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Historical Commission Meeting Minutes 
March 25, 2019 

              

Members present:  

Christian Busch, Melanie Piltch, Gerry Fisher, Michael James, Karen Nagel 

 

Members absent:  

Bruce Gillespie, Jason Lewis, David Petkun (alternate), Dave Weiss (alternate)  

 

Staff present:  

Greg Prichard, Carol Quigley 

 

Mr. Busch brought the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m.  

 

2019-SD-4 – 112 Bryn Mawr Avenue, Bala Cynwyd – Class 2 

 

Application to subdivide a property, keeping the historic residence intact. 

 

Ms. Nagel gave a historical overview of the property. The house was built in 1899 for Fred 

Strassenmeyer. She said the residence still retains a high level of integrity. 

 

Ms. Quigley described the current lot, on which the house sits in the front right corner. The new lot 

would be L-shaped, separating the back and left side of the property from the plot with the 

residence. She described the layout of the house and how it is entered, and how the new 

construction would impact the layout of the site. The historic access point to the house would be 

affected and the context of the open space next to the resource would be impacted as well. She 

suggested that the new lot could be narrowed in width and the driveway could be used to access 

both properties. Two stone piers flank the entrance to the driveway.  

 

The Commission was joined by general contractor Meir Badush and property owner Haviv David. 

 

Mr. Badush said that the intention is to build the new house at the rear of the property and to use 

the same driveway for both residences. He said that narrowing the lot may not be possible given the 

space available, but he would not have any issue with it if it would be possible.  
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Ms. Piltch asked where cars could be parked on the lot with the existing house if the driveway is 

shared with the other property. Mr. Busch said that the Commission likely cannot approve an 

application if there are questions like this still to be resolved. Ms. Nagel noted that there is also a 

pond toward the rear of the property, and Mr. James asked to see where the driveway would split. 

 

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

return with additional detail relating to the driveway and general siting of the proposed new 

house on the flag lot. The Commission specifically suggests retaining the existing curb cut 

and historic stone piers and utilizing a split driveway to serve both houses, and if possible to 

locate the new house at the back of the flag lot. 

 

Seconded by Ms. Piltch, the motion carried. 

 

2019-R-5 – 672 South Highland Avenue, Bala Cynwyd – Class 2 

 

Application to replace cedar siding with Cedar Impressions polymer siding, replace slate and asphalt 

roofing with synthetic slate, and replace aluminum gutters with copper gutters. Decorative diamond-

shaped patterning of the wood siding will not be replicated, but some courses will be clad in half-

round synthetic shingles to compensate. 

 

Ms. Nagel gave a historical overview of the property. It was built in 1891 from plans by architect 

Frank Miles Day. The house and carriage house are Shingle style. 

 

Ms. Quigley gave an overview of the project. The roof was originally all clad in slate but slate now 

covers just one side of the roof and is significantly deteriorated. The applicant has proposed to use 

Inspire imitation slate, with copper flashing, gutters and downspouts. Ms. Quigley called the 

imitation product a good alternative to using true slate. Regarding siding, another imitation product 

has been proposed. She said that maintaining the overall aesthetic should be the main goal. The 

composition of the proposed shingle replacement is similar to that of the roofing product.  

 

The Commission was joined by contractor Michael Pepero of Skyline Roofing. 

 

Mr. Pepero said that strips of imitation shingles are proposed, and he does not believe that single 

shingles would be necessary on the turret because the CertainTeed panel product proposed can be 

curved. It was pointed out that the turret flares outward at the bottom which would necessitate the 

use of individual shingles.  

 

Mr. Busch asked questions about dormers and trim. Mr. Pepero said that the dormers would be re-
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sided, and existing wood trim would be capped with aluminum. A one-piece double-sided ridge cap 

would be installed at the roof ridge, and a new copper cap would be fabricated for the top of the 

turret. It was noted that the roofing product information submitted did not match with the product 

Mr. Pepero presented at the meeting.  

 

The Commission discussed issues including capping the trim, overhangs, railings, and other details. 

A diamond-shaped detail found twice on each side gable cannot be replicated in the proposed 

material, so Mr. Pepero said that area would be clad in scalloped shingles to retain some level of 

detail. In addition, where the side gable slopes outward at the bottom, synthetic slate would be 

applied where there are currently wood shingles. 

 

Given the number of details still required, it was decided that the Commission did not have enough 

information to make a recommendation. 

 

Mr. Busch made a motion to table the application pending additional information relating to 

details including: intersections of the roof, existing components including the dormers, 

eaves and chimneys, wall shingles in terms of windows and porch openings on the second 

floor, railings, brackets, and shutters. The applicant shall provide photographs with notes. A 

subcommittee will be formed to review details or meet with the applicant on site. 

 

Seconded by Ms. Fisher, the motion carried. 

 

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

 

2019-R-6 – 1001 Rock Creek Road, Bryn Mawr – Class 2 

 

Application to construct an extension of the second floor bathroom on the rear elevation of the 

residence. Elements including windows would replicate the design of existing elements. 

 

Ms. Nagel gave a historical overview of the property, which was called Rock Creek. It was designed 

by Walter K. Durham and was once owned by members of the Firestone family. 

 

Ms. Quigley gave an overview of the project. The addition is limited to the rear of the house, and 

just the central two bays of the six-bay house. The addition would be placed directly atop a 

projecting bay, continuing details from below. The flat roof would not interfere with the slate roof 

or dormers above. All materials are indicated as wood with wood French casements. She said the 

proposal is appropriate to the resource. 

