Minutes

Architectural Review Board
March 14, 2016
Council Chambers, City Hall
Fredericksburg, Virginia

Members Present Members Absent Staff

John Harris, Chair Sabina Weitzman, Vice Chair Erik Nelson
Susan Pates Charles Johnston
John Van Zandt Kate Schwartz
Jamie Scully Phaun Moore
Kerri S. Barile

Kenneth McFarland

L o e B e o e P 2o S e —— 3 )
Mr. Harris called the Architectural Review Board meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.

OPENING REMARKS

Mr. Harris determined that a quorum was present and asked if public notice requirements had
been met. Mr. Nelson stated that they had.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Mr. Harris asked if there were any changes or additions to the agenda.

Dr. Barile added two items to Other Business: #6 — a discussion of 701 Prince Edward Street and
#7 — the Historic Fredericksburg Foundation (HFFI) award for the ARB.

Mr. Scully made a motion to accept the agenda as amended. Mr. Van Zandt seconded. The
motion carried unanimously.

REVIEW OF MINUTES

Mr. Harris asked if there were changes to the regular meeting minutes from February 8, 2016 and
the supplementary meeting minutes from December 15, 2015 and February 8, 2016. There were
no changes.

Dr. Barile made a motion to approve all of the submitted meeting minutes as presented. Mr.
McFarland seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

DISCLOSURE OF EX PARTE COMMUNICATIONS
Mr. Harris asked if any Board member had engaged in any ex parte communication on any item

before the Board. Dr. Barile noted that she had sent an email to the Board members distributing
Page 1 of 8



HFFI documents from 2013 regarding Item #5 on the agenda, construction of a new building at
100 Hanover Street.

No one else indicated they had engaged in any ex parte communication.

DISCLOSURE OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

Mr. Harris asked if any Board member had a conflict of interest for any item before the Board.
No one indicated they had a conflict of interest.

Mr. Harris noted that he was friends with Tommy Mitchell, the applicant for Item #5, but they
had not had any discussions regarding Mr. Mitchell’s application.

APPLICATIONS — NEW BUSINESS (Public Hearing)

1. Bobby Pins & Blush, LLC - Installation of signs at 600 Caroline Street.
The applicant was not present. There was no public comment.
Mr. McFarland said the signs were architecturally compatible with the historic aspects of the
Historic District and made a motion to approve the signs as presented. Ms. Pates seconded. The
motion carried unanimously.

2. Community Bank of the Chesapeake — Installation of signs at 425 William Street.

The applicant was not present. There was no public comment.

Mr. Nelson read an email into the record from Sabina Weitzman (Attachment A) who expressed
concern with the size of the illuminated sign panel.

Mr. McFarland said the sign dimensions are less than what is allowed and that he did not find
anything offensive about the sign.

Dr. Barile said she agreed that the signs were extremely large and cover all of the brick between
the first and second floor. She said smaller signs would be more appropriate for the Historic
District.

Mr. Scully asked if the sign would be a box sign, with a flat face, and be internally lit.

Mr. Nelson said there was a box underneath for the LED lighting.

Mr. Scully asked if the sign the entire white background of the sign would be lit.

Mr. Nelson said that only the lettering and logo would be lit.

Mr. Scully commented on the structure of the awning. He said the frame covered the header of
the window. He said he was concerned about damage to the header.
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Mr. Nelson said it was sealed at the top, so water damage was not supposed to occur.

Mr. Scully said the awnings covered too much of the windows and suggested raising them up.
Mr. Van Zandt asked if the awnings could be downsized.

Mr. Harris commented that the sign is within the allowable size limits.

Dr. Barile said that the Board could recommend altering the size of the sign if too much of the
character defining features were covered.

Mr. Nelson said that there were steel structural members on the inside wall that posed an issue
and the size of the sign was to allow for the electrical components.

Mr. Scully said his major concern was the big, white back-plate and suggested downsizing or
removing the back-plate.

Mr. McFarland suggested having only the logo stand out.

Dr. Barile made a motion to table the application to a supplemental meeting, to further discuss
the application with the applicant. Mr. Van Zandt seconded. The Board agreed to meet on
March 28, 2016 at 7:30 p.m. in City Hall. The motion carried unanimously.

3. City of Fredericksburg — Installation of a four foot aluminum fence at 1016 Charles
Street.

Bill Freehling, Assistant Director of Economic Development, was present. There was no public
comment.

