WELLESLEY HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION

TUESDAY OCTOBER 11, 2011

REGULAR MEETING

PLANNING BOARD OFFICE, TOWN HALL

MINUTES


	Members Present:
	Edwina McCarthy, Jean Berry, David Giangrasso, David Smith, Lisa Abeles, Eric Cohen

	Also Present:


	Planner:  Ethan Parsons


Chair Berry opened the public hearing at 6:45 pm.
26 Weston Road
Shanone and Brian Coakley presented an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness to add two windows and replace a double sliding door with a single door on their house at 26 Weston Road.  
The Coakley’s application includes a written description of the proposed change, dated September 15, 2011; an undated drawing of the proposed changes on the north elevation; specifications of the Andersen 400 Series Tilt-Wash Double-Hung Windows; specifications of the Smooth-Staf Fiberglass Hinged Patio Doors; and a photograph of the north elevation.

Mr. Coakley explained to the Commission that they are renovating their kitchen.  He stated that there is a sliding glass door on the northwest elevation that is unattractive.

Ms. Abeles asked if the Coakleys had pictures of the house.

The Coakleys presented pictures of the house to the Commission.

The Commission and the Coakleys discussed which direction their proposed project faced.

Mr. Coakley showed the Commission where they would like to add windows and a single door.

Mr. Coakley stated that the windows aren’t full windows.  Ms. Coakley stated that the windows will be two over one.

Ms. Abeles noted that the drawing of the elevation wasn’t accurately drawn to scale.

Ms. Coakley stated that their contractor prepared the drawing.

Ms. Abeles stated that the Andersen Windows wouldn’t appear consistent with the existing windows found throughout the house.  She stated that Andersen Windows would have a thin trim, unlike the other windows.

Ms. Coakley stated that their contractor said he would add a thicker trim.

Ms. Abeles stated that it still wouldn’t look the same.

Ms. Coakley asked the Commission for their input.

Ms. Abeles stated that she would not like the Coakleys to select Andersen Windows.  She recommended using a Brosco window, which would be wood.

Mr. Cohen stated that somewhere in the application it was written that the windows would be made of wood but noted that the Andersen Windows would actually be vinyl clad.  

Ms. Abeles stated that Andersen Windows are vinyl clad.

Ms. Coakley asked if the Commission could dictate what materials could be used for the windows.

The Commission stated that it could dictate wood vs. vinyl.

Ms. Coakley stated that their contractor chose the Andersen Windows because they fit the project budget.

Ms. Abeles and Mr. Cohen stated that the Brosco wood window would be a good, inexpensive choice.

Ms. Coakley stated that they should be fine with the Brosco windows.

Ms. Abeles stated that the two styles she would recommend would be New York sash or Boston sash.  

Mr. Cohen stated that there is a window dealer on Washington Street in Wellesley who the Coakleys could speak with named Affordable Windows.

Ms. Abeles suggested speaking with Brian at Affordable Windows in Wellesley.  Lisa suggested bringing Brian a photograph of the windows on the house.

Ms. Berry stated that the existing façade is attractive and should be kept attractive.  She asked the Coakleys why they chose to install two windows rather than one.  She stated that she felt the bumped out window box should have plenty of breathing room between it and the proposed windows.

Ms. Abeles noted that the Commission can’t know exactly how much room there is because the drawings aren’t to scale or with trim.  She also noted that they would need a light outside the door by code.

Ms. Coakley stated that there is a light fixture that they will probably move to the other side.

Ms. Abeles asked if the Coakleys had selected a light fixture.

Ms. Berry stated that the Commission would like to see the light fixture.  She stated that the Coakleys should investigate the use of Brosco windows.
Mr. Cohen asked if the existing stairs would remain.

Ms. Coakely stated that they would remain.

Ms. Berry suggested considering installing two windows that would be joined.

Ms. Abeles and Mr. Cohen stated that the drawings they accept have more detail.  Mr. Cohen stated that the drawing leaves too much to chance.  He stated that he can’t tell what their window would look like because the drawing isn’t to scale.

Ms. Abeles stated that if the contractor is unable to produce a scaled drawing the Coakleys could always hire a draftsperson who might not be an architect.