 

The Commission was joined by architects Peter Zimmerman and Sarah Portet of Peter Zimmerman 

Architects.  
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Mr. Zimmerman explained the downspout system. He said that stone from the wall being removed 

from behind the addition would be salvaged and stored on site for possible future use in other 

applications. Mr. Busch asked if the windows being removed would be retained as well, and Mr. 

Zimmerman said that he would suggest that his clients retain the windows for use as replacements.  

 

Mr. Busch asked if the proposed trim on the second floor would match any existing element. Mr. 

Zimmerman replied that it would match the trim of the area below. Mr. Busch asked about the 

divisions of the lights on the second floor, which are shown as being larger than other second floor 

windows. Mr. Zimmerman said that they were designed to match the divisions of the French doors 

directly below. 

 

Mr. Busch made a motion to recommend approval of the application as submitted, including 

the salvage of existing stone and window sash to be removed. Either the exposed or hidden 

downspout details are acceptable. The molding of the second floor eave will be matched to 

the first floor to preserve the architectural hierarchy of the building. The application is 

found to comply with Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 9 and 10. 

 

Seconded by Ms. Fisher, the motion carried. 

 

2019-R-7 – 541 Oriole Road, Villanova – Briar Crest – Class 2 

 

Application to renovate an existing porch, construct new stairs from the porch to parking area, and 

create new door and window openings at the porch. 

 

Ms. Nagel gave a historical overview. Briar Crest was built between 1877 and 1887 from a design by 

the Hewitt Brothers.  

 

Ms. Quigley gave an overview of the application. The proposed changes are proposed for the west 

end of the house only. A new arrangement of doors and windows is shown, with some being new 

openings and some windows and doors changing places. Changes to the porch include new stairs 

and replicated details of porch elements where needed. Masonry would be modified at the heads of 

the new openings to be arched to match other existing openings. She said the proposed changes are 

appropriate to the resource.  

 

The Commission was joined by architect Michele Thackrah from Archer & Buchanan Architecture. 

 

Ms. Thackrah went over the proposal. She also explained how a small window in a stairwell adjacent 

to the porch area is proposed. This window had originally been present and its return would be 

dependent upon the structural conditions of the interior. Other details were discussed. 
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Mr. Busch made a motion to recommend approval of the application as submitted, with a 

record set of drawings to be submitted to staff indicating that details to be replaced will 

match existing, and to indicating specific areas of work on the elevations. The application is 

found to comply with Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 2 and 9. 

 

The motion carried. 

 

Informal Review – 1400 Mill Creek Road, Gladwyne – Barker Mill – Class 1 

 

Alterations to this property were reviewed and approved in 2009. The applicant, a potential new 

developer of the site, requests comment on possible repurposing of the former mill buildings for 

residential development. Changes to the plan include the construction of an additional bridge across 

the creek and an elevated walkway connecting new and historic buildings. 

 

Ms. Nagel gave a historical overview. The property had been a gun factory operated by Samuel 

Nippes. The mill was operated through the 1950s by William Barker. It was occupied by commercial 

tenants as late as 2000. 

 

Ms. Quigley gave an overview of the application, including the bridge and building connection. She 

felt that neither would have any further adverse impact over the previously proposed new 

construction and renovation of existing buildings. 

 

The Commission was joined by developer Cas Holloway, attorney Dave Falcone, engineer David 

Bowker from Momenee Associates, structural engineer Fred Baumert of Keast & Hood, and 

architect Neil Liebman of Bernardon. Mr. Holloway said that George E. Thomas updated the 

Historic Resource Impact Study for the property that he first wrote for the prior application. 

 

Mr. Holloway described the project and how it differs from the currently approved plan. Mr. 

Bowker described the changes to the site plan, and Mr. Baumert described in detail the structural 

challenges involved in renovating the existing buildings. Mr. Holloway presented examples of work 

he has done to other historic properties. The creation of underground garages was described.  

 

Feedback was given by Mr. Busch and other members of the Commission. Issues discussed included 

the impact the bridge would have on the view of the creek and other natural features from the end 

of the building it would be closest to.  

 

For public comment, Kathleen Abplanalp, Director of Historic Preservation for the Lower Merion 

Conservancy, said that a truss bridge would be appropriate for the new bridge. She also questioned 

whether sections of the mill buildings would have to be rebuilt, and whether the reconstruction 
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would have to adhere to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Reconstruction. Mr. Busch 

responded that a reconstruction without replicating all details would be appropriate. Ms. Quigley 

said that the Standards allow for a differentiation between the original and reconstructed buildings.  

 

Jean Wolf, an Ardmore resident, asked about stopping water infiltration prior to redevelopment. Mr. 

Holloway said that remediating all issues that might damage the building are in his and the building’s 

interests. Ms. Wolf also asked how old the additions to the mill are; the report stated that they date 

from about 1930 (Township permits show a 1925 construction date). She noted that the remains of 

the mill race are likely still present on the site and covered over. 

 

This being an informational review, no motion was made. 

 

 

 

The meeting adjourned at 7:21 p.m.  

Meeting minutes recorded by Greg Prichard, Historic Preservation Planner. 

Next Meeting: Monday, April 22, 2019, at 4:00 p.m.  