Mr. McFarland asked if aluminum was less expensive than other options that would be more
appropriate for that area.

Mr. Freehling said the City had discussed different options. He said they had been
recommended to go with a black aluminum fence, similar to the fence at Maury Field. He said
the fence would be attractive and easy to maintain and would not be readily visible from Prince
Edward or Charles Street.

Ms. Pates asked why they did not want foot traffic. She said a fence was unfriendly.

Mr. Freehling said the purpose of the fence was mainly to prevent cut through traffic through the
lot. He said foot traffic could still use the alley.

Mr. Scully said that the lot on the other side of the fence was private and not part of the alley.
He said there had previously been a fence at this location.

Mr. McFarland commented that the fence would be easy to replace.

Mr. Scully asked if there would be curb stops in the parking spots. Mr. Freehling said yes.
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Mr. Van Zandt made a motion to approve the installation of the aluminum fence, as submitted.
Mr. Scully seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

4. Charles Aquino —Addition at 101 Caroline Street.

Charles Aquino and the property owner, Trisha McDaniel, were present. There was no public
comment.

Mr. Scully said the proposal was a thoughtful design. He said the addition was set back and was
sympathetic to the original structure. He said the proportions and materials were appropriate.

Mr. Van Zandt agreed with Mr. Scully and said the addition would tie in well with the house and
the neighborhood.

Mr. McFarland asked about the roof detail. He said the Board always asks for hand crimped
seams.

Mr. Aquino said the metal roof would be hand-crimped.
Mr. Van Zandt asked if the remaining roof would be replaced.
Mr. Aquino said it would not be replaced at this time.

Dr. Barile said she thought the addition was quite large and said she appreciated the low profile
of the hipped roof and maintaining the fenestration lines of the original structure. She thanked
Mr. Aquino for the attention to detail.

Mr. Van Zandt made a motion to approve the addition, as presented. Ms. Pates seconded. The
motion carried unanimously.

5. Tommy Mitchell — Demolition of 106 and 108 Hanover Street, and 718 Sophia
Street. Construction of a new five-story masonry building at 100 Hanover Street.

The applicant, Tommy Mitchell, and the engineer, Ray Freeland, were present.

Mr. Nelson read emails from the following:

Sabina Weitzman, Vice-Chair of the ARB - requested comparative massing details.
(Attachment B)

Taylor Bricker — opposed. (Attachment C)

Kelly Bricker — opposed. (Attachment D)

Susan Woodworth West — opposed. (Attachment E)

Mr. Freeland said the project had been ongoing for several years. He said the special use permit
and the special exceptions that were granted were still valid. He said they were not proposing
changes, but were proposing to construct the project as approved previously.

Mr. Mitchell commented that it had been a lengthy process to get all the approvals. He said
Sophia Street needed a renaissance and they had worked hard to get this new building to fit.
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Tom Smith, of 1310 Kenmore Avenue and owner of 723 Caroline Street, said that he and his
wife had expressed their views at many meetings regarding this site. He summarized and
distributed their views. (Attachment F)

Emily Taggart-Schricker, of 801 Marye Street and president of the Historic Fredericksburg
Foundation (HFFI), said the proposed structure was too tall and too large. She said height has
become an issue in Historic Fredericksburg. Ms. Schricker distributed copies of comments
opposing the project to the Board. The comments were printed from HFFI’s Facebook page.
(Attachment G)

David James, of 213 Princess Anne Street, spoke in opposition to the scale and massing. He said
five stories was too high and was not the norm in Fredericksburg. Mr. James presented the
Board with a picture of New Bern, N.C. that included a five-story condominium building and
demonstrated the effect of very large buildings disrupting the historic downtown character.
(Attachment H)

Ed Sandtner, of 132 Caroline Street, spoke in opposition. He said the purpose of the ARB is to
maintain the historic and architectural integrity of the designated historic areas. Mr. Sandtner
said this project and the project on George Street did not promote architectural integrity. He said
that the scale, massing, and the design were incompatible with the architectural ambiance of the
Historic District. Mr. Sandtner said he would support development of a compatible and
appropriate development. He suggested that the ARB revisit their previous decision.

