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Proposed Subdivision

Stoneleigh

21

Tentative plan for
expanded Stoneleigh
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Township of Lower Merion
A FIRST CLASS TOWNSHIP

AGENDA ITEM INFORMATION

COMMITTEE: Building & Planning

ITEM:
APPROVAL OF CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS

Consider for recommendation to the Board of Commissioners approval of the following certificates
of appropriateness as recommended by the Historical Architectural Review Board at their meeting
held on November 4, 2025:

a) 43 Cricket Avenue, Ardmore Commercial Historic District, 25-25 - approval to install illuminated
channel letters attached to a horizontal raceway, citing Secretary of the Interior's Standard 9.

b) 404 Arthurs Round Table, English Village Historic District, 25-26 - approval to construct a small
addition at the second floor of the recessed front-facing facade, with a subcommittee to review
details, dimensional shifts, and final gutter and downspout locations, citing Secretary of the
Interior's Standards 9 and 10.

PUBLIC COMMENT

ATTACHMENT(S):
November HARB Supplemental Materials.pdf


https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/3716806/NOV_B_P.pdf
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43 Cricket Avenue, Ardmore Commercial Historic District
25-25 HARB

2
Action:
Approval to install illuminated channel letters attached to
a horizontal raceway, citing Secretary of the Interior’s
Standard 9.
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Proposed
signage

After consultation
with HARB, the
composition of
the sign, which

originally
consisted of front-
lit white letters,
was modified to
opaqgue black
fronts with a white
border, reducing
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Project will remove inappropriate external electrical conduit
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LOWER MERION
TOWNSHIP
HISTORIC

PRESERVATION

APPLICATION NUMBER:

HRI SURVEY #:

WD >» I

STAFF ONLY

HARB MEETING DATE:

HARB Certificate of Appropriateness Application

For Work Involving a Property in a Local Historic District

PROPERTY ADDRESS

ADDRESS [STREET, CITY]: 43 Cricket Ave, Ardmore, PA 19003

APPLICANT INFORMATION TELEPHONE #: ALTERNATE #:
NAME: Image360 of the Main Line
ADDRESS: 1225 Montrose Ave EMAL=|

Bryn Mawr, PA ZIP/POSTAL CODE: 19010

APPLICANT'S CAPACITY: [ | OWNER ARCHITECT ATTORNEY (=] CONTRACTOR OTHER:

OWNER INFORMATION [IF DIFFERENT FROMABOVE] ~ TELEPHONE #: ALTERNATE #:
NAME[S]:
ADDRESS: EMAIL:

ZIP/POSTAL CODE: 19003
PROPERTY INFORMATION
NAME OF BUSINESS [IF APPLICABLE]: Bored Trading Cafe
CURRENT USE: 'Restaurant PROPOSED USE: Restaurant

PROJECT DESCRIPTION [CHECK ALL THAT APPLY]

ADAPTIVE REUSE 11 ADDITION ALTERATION DEMOLITION NEW CONSTRUCTION
REPAIR REPLACEMENT PAINTING v OTHER (IDENTIFY) Sign
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CONTINUED
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LOWER MERION November 4, 2025 HARB
TOWNSHIP

BUILDING

waoe  Preliminary Consultant Review

Compiled by Carol Quigley, Senior Designer / Project Manager Frens & Frens Studio, Patterhn Ives LLC

25-25

43 Cricket Avenue, Ardmore Historic District
Applicant / Owner: Image 360 for Bored Trading Cafe
Application Type: Commercial

Project Summary: Installation of front lit channel letters attached to horizontal raceway at storefront
assembly mullion.

