older addition the front living room.  

 

The pergola reconstruction is approved as proposed, with details to be submitted to staff for 

approval. Should staff not agree with the documents submitted, the applicant may return to 

the full Commission for regular review. Further, the Commission will allow for alternative 

elements in the pergola, including differently shaped beam ends, girder beam or vine strip 

elements. Details of the connections between the beams and the wall and of the supporting 

columns’ capitals to be provided to staff. The pergola’s materials should be painted wood. 
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Reconstruction of the two parapets on the flat-roofed rear sections, including copings and 

additional brick is approved, with pointing to match existing. Details of the crenellated 

scupper to be resolved by a subcommittee and the applicant at their convenience, but prior 

to the start of construction. The Commission recommends that the applicant provide a 

minimum of two avenues for water to escape the enclosed flat roofed areas, through a 

combination of drains and scuppers.  

 

The Commission recommends approval of the removal of all brick siding on dormers and 

walls and replacement of such with painted cementitious lapped siding as proposed in the 

areas noted on the drawings. 

 

As previously recommended, the Commission recommends for approval the addition as 

shown in the 12/28 submission, noting that the applicant has through subsequent meetings 

on site and public meetings revised the design to a point where the Commission believes it 

is sympathetic to the existing architecture and notes that the addition attaches to the 2005 

additions, therefore not impacting the original historic fabric of the house, and is at a lower 

elevation than the historic portion. The approval of the addition is conditional upon 

completion of the items listed above to the satisfaction of the township.   

 

Staff to review all detail documents prior to approval of construction.  

 

Seconded by Ms. Fisher, the motion carried. 

 

 

2017-R-5 : 742 Argyle Road, Wynnewood – Torah Academy – Class 2 

 

Proposal includes a two-story addition to the northwest corner of the historic school building, 

replacement of all windows in the school, new lighting, new fencing to surround the property, and 

enclosure of the disused “ceremonial” front entrance (facing Argyle Rd.) with recessed windows.  

 

Mr. Frens summarized the five components of the proposal. The entrance addition has been refined 

since it had been shown informally in December, 2016. He finds that it very successfully interacts 

with the historic structure. The proposed dumpster enclosure would be the wood option. Perimeter 

fencing is appropriate for the school and the neighborhood, but it is extensive. Additional details on 

the windows will be necessary to make a complete evaluation. The in-fill of the former front 

entrance will consist of windows to match others on the first floor with brick bulkheads and a 

granite water table. The in-fill would be recessed to allow the sides of the original entrance piers to 

be exposed, and the stairs leading to the former entrance would be retained.  

 

The Commission was joined by Isaac Entin, Head of School, Building Committee Chair Sara Bleier, 

and architects Michael Kelly and Kurt Kroszner. 
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The question of windows was discussed. The school is currently considering a few options including 

awning-type vs. double-hung sash, simulating the appearance of double-hung sashes vs. functional 

sash, etc. Options are being considered due to the high cost of the replacement of many large 

windows. 

 

Mr. Kroszner described the materials to be used on the addition: The base would be brick capped 

with limestone and metal panels above. The signage would be aluminum pin-mounted letters; 

lighting for the signage is still undetermined.  

 

The proposed fence would be a continuation of a fence currently found around the playground, with 

an opening for the driveway. The fence would be six feet tall. Mr. Frens noted that estate fences 

historically had not always been black, and a lighter color might look nicer for the site. 

 

Regarding lighting, Mr. Entin stated that historic sconces would be retained, but other lighting 

would be replaced with new fixtures.  

 

The enclosure of the former front entrance would use salvaged brick. Some chain-link cages around 

basement entrances would be removed. HVAC mechanical units are to be placed on the roof of the 

center section, out of view from the exterior.  

 

The Commission and applicant discussed the possibilities for replacement windows. Prior Historical 

Commission applications (including for school buildings) have allowed for the installation of 

windows of varying qualities based on primary/secondary/tertiary facades.  

 

Mr. Busch made a motion to recommend tabling the application, with the agreement of the 

applicant, until additional information is brought forth regarding the windows, at which 

time the Commission will complete review of the entire application.  

 

Seconded by Ms. Piltch, the motion carried. 

 

 

 

 
 
The meeting adjourned at 7:47 p.m.  

Meeting minutes recorded by Greg Prichard, Historic Preservation Planner. 

Next Meeting: Monday, March 27, 2017, at 4:00 p.m. 