Dick Hansen, of 109 Kinloch Drive, spoke in opposition. He said that he had spoken on the
project when it was before the ARB previously and had been opposed to the scale and massing,
Mr. Hansen said his current focus was on the look of the building. He said the building was
deliberately broken up with prominent protrusions, balconies and strong comices. He said there
were too many different materials and that the building was confused. Mr. Hansen said the
building did not look like any other in Fredericksburg and said that it did not belong.

Leslie Pugh, of 6 Bridle Path Lane in Stafford, commented that the scale and mass of the
building were not in keeping with the streetscape of Sophia Street and would overwhelm the
area. She said development was a good idea, but suggested more businesses, shops, and
restaurants that would generate more income for the area.

Barbara Anderson, of 1811 Washington Avenue, said she was opposed to the scale and massing
of the building. She said that five stories was too tall and it was not fair to compare the height to
the parking garage. Ms. Anderson agreed that Sophia Street needed a renaissance, but it needed
to be in keeping with the historic character. She said large buildings were destroying the historic
character of downtown Fredericksburg.

Matthew Kelly, of 1309 Hanover Street, spoke in opposition. Mr. Kelly said he thought he had a
unique perspective as he had been involved with other downtown projects over the years; the
parking garage, hotel, and others. He said the hotel project included much dialog and became a
very good project that he thought they were all very proud of. Mr. Kelly mentioned that the City
had received awards for the parking garage. He said that if we’re going to build in downtown,
you have to ask yourself, “Is this an award winning project?” He said he didn’t think we were
going to get that with this project or anywhere close to it. He said the Historic District was the
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one thing the City has that no one else around us has. He said the longer we maintain the historic
character of downtown, the more valuable it becomes as the region approaches build-out and we
must keep that in mind when we make decisions. He said he gets concerned each time a big
project comes forth and the thinking is “well it’s going to bring about X amount of dollars.” He
said it would bring about X amount of dollars now, but where are we going to be 15-20 years
from now when we’ve wiped out what makes our downtown distinct? He said that’s what we
have to watch. He instructed the Board that what Council does with regard to zoning, height
limits, and all that, is immaterial to how the Board is to make decisions. He said the Board was
under no obligation legally to recognize the fact that Council had approved a 56 foot high
building. He said their job is to look at one thing and one thing alone: does this project fit the
historic character of the downtown? He said this project is so out of place. With both the
parking garage and the hotel, we went through a lot of public comment. He said he fully
understood that infill development is a fact of life, but it does need to be compatible with and
meet our preservation goals which are clearly stated and which the Board is obligated to base its
decisions on. Not on zoning. Not on how much revenue it’s bringing to the City. He said that
was his job. That was Council’s job to deal with that. He asserted that the Board’s job is strictly
to protect the historic character of the City of Fredericksburg.

Mr. Harris asked Mr. Kelly if he was speaking as a private citizen or as a City Councilman.
Mr. Kelly said he introduced himself as Matt Kelly, 1309 Hanover Street.
Mr. Harris thanked Mr. Kelly for the clarification.

Shirley Grant, of 806 Hanover Street, said she was opposed to the height and size of the
structure. She said the scale of buildings in other historic towns moves up from the river, even
the commercial development. Ms. Grant commented that the proposed building would be out of
place with its surroundings.

Jay Brown, business office at 725 Jackson Street, said he was on the ARB when the scale and
massing of the project was approved. He said the previous ARB had asked the applicant to tie
the building in to the downtown. Mr. Brown said he was not opposed to the scale and massing
and said he thought the architect and developer had done a good job. Mr. Brown said it was a
good building, sensitive to concerns of height, but that some details needed to be addressed. The
first floor, for instance, was a blank canvas of stone and a different use of materials would keep
the building in perspective.

Tommy Mitchell commented that the fagade of the building was not etched in stone and
requested a supplemental meeting to further discuss the project.

Dr. Barile suggested that the Board provide preliminary comments prior to a work session.

Mr. Scully asked why the drawing showed a height of 58 feet, not 56 feet. He also asked what
the finished floor height was of each individual floor.

Mr. Mitchell said the ceiling heights were 9 feet. He said there was a parapet that extended the
height 2 feet, but ultimately the measured height was 56 feet.
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Dr. Barile stated that she was on the ARB in 2013. She said that she thought development on
that lot would be a great addition to the Historic District, but was opposed to the scale and
massing and the materials of this project. Dr. Barile pointed out that the project had four special
exceptions and two special use permits and it seemed they were trying to bypass the guidelines.
She said the project does not fit in with the Historic District.

