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Historical Commission Meeting Minutes 

November 25, 2019 

              

Members present:  

Christian Busch, Melanie Piltch, Gerry Fisher, Bruce Gillespie, Jason Lewis, Karen Nagel, Dave 

Weiss (alternate) 

 

Members absent:  

Michael James  

 

Staff present:  

Greg Prichard, Carol Quigley 

 

Mr. Busch brought the meeting to order at 4:03 p.m.  

 

2019-R-29 – 75 St. James Place, Ardmore – Suburban Square – Class 2 

 

Application to install halo-lit letter signage at the top of two limestone facades of the former Best & 

Co. store at 4 West Montgomery Avenue, on the corner of Anderson and Montgomery Avenues.  

 

The Commission was joined by David Friedenberg of Image360.  

 

Mr. Prichard gave a brief historical overview of this particular storefront, which was modified in the 

early 1930s by the New York-based architect for the Best & Co. Ms. Quigley gave an overview of 

the project. The letters would be aluminum channel letters 18 inches high and 5 inches deep. They 

would be pin-mounted into the masonry and internally illuminated to create a halo effect. She noted 

that one of the renderings appeared to be incorrect, as it showed the Montgomery Avenue sign not 

centered on the façade; Mr. Friedenberg corrected this error prior to the meeting. She said that 

aesthetically the sign would have a limited impact on the resource. 

 

Ms. Quigley commented on the number of pins that would be required to mount the letters, and 

asked Mr. Friedenberg if they could instead be mounted to a raceway. Mr. Friedenberg replied that 

the halo lighting effect would not work with a raceway installation, and it would not be preferable to 

have the letters sit on top of a raceway.  
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Mr. Busch asked if the attachment hardware would be rustproof, and Mr. Friedenberg confirmed. 

Mr. Busch asked if the existing overhead lighting fixtures would remain, and Mr. Friedenberg was 

unsure but said that they would be unnecessary because of the new sign’s internal illumination.  

 

Mr. Busch made a motion to approve the signage as proposed, with the wording centered on 

each façade and between the tops of the decorative panels, with fasteners and anchors to be 

non-corrosive and product information to be submitted to staff for approval. The applicant 

shall clarify if the light fixtures above the signage is to remain. Further, the Commission 

prefers non-internally lit signage as per the previous signage. 

 

Seconded by Ms. Piltch, the motion carried.  

 

2019-SD-27 – 930 Stoke Road, Villanova – Class 2 

 

Application to subdivide and adjust lot lines of this property and adjacent lots. No changes to the 

historic resource are proposed, and as such the applicant seeks a waiver of the Historic Resource 

Impact Study requirement.  

 

Ms. Nagel gave a historical overview of the property, which was once part of the Villa Nova Realty 

Company development. It was an 8-acre property built between 1908 and 1913. Mr. Prichard noted 

that there is a pool house structure standing within the proposed preservation area, where structures 

are typically not permitted. Township records indicate that the pool house was built in 1932. The 

structure is currently in poor condition. 

 

Ms. Quigley gave an overview of the application, which involves the moving of several lot lines of 

other properties adjacent to the resource property and the creation of a new buildable lot. She found 

there to be minimal impact on the historic resource, all elements of which would remain on the 

same lot and would be visually blocked from the new development by a dense growth of trees. Due 

to the minimal impact she recommended approval of the Historic Resource Impact Study waiver. 

 

The Commission was joined by Ed Campbell, representative of the owner. 

 

Mr. Campbell gave a further explanation of the proposal, including the requirements for open space. 

He confirmed that the historic resource is not being affected by the reconfiguration of the lots.  

 

Ms. Piltch asked about structures on the adjacent sites. There is a cabin located at 950 Stoke Road, 

which was associated with a historic resource that no longer stands. Mr. Campbell said that he was 

unaware as to whether the garage had been associated with the resource.  
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The slopes of the site were described in relation to their impact on the view of the resource. The 

Commission discussed the possibility of impact and the fact that no structures are being demolished. 

Mr. Busch suggested that photographs taken from the terrace of the historic home could confirm 

the lack of impact and assist in the understanding of the site. The Commission also asked for 

clarification of a “canvas storage building” shown on the site plan on one of the lot lines. 

