ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
AGENDA
April 26, 2021
7:00 P.M.

Agenda
1. Call To Order [E-Meeting]
This meeting is being held electronically through the “GoTo Meeting” application,
pursuant to City Council Ordinance 20-05, An Ordinance to Address Continuity of
City Government during the Pendency of a Pandemic Disaster.
The members participating are: [List members by name]
Members of the public have been invited to access this meeting by public access
television Cox
Channel 84, Verizon Channel 42, online at www.regionalwebtv.com, or on
Facebook Live at
www.facebook.com/FXBGgov.

2. Determination Of A Quorum
3. Determination That Public Notice Requirements Have Been Met
3.I. April 26, 2021 Meeting Notice
Documents:
3 2021-04-26_ARB E-MEETING NOTICE.PDF
4. Approval Of Agenda
5. Disclosure Of Ex Parte Communication
6. Disclosure Of Conflicts Of Interest

3 2021-04-26_ARB E-MEETING NOTICE.PDF
4. Approval Of Agenda
5. Disclosure Of Ex Parte Communication
6. Disclosure Of Conflicts Of Interest
7. Public Hearing
7.I. Continued Applications
7.I.i. COA 2021-16 922-924 Caroline Street
Documents:
7A REVISED_COA 2021-16_ARBMEMO_922-924 CAROLINE
STREET_04-26-2021.PDF
7.I.ii. COA 2021-17 401 Hanover Street
Documents:
7B REVISED_COA 2021-17_ARBMEMO_401 HANOVER STREET_04-262021.PDF
7.I.iii. COA 2021-18 200 Hanover Street
Documents:
7C REVISED_COA 2021-18_ARBMEMO_200 HANOVER STREET_04-262021.PDF
7.I.iv. COA 2021-19 1305 Sophia Street
Documents:
7D REVISED_COA 2021-19_ARBMEMO_1305 SOPHIA STREET_04-262021.PDF
8. General Public Comment
Public comments may be submitted in one of the following ways: (1) dropping them in the
Deposit Box at City Hall, (2) U.S. Mail, or (3) email to ksschwartz@fredericksburgva.gov.
Comments received before 4:00 p.m. on the day of the meeting will be read into the
record at the meeting. Comments must include your name and address, including zip
code, be limited to 5 minutes or less (read aloud), and address a topic of ARB business.
Public comments will not be accepted on video feeds during the meeting.

9. Other Business
10. Staff Update
11. Announcements And Reports
12. Adjournment

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD

The Architectural Review Board will hold a public meeting on Monday, April 26, 2021 at 7:00 p.m. The
meeting will be held as an e-meeting via video conference. The meeting can be viewed live on Cox Channel
84 and Verizon Channel 42, on the City’s Facebook page, and at https://www.regionalwebtv.com. The
purpose of the meeting is to vote on the following applications that were the subject of a public hearing
on April 12, 2021:
1. 922-924 Caroline Street – James Newton requests to remove the molded cornice from the façade
of this commercial building due to its deteriorated condition. (COA 2021-16)
2. 401 Hanover Street – Anna Mitsis-Mozena requests to replace the porch decking on the front and
side porches at this commercial property with new IPE wood decking. (COA 2021-17)
3. 200 Hanover Street – JFH Fredericksburg III, LLC requests to make alterations to the exterior of
this commercial building including replacing two exterior doors, reconfiguring a rear courtyard
entry, and installing exterior lighting. (COA 2021-18)
4. 1305 Sophia Street – James E. Jarrell IV requests to make alterations to this single-family residence
as a component of a larger repair and rehabilitation project including reconfiguration of the front
entry porch, replacing gutters and downspouts, alteration to window and door openings on the
side porch, and replacing shutters. (COA 2021-19)
Information on the above applications may be viewed on the City website or by contacting the Planning
Office. Written public comments may be submitted in one of the following ways: (1) dropping them in the
Deposit Box at City Hall, (2) U.S. Mail, or (3) email to the Historic Resources Planner. Comments received
before 4:30 p.m. on the day of the meeting will be read into the record at the meeting. Comments must
include your name and address, including zip code, be limited to 5 minutes or less (read aloud), and
address a topic of ARB business. Public comments will not be accepted on video feeds during the meeting.
For questions, contact the Planning Office at (540) 372-1179 or ksschwartz@fredericksburgva.gov.
Jonathan Gerlach, Chair
Architectural Review Board