Mr. McFarland said he was opposed to the scale and massing of this project and of the George
Street townhomes. He said it would be beneficial to develop this site, but the development
should be something to boast about. Mr. McFarland referenced the ARB guidelines, which state
that new buildings should relate to the average height of existing adjacent structures and have the
same number of stories as neighboring buildings. He said he agreed that the buildings should
step down from the center of town towards the river. Mr. McFarland added that there was a
great deal of room for change with the fagade design to make it compatible with the character of
the Historic District. He said the structure was too tall and he could not support the project.

Ms. Pates stated she was on the ARB in 2013 and also did not support the project then and could
not support it now. She suggested they have a work session to discuss a compromise.

Mr. Harris asked if there were any issues to discuss regarding demolition.

Mr. McFarland said he could not vote on demolition without an approved project.
Mr. Harris said that was what he wanted to hear before moving on.

Mr. Mitchell said he was not in town on the 28™, but could meet on April 11,

Dr. Barile made a motion to table the application and have a work session on April 11, 2016 at
6:00 p.m. Ms. Pates seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Harris thanked the members of the public for their comments.
OTHER BUSINESS

1. Transmittal of Planning Commission agenda.

Mr. Nelson said there was no Planning Commission meeting in March, so there was not an
agenda to transmit.

2. Informal review — 1107 Princess Anne Street.

Charles Aquino was present to ask questions for a potential buyer. Mr. Aquino asked if the
Board would consider the following changes: 1 — change the height of the front door that faces
Princess Anne Street, 2 — change the size of the 2™ floor windows, and 3 — build an addition and
relocate the kitchen to the other side of the house.

Mr. Aquino and the Board discussed the reuse of the historic fabric and keeping the
measurements of the door the same. The Board made clear that replacing the windows would
not be acceptable, but they would review modifications to the door and an addition.
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3. Informal review — 201 William Street.

Mr. Nelson reviewed a series of drawings for the changes a potential tenant proposed to make at
201 William Street.

Ms. Pates clarified that the roof was real slate, not synthetic.
Dr. Barile said the recessed entry was rare.

Mr. McFarland commented that the changes were minimally invasive and advised they leave the
corner entry intact.

Mr. Nelson said the building had been heavily altered and had not been well cared for. He said
staff would find photos to help evaluate the proposed project.

4. Informal review 106 George Street.

Mr. Nelson said the tenant would like to paint a mural on the rear brick wall that faces Sophia
Street. The Board discussed the possibilities.

5. Training opportunities.

There was a brief discussion on training opportunities through the Virginia Department of
Historic Resources.

6. Discussion of 701 Prince Edward Street.
Dr. Barile distributed pictures of the front of 701 Prince Edward Street. The Board discussed the
repairs that had been made to the structure after a fire. Mr. Nelson said he would follow up and
find out when the window would be installed.

7. HFFI award to the ARB.

Dr. Barile presented City staff with the award the ARB had received from the HFFI for 1317
Charles Street.

Mr. Harris confirmed there would be supplemental meetings on March 28, 2016 at 7:30 p.m. and
on April 11, 2016 at 6:00 p.m. prior to the regular meeting at 7:30 p.m.

ADJOURN

Meeting adjourned at 9:48 p.m.

Qecall
06 arris air
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Erik Nelson
Ar—
From: Sabina Weitzman [s.weitzman@uverizon.net]
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2016 2:16 PM
To: Erik Nelson
Subject: ARB application item #2
Hello Erik

If possible I would like to note for the record that the proposed illuminated sign panel is
too large. I appreciate that it occupies a proportionally logical space between window
openings, but appears more billboard-like than sign-like.

Thank you,

Sabina

Sent from my iPhone



At chmend B

Erik Nelson

From: Sabina Weitzman [s.weizman@uverizon.net]
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2016 2:32 PM

To: Erik Nelson

Subject: item #5 ARB agenda

Hello Erik,
If possible to do so, I would like to comment on the record regarding this application.

The proposed scale and massing appears problematic, despite the still valid special exception
granted by the city. The applicant should provide illustration of the proposed project in
relation to Shiloh old site church, adjacent buildings on Caroline St (taking into account
the change in elevation between Caroline and Sophia streets), and the city's parking building
on Sophia street so the impact of the proposed building may be shown in context. I would be
unwilling to make a determination on scale and massing without this.