 

Mr. Busch made a motion to recommend waiving the Historic Resource Impact Study. The 

Commission believes that the additional detail of the study is not necessary in this particular 

case because the existing site conditions would be changed, including topography and 

trees, and the fact that no historic resources would be demolished or removed with the 

exception of a small amount of driveway.  

 

Seconded by Mr. Gillespie, the motion carried. 

 

Mr. Busch made a motion to recommend approval of the plan, given that the impact to the 

existing historic resources of the proposed subdivision and lot realignment would be 

minimal. The Commission believes that because of the topography and plantings on the 

collective lots, the location for the proposed new residence would also have a minimal 

impact on the existing historic resource and would preserve the major viewshed looking 

northeast from the main house. Further, the Commission urges the Board of 

Commissioners to maintain the buildable area and footprint of the building as shown or to 

push it further west, but not to move it east where it would encroach on the viewshed from 

the main house.  

 

Seconded by Ms. Nagel, the motion carried.  

 

2019-R-28 – 6/18 Lancaster Avenue, Wynnewood – The Palmer – Class 2 

 

Application to make alterations to the site and building to improve drainage. Work will involve 

widening an existing under-grade areaway, creating a new retaining wall below grade with a railing at 

ground level. On the building façade below grade, several double and single windows will be 

replaced with double and single doors matching existing materials and designs and retaining existing 

opening widths, brickwork and details.  

 

The Commission was joined by David Blumenfeld, Jerry Gallagher, and Kevin Gillen of Cross 

Properties.  

 

Ms. Quigley asked the applicants to describe the project. Mr. Blumenfeld said that when their 

company obtained the property, they treated the ground floor elevation facing City Avenue in a way 

similar to what is being proposed for the Lancaster Avenue lower level elevation. The area has been 
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experiencing heavy water penetration issues. The ground around the building would be excavated to 

expose that lower level wall.  

 

Ms. Quigley said there are various details that are not known, and providing elevations would 

resolve many questions. The applicant had provided plans and some elevation details but not an 

overall elevation of the affected area, and there are some errors in the brickwork detailed. 

 

The treatment of the foundation walls was discussed. The applicant said that they expected the 

condition of the wall to match the exposed City Avenue elevation. Ms. Quigley said that the raised 

ribbon pointing around the window openings on the City Avenue elevation look out of place and 

suggested that this kind of treatment not be applied to the Lancaster Avenue elevation. 

 

Mr. Prichard asked if the coping stones on top of the existing window wells could be re-used on top 

of the new retaining wall. Mr. Blumenfeld said that these stones are not historic and were installed 

recently. 

 

The Commission discussed having a subcommittee review outstanding issues. 

 

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

additional required information, including a building elevation showing the first and sub-

grade floor, indicating the elevation of the new coping stone for the retaining wall, the 

height of the hedgerow, and the height of the railings. In addition, applicant shall submit 

product information on the new doors, railing, and the Commission would request that the 

new pointing be more sympathetic to the rough rubble wall rather than the decorative 

pointing around the windows on the City Avenue elevation. These items will be reviewed by 

a subcommittee, since the Commission has previously reviewed similar work on the ground 

floor elevations. Should the applicant not be satisfied with the subcommittee’s review, they 

may come back to the full Commission for their review.  

 

Seconded by Ms. Piltch, the motion carried.  

 

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

 

2019-LD-9 – 1344 West Montgomery Avenue, Bryn Mawr – Holy Child School at 

Rosemont – Class 2; 1320 West Montgomery Avenue – Class 2; 1309 Wendover Avenue 

– Class 2 

 

The school intends to expand its campus by consolidating adjoining properties and demolishing two 

Class 2 historic resources: 1320 West Montgomery Avenue and 1309 Wendover Avenue. The 

applicant has revised their site plan since their last appearance in April to retain 1301 Wendover 
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Avenue, an undesignated home built in the 1880s. 

 

Ms. Nagel gave an overview of the property, including the buildings being incorporated into the 

school campus. She said how much of a loss the demolition of the two designated houses would be.  

 

Ms. Quigley gave an overview of the application. She said that the addition of the plan has been 

improved over the previous plan reviewed by the Commission. The retention of the house at 1301 

Wendover Avenue is welcome, but the loss of the designated houses is a total adverse impact. She 

also said that the so-called “carriage house” shown on the plans and in the renderings is more of a 

storage building and its design could be modified to be more sympathetic to the adjacent house. 