COA 2021-16

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
Kate Schwartz, Historic Resources Planner
April 21, 2021 (for the April 26, 2021 meeting)
Certificate of Appropriateness for exterior alteration at
922-924 Caroline Street

ISSUE
James Newton requests to remove the molded cornice from the façade of this commercial building due
to its deteriorated condition.
RECOMMENDATION
Denial of the certificate of appropriateness for the request because it does not meet the standards in
City Code §72-23.1(D)2, specifically standard 6:
Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, wherever possible. If
replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material being replaced in
composition, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Replacement of missing
architectural features should be based on historic, physical, or pictorial evidence rather than on
conjectural designs or the availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or
structures.
APPLICABLE HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGN STANDARDS & GUIDELINES
Exterior Architectural Elements – Cornices (Historic District Handbook, pg. 99)
3. Ensure that materials used to repair a cornice are compatible with the original materials.
4. Match the details of an existing original cornice when making repairs.
5. A cornice should only be replaced when it is missing or rotted or rusted beyond repair.
Replacement should be based on physical evidence and photo documentation. Avoid changing
the physical and visual characteristics of a cornice by using inappropriate materials or finishes
that alter its appearance or convey a different period of construction. Avoid removing cornice
elements.
6. If physical or photographic evidence is unavailable to guide cornice replacement, use a design
that is compatible with the building.