Thank you,
Sabina

Sent from my iPhone
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Erik Neison
—
From: Kate S. Schwartz
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2016 2:54 PM
To: Jamie Scully; John Harris; John Harris; Jon Van Zandt; Ken McFarland; Kerri Barile; Sabina
Weitzman; Susan Pates
Cc: Charles R. Johnston; Erik Nelson
Subject: FW: Reject One Hanover townhomes

Another comment on One Hanover. See below:

Kate Schwartz

Historic Resources Planner
City of Fredericksburg
(540) 372-1179

----- Original Message-----

From: Taylor [mailto:taylorbrickerf@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2016 2:45 PM

To: Kate S. Schwartz

Subject: Reject One Hanover townhomes

The townhomes would be an eyesore and destroy the character already jeopardized by the
townhomes already built. Stop the madness.

Sent from my iPhone



Aachment D

Erik Nelson

From: Kate S. Schwartz

Sent: Monday, March 14, 2016 2:34 PM

To: Jamie Scully; John Harris; John Harris; Jon Van Zandt; Ken McFarland; Kerri Barile; Sabina
Weitzman; Susan Pates

Cc: Charles R. Johnston; Erik Nelson

Subject: FW: Comments regarding One Hanover condo project

All,

Please see below- another comment regarding tonight’s One Hanover discussion.

Cheers,
Kate

Kate Schwartz

Historic Resources Planner
City of Fredericksburg
(540) 372-1179

From: Kelly Cassara [mailto:kellycassara@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2016 2:28 PM

To: Kate S. Schwartz

Subject: Comments regarding One Hanover condo project

Dear Ms. Schwartz,

As a resident of the City of Fredericksburg, | am opposed to the One Hanover condo project
proposed for the corner of Sophia and Hanover Streets.

The massive size and scale of the building, along with its modern look within a historic corner of town
make this project unacceptable to consider in our city. The proposed building would tower over Shiloh
Baptist Church (Old Site) and clash not only with the historic church, but the surrounding historic
district and riverfront.

I urge the ARB to abandon this project entirely, as it will destroy and detract from the historic look and
feel of downtown Fredericksburg -- the very things that make this charming city so appealing, unique,
and worthy of preservation.

We cannot afford to lose more of our city to development such as this that doesn't respect the
historical value and significance of downtown Fredericksburg.

Respectfully,

Kelly Bricker



Erik Nelson

From: Kate S. Schwartz

Sent: Monday, March 14, 2016 9:24 AM

To: Jamie Scully; John Harris; Jon Van Zandt; Ken McFarfand; Kerri Barile; Sabina Weitzman,;
Susan Pates; John Harris (john.harris2@TSA.DHS.gov)

Cc: Charles R. Johnston; Erik Nelson

Subject: FW: One Hanover project

Good morning to all,

Please see the public comment below regarding the One Hanover project on tonight’s ARB agenda. I will also print copies
of any comments received for you all to have this evening.

Cheers,
Kate

Kate Schwartz

Historic Resources Planner
City of Fredericksburg
(540) 372-1179

From: brodney2@comcast.net [mailto:brodney2 @comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2016 9:00 AM

To: Kate S. Schwartz

Subject: One Hanover project

The One Hanover proposed riverfront project is a disgrace to historic Fredericksburg. It is yet another
nail in the coffin of the historic nature of Fredericksburg and, if approved, will reflect badly on the
legacy of all who approved it. It is too big and will overshadow all that is good about the burg.
Sincerely,

Susan Woodworth West
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My Name is Tom Smith, | live at 1310 Kenmore Ave, 22401
My wife Ann and | own adjoining property at 723 Caroline St.

Ann and | have lots of history with this site and have expressed views in many public
meetings. Thanks for another invite.

In review of prior public meetings:
On the Negative Side

We opposed vacating the Sophia St alley that was once on the plat for this lot. The City
traded the alley for other easments, setting the stage for the current very large foot print.
In the process the City forfeited a major leveraging tool for containing a massive project.

We opposed the hotel planned on this site primarily because of extensive use of EFIS
instead of brick. Fortunately downtown got a nice brick hotel ... just in a different
location.

On the Positive Side

We supported agreements for planned improvement to the Hanover Street Alley.

We supported agreements to expand the width of the Hanover Street Alley.

