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APPLICANT:
ANTHONY CASALETTO &
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Nature of Project: 
Rear addition; rear deck; 
relocate front door; 
reconfigure front facade; 
reconfigure screen porch; 
window alterations
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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – STAFF REPORT 
 
083-18-CA 908 DOROTHEA DRIVE  
Applicant: ANTHONY CASALETTO AND MELISSA MASON 
Received: 5/9/18 Meeting Date(s): 
Submission date + 90 days:  8/7/2018 1) 6/28/2018 2)  3)  
 

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION 
 
Historic District: BOYLAN HEIGHTS HISTORIC DISTRICT 
Zoning: HOD-G 
Nature of Project: Rear addition; rear deck; relocate front door; reconfigure front façade; 

reconfigure screen porch; window alterations; change exterior paint colors  
DRAC: An application was reviewed by the Design Review Advisory Committee at its May 7, 

2018 meeting.  Members in attendance were Curtis Kasefang and David Maurer; also 
present were Melissa Robb, Collette Kinane, and Tania Tully. 

Amendments: None 
 

APPLICABLE SECTIONS OF GUIDELINES and DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 
 

Sections Topic Description of Work 
2.4 Paint and Paint Color Change exterior paint color. 
2.6 Exterior Walls Construct rear addition, Window 

alterations, relocate front door 
2.7 Windows and Doors Window alterations, relocate front 

door 
2.8 Entrances, Porches, and Balconies Reconfigure front façade, relocate 

front door; reconfigure screen porch 
3.1 Decks Construct rear deck 
3.2 Additions to Historic Buildings Construct rear addition 

            
 

STAFF REPORT 
 

Based on the information contained in the application and staff’s evaluation: 
 
A. Construction of a rear addition; construction of a rear deck; reconfiguration of screen porch; 

and changing the exterior paint color are not incongruous in concept according to Guidelines 

2.4.2, 2.4.3, 2.4.4, 2.6.1, 2.6.2, 2.7.1, 2.7.5, 2.7.9, 2.8.1, 2.8.3, and the following suggested facts:  

1* The structure is described in the Boylan Heights National Register nomination as a c. 1924 

“one-story Bungalow; pedimented gable with attached porch -extended to left. (Room 

added?).” 
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2* The applicant proposes removing a 1960s era shed addition and constructing a new addition 

of 330 SF to the rear.  The addition will be clad in wood siding that matches the width and 

profile of the existing wood siding and will have matching corner boards.   

3* The proposed addition and deck span the full width of the rear of the structure.  The form of 

the addition is a cross gable that adds approximately 5’ across the full width.  An additional 

10’ is added through an elongated gable that is slightly wider than half of the main structure 

(~21’).  

4* The addition will be discernible from the existing structure by maintaining the corner 

boards on the east and west facades. 

5* The ridgeline of the addition is lower than that of the main body of the house.  A standing 

seam metal roof is proposed to match the standing seam roof on the existing structure. 

6* A note on the proposed elevations states, “All materials to match existing house in color, 

profile, and construction.” Written details on the metal roof are provided except that there is 

no note that the pans between the seams will be flat.   

7* The windows on the addition are drawn to show flat trim on three sides and a sill on the 

bottom as is traditional.  Specifications and details were not provided. 

8* The applicant proposes full-light wood outswing French doors for the rear addition entry 

from the deck.  The French doors will be flanked on either side by a matching, fixed door.   

9* The proposed deck will be at the level of the main floor and measure 15’ by approximately 

8’ (this measurement was not dimensioned on the proposed floor plan).  It will fill the north-

west corner of the structure.  

10* The proposed addition and deck will increase the built mass by 27.3%. 

11* The proposed floorplan shows the installation of a window on the right most side of the 

west façade; however, this window does not appear on the elevation drawing A\A2.1. 

12* The existing windows are a combination of one-over-one, eight-over-one, and six-over-six 

double-hung wood framed.  The proposed windows on the addition are Sierra Pacific 

simulated divided light six-over-one double-hung wood windows. One sixteen pane 

simulated divided light window is proposed for the west façade. 

13* Paint colors were provided in the application.  
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14* The west side of the front porch was previously partially enclosed and screened at an 

unknown earlier date. The screened portion is located on the north.  The applicant proposes 

the full enclosure of the partially screened room. There is a discrepancy between the 

drawings, floor plan, and existing condition photographs as to where the existing transition 

in design (where the screen is currently located) occurs.  It is not shown in the north 

elevation or on the floorplans, but it can be seen on the existing west elevation and the 

existing condition photographs. 

15* The addition and deck will add 480 SF to the building footprint, which will increase the 

impervious lot coverage to 33.7%.  Currently, the impervious coverage is 1,990 SF or 29.2%. 

The application uses the language “impervious lot coverage,” which appears to be the built 

area. 

16* The application includes a statement from an arborist certified by the International Society 

of Arboriculture (ISA) that includes instructions as to how tree protection could be 

implemented, but does not include a tree protection plan. 

17* A plan identifying trees on the subject property and the root zones of trees on adjacent 

properties wasn’t provided 

 

B. The relocation of front door, reconfiguration of front façade, and window alterations is 

incongruous to Guidelines 2.6.8, 2.7.2, 2.7.11, 2.8.9 and the following suggested facts:  

1* The door and window alterations are proposed in the front character defining facade.  The 

application provides insufficient evidence to support that the existing configuration is not 

historic.   

2* The applicant proposes the relocation of the front door to a centered location, but does not 

provide any convincing documentation or evidence that the door was originally centered. 

The applicant does provide several photographs of similar style houses that feature front 

doors centered under a gable end. 

3* The existing door is centered between the two columns that are closest together; the existing 

windows are between columns in the adjacent bays.  The proposed window configuration 

places a window behind a column.  
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4* The proposed front door is a two panel Front Door Company wood door with 8 panes in the 

upper third of the door. 

5* The application notes the alteration of windows on each façade.  Several windows that are 

proposed to be removed are indicated as intended to be reused in new locations on the 

structure.   

6* Substantial window alterations are proposed for the front façade.  Due to the proposal to 

relocate the front door, the double window is proposed to be relocated from the left side of 

the door to the right side of the door. No evidence was provided that this configuration is 

original to the house. 

 

 

Staff suggests that the committee deny the window and door alterations on the front wall of the 

house and  

approve the remainder of the application with the following conditions: 

1. That tree protection plans be implemented and remain in place for the duration of 

construction.  

2. That the metal roofing have flat pans with no striations or ridges. 

3. That details and specifications for the following be provided to and approved by staff 

prior to issuance of the blue placard:  

a.  Eave/soffit details;  

b.  Door and window trim;  

c.  Revised floor plan or west and north elevations (depending on  

which was accurate) 

d. A site plan noting the locations and critical root zones of trees   

greater than 10” dbh on this property as well as the critical root 

zones from trees on adjacent properties. 

e.   A tree protection plan prepared by an ISA certified arborist that   

addresses the critical root zones and provides staging areas for 

construction materials.  
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4. That details and specifications for the following be provided to and approved by staff 

prior to installation or construction:  

a.   HVAC dimensions and associated screening;  

b.   Window specifications including sections and muntin profiles 
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