DISCUSSION

The ARB opened a public hearing on this application on April 12, 2021. One public comment was
received in support of the proposed alteration to the property. Board members debated removal versus
repair of the trim element, noting that the quality of the Colonial Revival elements was poor and none
would last over time. In general, the Board was supportive of an overall return to the earlier Modern
façade at this commercial property and was sensitive to the property owner’s financial concerns;
however, some Board members said that simply removing the cornice would not clearly read as a
restoration of the earlier façade and would instead simply lead to an appearance that a component of
the building was missing.
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This building is unique in the distinctive styles that have been applied to the building over time, and
which have been clearly documented. While the Colonial Revival façade that was created in 1973 is at
the borderline of the district’s period of historic significance, the overall style is clearly distinguishable
and fits into a pattern of development that is visible across the district. Removal of the cornice may be
appropriate as part of a larger project to restore the earlier Peoples Drug Store façade; however, only
removing this one piece confuses the appearance of the building and the overall design. The
recommendation to deny the request because it does not meet the standards for alteration remains
unchanged.
Background from April 12, 2021
This two-story, four-bay commercial building is constructed of brick and rests on a solid foundation. The
structure is comprised of two earlier buildings that were later combined into one commercial space for
the Peoples Drug Store in 1948. At that time, a modern façade was installed over the front of both
buildings. In 1973, with approval of the Board of Historic Buildings, precursor to the ARB, the storefront
was again renovated and given Colonial Revival features. These include the Flemish bond brick façade,
cornices, and fixed multi-light wood windows. The building is considered contributing to the district;
however, it has not been fully evaluated to determine its integrity.
The applicant proposes to remove the molded wood cornice that spans the façade near the top of the
front elevation. This wood cornice was installed in 1973 as part of the storefront renovation that gave
the building a Colonial Revival appearance. The cornice is heavily deteriorated, with rotting wood and
some elements in danger of falling from the building. Rather than repairing the cornice, the applicant
has requested to remove the trim entirely. A portion of the cornice was removed in 2013 to resolve an
already existing property maintenance issue. It is not clear why the ARB was not involved in this
previous action. The ARB is now being asked to evaluate the removal of the remaining lower portion of
the cornice.
The applicant has provided historic images of this building from the time when it was in use as the
Peoples Drug Store and current images that show neighboring buildings, noting that many of the
structures do not include such cornices. The removal would provide a smoother, simpler upper façade
more in line with the previous façade. The survey record on file recommended the building as
contributing to the Historic District; however, the surveyor was not aware of the history of renovation at
this building and did not correctly date the facade.
While the façade is a more recent alteration, the cornice is a component of a cohesive overall design. Its
removal would not be clearly understand as a return to a previous design of the building, but rather the
removal of a distinctive element of the current design. The cornice should be retained in place and
repaired in-kind.
APPROVAL CRITERIA
Criteria for evaluating proposed changes are found in City Code § 72-23.1(D)2 and are based on the
United States Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.
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S – satisfies D – does not satisfy NA – not applicable
(1) Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a
property by requiring minimal alteration of the building, structure, or
site and its environment, or by using a property for its originally intended
purposes.
(2) The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure,
or site and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or
alteration of any historical material or distinctive architectural features
should be avoided when possible.
(3) All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of their
own time. Alterations that have no basis and which seek to create an
earlier appearance shall be discouraged.
(4) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence
of the history and development of a building, structure, or site and its
environment. These changes may have acquired significance in their own
right, and this significance shall be recognized and respected.
(5) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which
characterize a building, structure, or site shall be treated with sensitivity.
(6) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than
replaced, wherever possible. If replacement is necessary, the new
material should match the material being replaced in composition,
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Replacement of missing
architectural features should be based on historic, physical, or pictorial
evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of
different architectural elements from other buildings or structures.
(7) The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest
means possible. Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will
damage the historic building materials shall not be undertaken.
(8) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve
archaeological resources affected by or adjacent to any project.
(9) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties
shall not be discouraged when such alterations and additions do not
destroy significant historical, architectural, or cultural material, and such
design is compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of
the property, neighborhood, or environment.
(10)Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be
done in such a manner that, if such additions or alterations were to be
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the structure
would be unimpaired.
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Attachments:
1. Aerial photograph and front elevation view
2. Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, 1896 and 1947
3. Free Lance-Star Article, June 1973
4. Letter from the applicant including historic photos and existing conditions
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AERIAL

FRONT (EAST) ELEVATION
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1896 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map

1947 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map
6
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MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
Kate Schwartz, Historic Resources Planner
April 21, 2021 (for the April 26, 2021 meeting)
Certificate of Appropriateness for exterior alteration at
401 Hanover Street

ISSUE
Anna Mitsis-Mozena requests to replace the porch decking on the front and side porches at this
commercial property with new IPE wood decking.
RECOMMENDATION
Approval of the certificate of appropriateness for the request as submitted.
APPLICABLE HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGN STANDARDS & GUIDELINES
Exterior Architectural Elements – Porches and Steps (Historic District Handbook, pg. 96)
5. Avoid removing historic material from porches. In addition, do not add materials that create a
different historic appearance.