 

The Commission was joined by attorney George Broseman, architect Maarten Pesch of WRT, and 

engineer Dan Meier of Site Engineering Concepts.   

 

Mr. Broseman introduced the application and described how it differs from the version previously 

presented. The school requires a full-size athletic field on its campus. The school agreed to a 

Condition of Approval from the Commissioners to consider retaining 1301 Wendover Avenue, 

which was the building farthest from the construction area. It is also the house closest to the 

adjacent residential neighborhood. The school investigated this option and retained WRT to devise 

new concepts for the site, which required obtaining relief from the Zoning Hearing Board. The plan 

now under review is a Preliminary Land Development Plan.  

 

Mr. Pesch described the process of redesigning the site plan with the intent of preserving 1301 

Wendover. He went through several slides showing plans and renderings. He said that modifying the 

design of the proposed “carriage house” could be possible, replicating some of the elements of the 

other buildings on the site. There would also be additions and material modifications to the 

gymnasium building, including the addition of windows.  

 

Ms. Quigley noted that the carriage house of 1309 Wendover does not appear to be affected by the 

new construction and asked if it could possibly be retained. Mr. Pesch said that it likely cannot be 

saved due to significant re-grading of the site. Ms. Quigley noted that a pool of the same property is 

being retained. Mr. Pesch said that he did not know how feasible it would be to move the carriage 

house structure, and Mr. Broseman said that moving it would be beyond the scope of the project, 

which is scheduled to begin construction in the summer of 2020.  

 

Ms. Piltch suggested adding dormer windows and to use salvaged materials in the new “carriage 

house” building in order to make it fit in better with the surrounding buildings. Mr. Pesch 

responded that there are some restraints having to do with materials but the school is willing to 

consider design detail changes.  
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Mr. Busch echoed the comments about the design of the new “carriage house” building, and how 

general features of the historic house being demolished could provide inspiration.  

 

Ms. Piltch provided some feedback on the design and proposed materials of the gymnasium 

modification. She suggested reducing the perceived length of the building. Mr. Broseman and Mr. 

Busch reviewed the advantages of the gymnasium’s design, which was previously reviewed by the 

Commission. Mr. Busch said that he wished there was a closer relationship between the existing 

gymnasium and its addition as viewed from Montgomery Avenue.  

 

Mr. Busch made a motion commending the applicant for the retention of 1301 Wendover 

Avenue, an unlisted historic building, and would encourage its inclusion on the Historic 

Resource Inventory. The Commission supports the general location and siting of the 

proposed “carriage shed”/storage building, and would encourage the applicant to re-use 

materials or general features or configurations from the existing carriage houses that are 

being demolished, and to integrate those features to make the new building more 

sympathetic to the residence that will be retained. Further, the Commission supports the 

full retention, moving, and modification of smaller scale historic buildings. The 

Commission feels that the retention of the building and the scale of the proposed storage 

building will also mitigate some of the impact of the changes relating to the adjacent 

residential community. The Commission renews its urging of the applicant to salvage the 

materials or architectural features of the buildings being demolished. The Commission 

maintains its stance on the loss of those buildings. The Commission provided the applicant 

with feedback relating to the proposed new architectural addition to the existing 

gymnasium, including the materials, general massing, and location of the proposed 

structure. The Commission requires documentation of the listed historic resources to be 

demolished, including a measured footprint, as well as photographs of all elevations and 

details, including any interior details of architectural note, as per the mitigation 

recommendations of the consultant’s study.  

 

Seconded by Ms. Piltch, the motion carried.  

 

Mr. Prichard noted that the school has replaced the terra cotta tile roof of the main mansion, which 

was replaced in-kind with new materials exactly matching the existing.  

 

 

The meeting adjourned at 6:40 p.m.  

Meeting minutes recorded by Greg Prichard, Historic Preservation Planner. 

Next Special Meeting: Thursday, January 9, 2020, at 4:00 p.m. in the Board Room 

Next Regular Meeting: Monday, January 27, 2020, at 4:00 p.m. in the Caucus Room 