e The applicant proposes to remove an existing halo-lit channel letter signh on backer panel
for the most recent tenant and install a new face-lit channel letter sigh mounted to a
horizontal raceway that would be centered on and fastened to the existing horizontal
mullion that separates the first-floor windows from the upper transoms. While there are
examples of face-lit channel letters withing the district, that type of internal illumination is
less appropriate than back lit channel letters which have a more traditional and less glaring
aesthetic, and are more sympathetic to historic surroundings. Itis for this reason that the
previous Bagels & Co. signed was not fabricated as face lit channel letters (like its
predecessor) and installed on a backer panel (after solid channel letters were first
installed). While there is an interior benefit to the suggested changes within this proposed
signage, (allowing more light to pass through the transoms when not obscured by a backer
panel) and a more positive aesthetic of the reduced size of the channel letters overall, the
face-lit feature is less appropriate and centering the signage on the mullion require custom
dimensioned details of the proposed letters, raceway and mullion arrangement to confirm
how the size of the letters, raceway and mullion all relate to each other.

e Overall, as has been exhibited by the last two tenants’ signage, installation of signage on
top of the storefront assembly is complicated in many ways. The applicant notes that the
existing inappropriate exterior conduit would be obscured in its current proposal. Exposed
conduit should not be present in the Historic District, especially on recently altered
facades. Given the complexity of mounting to the storefront, an alternative sign location
and type could be considered. A projecting sign mounted to the brick to the right and above
the entry door could be illuminated with small fixtures attached to the supporting bracket
or the wall if a halo lit channel letter is not feasible at the storefront assembly.

Upon resolution of a more appropriate illumination and installation detail or signage location for the
proposed signage, we would recommend approval of this application in accordance with Standard 9.
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404 Arthurs Round Table, English Village Historic District
25-26 HARB
Action:

Approval to construct a small addition at the second
floor of the recessed front-facing facade, with a
subcommittee to review details, dimensional shifts, and
final gutter and downspout locations, citing Secretary of
the Interior’'s Standards 9 and 10.
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English Village contains 10 identical twin dwellings. Other residents have modified
this area in various ways over the neighborhood’s 100 years (example pictured).
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Proposed Front Elevation

10

Similar in-fill/windows on lower level of the same residence

11
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LOWER MERION November 4, 2025 HARB
TOWNSHIP

BUILDING

waoe  Preliminary Consultant Review

Compiled by Carol Quigley, Senior Designer / Project Manager Frens & Frens Studio, Patterhn Ives LLC

25-26

404 Arthur’s Round Table, English Village Historic District
Applicant / Owner: Tom Hall for Kirk & Stephanie Brandow
Application Type: Residential

Project Summary: The applicant proposes to construct a small addition at the second floor of the
recessed front-facing fagade.

e The subject resource is the right half of a twin structure along Arthur’s Round Table. The
twin structure has a U-shape with the central open space of the “U” providing a small open
courtyard with driveway for both residences. At the front of the two projecting sides of the
“U” volumes that are closest to the street, a narrow canopy extends from one gable across
the open drive to the neighbor’s gable, continuing the foremost front fagade of the structure
and obscuring the view of the recessed front facades.

e The proposed addition is at the second-floor re-entrant corner of the recessed front
facades and is proposed to extend the form of an existing shed dormer volume to the
centerline of the twin structure, capturing a total footprint about 11’ wide and 8’ deep. The
proposed aesthetic and detail of the new wall are similar to the details of the infilled front
porch that is present along the street at the first floor. The existing porch infill is exactly that
—infill of windows and low stucco / board wall set within the heavy timber frame of the
previously open-air porch. Precisely repeating that detail at the proposed location, as is
suggested, creates some confusion as it would suggest that there was a timber porch at
that second level that was then filled in, which is not the case (and may never have been
such a detail at this location originally within the Village?). An adjacent residence has a
similar form that was most likely added, and that (presumed “new”) wall continues across
the attached dwelling. The overall massing of the extended shed dormer is appropriate and
keeps the forms and massing of the otherwise often complex homes rather simple. The
fenestration and detail has a precedent next door, but should be shown together with the
first-floor fenestration (which is a former garage infill) to fully understand the proposed
detailin light of the full fagade. A fenestration pattern that is more similar to openings
within original walls rather than infill of a porch that didn’t exist may be a more simple and
also more appropriate direction for this small volume.

e The materials noted are generally appropriate to the village but should be confirmed for
completeness as the elevations evolve.

Upon resolution of a fenestration patterns and details of the addition, we would recommend approval
of this application in accordance with Standards 9 and 10.
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