DISCUSSION

The ARB opened a public hearing on this application on April 12, 2021. No public comments were
received on the proposal. Board members spoke in support of the alteration, but requested that the
applicant provide details on any finish that would be applied to the decking. Additionally, Board
members asked for confirmation that other trim elements surrounding the porch would be repaired inkind with wood.
The applicant has confirmed that the porch trim will be repaired or replaced in-kind with wood painted
to match. The new Ipe decking will be oiled annually as recommended by the manufacturer. The staff
recommendation for approval of the request as submitted is unchanged.
Background from April 12, 2021
This residence, now converted to commercial use, was constructed in 1851 in the Greek Revival style.
Three stories in height and topped by a low-pitched, hipped roof clad in slate with wide overhanging
eaves, the building is constructed of brick laid in stretcher bond. A single-leaf, wood, paneled, roundarch door opens into the center bay of the symmetrically-ordered façade and is sheltered by an
elaborately-detailed, one-story, one-bay, flat-roofed portico. A two-story, shed-roof, stucco-clad wing
with a prominent two-story bay window extends from the west elevation. A flat-roofed porch matching
the details of the entry portico spans the east side elevation. Nine-over-nine wood, double-hung, sash
windows with flat pilasters and bracketed crown moldings line the first story. On the second and third
stories, the six-over-six windows are framed by chamfered architrave moldings. This is a contributing
structure in the Historic District.
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The applicant proposes to replace the wood porch decking on the front and side porches due to
deterioration. The tongue-and-groove wood decking is in poor condition with significant rot, gapping,
and many soft boards. The applicant proposes to replace the decking with Ipe wood decking. Ipe is not
considered in-kind replacement as it differs from traditionally-used wood species in its hardness,
installation requirements, and need for specialty tools in installation. The new Ipe decking will have a
tongue-and-groove profile and the boards will be the same width and thickness as the existing. The new
material will match the appearance and dimensions of the existing decking.
In evaluating substitute materials, consideration should be given to whether or not the original material
is available, of a quality appropriate for continued use, whether significant historic materials will be
impacted, and whether or not the replacement material matches the historic appearance. The ARB has
consistently considered alternate porch decking materials to be appropriate for use given the typically
limited visibility and poor performance of replacement wood decking. This proposal for replacement
matches all the details of the existing wood decking and will not adversely impact any historic features.
Approval of the request as submitted is recommended.
APPROVAL CRITERIA
Criteria for evaluating proposed changes are found in City Code § 72-23.1(D)2 and are based on the
United States Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.
S
D
NA S – satisfies D – does not satisfy NA – not applicable
(1) Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a
property by requiring minimal alteration of the building, structure, or
X
site and its environment, or by using a property for its originally intended
purposes.
(2) The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure,
or site and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or
X
alteration of any historical material or distinctive architectural features
should be avoided when possible.
(3) All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of their
X
own time. Alterations that have no basis and which seek to create an
earlier appearance shall be discouraged.
(4) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence
of the history and development of a building, structure, or site and its
X
environment. These changes may have acquired significance in their own
right, and this significance shall be recognized and respected.
(5) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which
X
characterize a building, structure, or site shall be treated with sensitivity.
(6) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than
replaced, wherever possible. If replacement is necessary, the new
X
material should match the material being replaced in composition,
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Replacement of missing
2
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X
X

X

X

architectural features should be based on historic, physical, or pictorial
evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of
different architectural elements from other buildings or structures.
(7) The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest
means possible. Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will
damage the historic building materials shall not be undertaken.
(8) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve
archaeological resources affected by or adjacent to any project.
(9) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties
shall not be discouraged when such alterations and additions do not
destroy significant historical, architectural, or cultural material, and such
design is compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of
the property, neighborhood, or environment.
(10)Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be
done in such a manner that, if such additions or alterations were to be
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the structure
would be unimpaired.

Attachments:
1. Aerial photograph and front elevation view
2. Examples of Ipe decking
3. Photographs of existing conditions

3

COA 2021-17

AERIAL

FRONT (SOUTH) ELEVATION
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Sample tongue-and-groove Ipe decking
Replacement decking will match the thickness, width, and orientation of existing.
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MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
Kate Schwartz, Historic Resources Planner
April 21, 2021 (for the April 26, 2021 meeting)
Certificate of Appropriateness for exterior alteration at
200 Hanover Street