And we supported One Hanover during the last ARB review process, primarily because
the concept and materials were much better than the prior proposed hotel.

We liked features of the overall concept:

o The mixed use aspects

o The improvements to residential living density
o The on-site, ground level parking for residents
o The fit into the flood plain

o Bricks and not EFIS

We did, however, express reservations about the 56 ft. height, but supported the project
even with the understanding we would be giving up our current view of the river.

As for the Current proposal ... We are not opposing it nor are we anxious to praise it as
in the past. A lot has changed in the Historic District in the last three years thus raising
concerns and questions about the future of our Historic District. Our concerns are not
about this one project. Our concerns are about a trend we don’t embrace.

As card carrying preservationists and owners of a c1831 property in the Historic District,
we would like to go on record as opposing the general trend towards planning, justifying
and accommodating tall, massive projects.

It appears tall, massive projects are feeding off of each other.
It appears the 50" height restriction has become a goal instead of a limiting factor.

While staff cleverly justifies One Hanover because of terracing of our streets by
suggesting we “can absorb the mass”, Ann and | would like to ask a fundamental
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HFFI Facebook posts and comments regarding One Hanover construction
March 9th — 10th

Historic Fredericksburg Foundation, Inc. shared Preserve FXBG's photo.
- March 9 at &:38am -

Here is a rough compilation of what the new construction at the corner of Hanover and
Sophia Street would look like if it is approved on Monday, March 14th at the
Fredericksburg ARB meeting. Rather startling!

To get your bearings on where this is, on the right side of the picture is Shiloh Baptist
Church (Old Site) and just behind the camera is the river. This would be the view from
the new Riverfront Park.

If you don't think this is appropriate for our historic district please come out to the
meeting on Monday and let the city know! This is our only chance while it is still a
Public Hearing.

Shaun Kenney

* March 9 at 9:36pm

Jalina Jovkovich No thank you.
- March 9 at 7:16pm

Brian Hyland

- March 9 at 6:25pm



Laura C Fredericksxandria  frown emoticon
* March 9 at 8:35pm

Deborah Morgan Hate it, eye sore, covering view of river, doesn't go with rest of
buildings in downtown fburg
* March 9 at 9:28pm

Kelly Bricker It's massive and clashes with the rest of the buildings in that area. This
would destroy the historic look and feel of downtown Fredericksburg!

- March 9 at 10:52pm

Sally Barnes Sarkisian - Unlike Emoticon
* March 9 at 11:55am

Lisa Goulette Durham Unlike Emoticon Unlike Emoticon Unlike Emoticon
* March 9 at 1:44pm

Anita Miller Way too big...ugh!
March 9 at 4:32pm

Kevin Brown 2015 view for comparison.

- March 9 at 10:08am

Pat Powers Gaske Waayyy too tall; look at photo Kevin Brown posted, below, to see
current heights.
- March 9 at 1:59pm - Edited



Historic Fredericksburg Foundation, Inc. March 10 at 8:00am -

On Monday, March 14th the Fredericksburg ARB will have a public hearing about the
proposed One Hanover condo project for the corner of Sophia and Hanover Streets. It is
proposed to be 56' tall. That is 6' more than is allowed without a special exception
(which they have) and is 10' TALLER than the George Street townhomes proposed for
behind the National Bank building. TEN FEET taller!

The George Street townhomes were a turning point for our city, people began to realize
that 48' is too tall for our historic district. If 48' is too tall, then what is 56'?

Please take the time to come to the ARB meeting on Monday night, 7:30 at City
Council chambers to tell the ARB this building is too tall for our historic district and
our riverfront. HFFI supports sensitive development in Fredericksburg and wants to see
our city continue to grow, but we feel we can do it with respect to the current
streetscape and our city's history. Let's work together to make that happen.

Learn more about the Fredericksburg ARB here
http://fredericksburgva.gov/index.aspx?nid=223

Shaun Kenney what an eyesore...
- March 10 at 8:09am

Lucille Anderson When will this over building stop? I am disgusted.
* March 10 at 12:21pm

Pat Powers Gaske Can we make comments if we can't come to the meeting?
 March 10 at 2:32pm

Karen-Marie Hyland The eyesore is what is currently on that property. Not all
development is bad and this knee jerk anti everything in this town has to stop. Hear
these people out.

 March 10 at 7:52pm
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