Ms. Coakley stated that the space between the bumpout and the windows will be the same on both sides, at a minimum; that the trim around the windows will be the same.  Mr. Coakley stated that they would like two windows and they would like to raise the height of the window to let light in but keep private.

Ms. Abeles stated that this is even more reason for an accurate drawing.

Mr. Giangrasso suggested considering two windows side-by-side, which is consistent in other parts of the house.

Ms. Abeles showed the Coakleys another window that is mulled together with a stud pocket, explaining that there is a space between the windows.  She stated that this might work well once the drawings are done to scale.
Ms. Berry observed that the specifications showed the windows as Brosco.

Ms. Abeles noted that Brosco is the distributor.  She recommended Boston or New York sash.

Ms. Berry stated that same comments applied to the door.  She stated that it wasn’t clear what size door would be installed.

Ms. Abeles stated that it would be nice to see what the muntins would look like.  

Ms. Berry stated that a wood door would be preferred.

Mr. Cohen asked if smooth fiberglass is like a steel door.  Mr. Cohen asked if there is any grain on the doors.

Ms. Coakley stated that there is some fake grain.  She stated that it is dull, not shiny.

Ms. Berry stated that she would like samples and a color picture of the door type.

Ms. Coakley stated that the wood door is more expensive than the fiberglass door.  She stated that their contractor told them that the fiberglass door insulates better than wood.

Mr. Cohen stated that since most of the door is glass, the difference would be in the glass, not the wood or fiberglass.

Ms. Abeles stated that wood doors are weatherstripped.

Ms. Berry stated that the Coakleys would have to return.

Mr. Coakley asked about the Commission’s time constraints.

Ms. Berry asked if the Coakleys could get the information requested by October 18.

Ms. McCarthy moved to continue the meeting to October 18.  Mr. Cohen seconded the motion.  The motion passed 6-0.

Ms. Coakley asked Ms. Abeles if she felt the two window configuration would work well. 

Ms. Abeles stated that it would work well because there is precedent in other areas of the house.  She recommended a stud pocket between the two windows.  

Ms. Coakley stated she would like to have a better “face-on” photograph. 

The Commission stated that this would be helpful.

Mr. Cohen suggested making a list of things for the Coakleys to do to prepare for the next meeting.

Ms. Abeles asked the Coakleys for lighting details, details on a screen or storm door.  

Mr. Smith reminded Ms. Abeles that the Commission doesn’t review screen or storm doors.

Ms. Berry recommended the Coakleys refer to a copy of the Zoning Bylaw.

Mr. Parsons stated that the Zoning Bylaw is available online.

Mr. Parsons read a part of the section of the bylaw that listed changes exempt from review by the Commission, including storm and screen doors and lighting.

Ms. Berry stated that the Commission likes to review lighting fixture details.  She asked for some information on the light the Coakleys select.

Mr. Cohen returned to listing the things to do: window specification, trim specification, scaled drawing.  
Ms. Abeles stated that the entire elevation should be shown.  She stated that a draftsperson should be able to do the work.

Mr. Cohen suggested using a photo to show the dimensions.

Mr. Cohen asked what suggestion the Commission should give the Coakleys on the window and door material.

Ms. Abeles suggested the Brosco New York or Boston sash.

Mr. Cohen asked the Commission what might happen if the Coakleys look at a wood window and a wood door but learn that it would be prohibitively expensive.

Ms. Abeles stated that the Brosco window shouldn’t be prohibitively expensive and that the Commission should look at the fiberglass door in detail.

Ms. Berry stated that if the Coakleys learn that the wood door would be too expensive they should bring in samples of the material of the proposed fiberglass door.

Mr. Cohen asked if it would be ok to accept electronic material in advance of the meeting.

Mr. Parsons stated that it would be acceptable but that the Commission should only comment on the application materials but not on their appropriateness.

Ms. Berry asked if the Coakleys will be replacing the clapboard that is disturbed.

Ms. Coakley stated that the clapboard will match the existing clapboard.

Ms. Abeles instructed the Coakleys to state in the application materials specifically what materials he the contractor will use for the trim and the siding.

Ms. Berry stated that the Commission should have what it needs to act if the Coakleys submit the material that the Commission requested.

The Commission asked the Coakleys to come at 7:00 pm for the continuation of the hearing.

 The Commission adjourned at approximately 7:50
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