ISSUE
JFH Fredericksburg III, LLC requests to make alterations to the exterior of this commercial building
including replacing two exterior doors, reconfiguring a rear courtyard entry, and installing exterior
lighting.
RECOMMENDATION
Approval of the certificate of appropriateness for the request with the following conditions:
1. The fiberglass doors will have a smooth, painted finish.
2. Option 1 will be used for the canopy light fixtures.
APPLICABLE HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGN STANDARDS & GUIDELINES
Doorways (Historic District Handbook, pg. 89)
1. Retain original doors.
2. Repair original doors by patching, splicing, consolidating, or reinforcing. Wood may appear to be
rotten because of peeling paint or separation of joints, yet still be sound and able to be repaired.
Rotted parts can be replaced, as necessary, without replacing the entire door.
3. Doors should only be replaced when they are missing or beyond repair. Replacement should be
based on physical evidence and photo documentation rather than the availability of stock doors
or doors from other buildings. Avoid changing the physical or visual character of doors by using
inappropriate materials, finishes, or details.
4. Avoid changing the number, location, or size of doors by cutting new openings, enlarging
existing openings, blocking in door openings, or installing replacement doors that do not fit the
original openings.
Materials – Masonry (Historic District Handbook, pg. 101)
1. Removing or radically changing masonry features will diminish a building’s character. Retain
masonry features that define this character such as walls, brackets, railings, cornices, window
surrounds, pediments, steps, and columns. It is also important to retain mortar joint size and
tooling; the size, texture, and pattern of the masonry units; and the color of the masonry.

DISCUSSION

The ARB opened a public hearing on this application on April 12, 2021. No public comments were
received on the proposal. Board members spoke in support of the application and said that it met the
standards and guidelines for the district. One question was raised about the use of a painted wood
equipment screen on top of the stair tower. The applicant has assessed other options, but would prefer

1

COA 2021-18

to use this simple option as initially proposed. The staff recommendation for approval with two
conditions is unchanged from the previous meeting.
Background from April 12, 2021
The prominent Italianate-styled building at the southwest corner of Hanover and Caroline Streets was
constructed c.1866 as the Exchange Hotel. Three stories in height with a shallow-pitched hipped roof,
this commercial building features wide overhanging eaves, scrolled eave brackets, and ornate window
hoods. A full-width balcony runs across the front elevation at the second story. The elaborate groundfloor storefront framed by wood pilasters and banks of multi-light transom windows was added c.1921
during conversion to the Maury Hotel. This is a contributing structure in the Historic District.
The applicant proposes a scope of work for this property that includes extensive repair of existing
materials as well as interior renovations. The majority of the work, including window repair, repointing,
and repair or in-kind replacement of wood trim elements, does not require approval by the ARB. A small
number of alterations are included in the scope of work. The stucco-clad stair tower on the east
elevation, visible within the courtyard at the rear of the building, will be reconfigured. One entry door
currently on the east side of the tower will be removed and replaced by a window in the same location.
The stucco-clad wall beneath will be repaired. A new door opening will be located on the east side of the
stair tower and a new light fixture installed above the door, but this location is not visible. The new
window will be a solid wood, two-over-two, double-hung sash window to match the existing on the
upper portion of the stair tower.
A new equipment screen constructed of painted wood will be installed at the top of the stair tower and
mechanical units currently on the ground will be relocated to this area. The equipment screen will be
constructed of painted wood and will include a top and bottom rail and vertical pickets. Two rows of
cast iron washers will also be installed on the building’s east elevation; one row between the first and
second stories and another row between the second and third stories. Each washer will be six inches in
diameter and will be used to reinforce the brickwork as part of the repairs.
One door is proposed to be replaced on the west side elevation. The age of the existing door is not
known, but it appears to be a modern door that is heavily used by the restaurant business. The wood
door is proposed to be replaced with a single-light, double-swing, fiberglass door. The door is
appropriate for use on this rear elevation, though the applicant should ensure that the door has a
smooth finish without faux graining.
New light fixtures will be installed under the canopy for the restaurant entrance on Hanover Street. Inkind structural repairs will be performed on the canopy and three new lights will be installed under the
canopy. Two options have been provided: option 1 is a simple, low-profile flush-mount light and option
2 is also flush-mounted with a more decorative frame and finial. Option 1 is recommended for use.
With the stated recommendations, the proposed work is compatible with the character of the site and
the district and should be approved.
2
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APPROVAL CRITERIA
Criteria for evaluating proposed changes are found in City Code § 72-23.1(D)2 and are based on the
United States Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.
S
D
NA S – satisfies D – does not satisfy NA – not applicable
(1) Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a
property by requiring minimal alteration of the building, structure, or
X
site and its environment, or by using a property for its originally intended
purposes.
(2) The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure,
or site and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or
X
alteration of any historical material or distinctive architectural features
should be avoided when possible.
(3) All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of their
X
own time. Alterations that have no basis and which seek to create an
earlier appearance shall be discouraged.
(4) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence
of the history and development of a building, structure, or site and its
X
environment. These changes may have acquired significance in their own
right, and this significance shall be recognized and respected.
(5) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which
X
characterize a building, structure, or site shall be treated with sensitivity.
(6) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than
replaced, wherever possible. If replacement is necessary, the new
material should match the material being replaced in composition,
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Replacement of missing
X
architectural features should be based on historic, physical, or pictorial
evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of
different architectural elements from other buildings or structures.
(7) The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest
X
means possible. Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will
damage the historic building materials shall not be undertaken.
(8) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve
X
archaeological resources affected by or adjacent to any project.
(9) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties
shall not be discouraged when such alterations and additions do not
destroy significant historical, architectural, or cultural material, and such
X
design is compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of
the property, neighborhood, or environment.
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X

(10)Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be
done in such a manner that, if such additions or alterations were to be
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the structure
would be unimpaired.

Attachments:
1. Aerial photograph and front elevation view
2. Elevations and details
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AERIAL

VIEW LOOKING SOUTHWEST FROM CAROLINE AND HANOVER STREETS
5

200 Hanover Street – Exterior Selections

West Elevation – New Restaurant Exterior Door

South Elevation – New Apartment Stair Entry Door

03-17-21

Exterior Light Fixture above new South Elevation Apartment Stair Door

Option #1: Exterior Replacement Light Fixture for Re-furbished West Canopy

Option #2: Exterior Replacement Light Fixture for Re-furbished West Canopy

SANDERS

ARCHITECTURE PC

REPLACE (3) EX. LIGHT FIXTURES

AHU

BATH
8x9'
85 SF

KITCHEN
14'x10'
134 SF

CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG, VIRGINIA

200 HANOVER STREET

UNIT #1
1,460 SF

REPAIRS & ALTERATIONS

LIVING
19'x18'
336 SF

200 HANOVER STREET

16125 RACCOON FORD RD
CULPEPER, VIRGINIA 22701
(v)540-829-2590

WH
DW

W/D

S.E.
STAIR

MAU

MASTER
BATH
8x9'
78 SF

HALL
DINING
12'x9'
105 SF

UP

REVISIONS:
NEW DOOR

/\/\/\

EX. SCREEN FENCE

NEW WINDOW

/\/\/\

E

/\/\/\

RELOCATE (3) CU TO
SE STAIR BALCONY

N

BEDROOM #1
15'x17'
288 SF

BEDROOM #2
13'x17'
210 SF

DRAWN:
DAS
CHECKED:
NOTED
SCALE:
DATE:
03-18-21
2110
PROJECT #:
1ST FLOOR PLAN

REMOVE FENCE

1

SANDERS

ARCHITECTURE PC

STRUCTURAL REPAIRS TO
NEW CANOPY

CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG, VIRGINIA

200 HANOVER STREET

REPAIRS & ALTERATIONS

200 HANOVER STREET

16125 RACCOON FORD RD
CULPEPER, VIRGINIA 22701
(v)540-829-2590

REVISIONS:

DRAWN:
DAS
CHECKED:
NOTED
SCALE:
DATE:
03-18-21
2110
PROJECT #:
NORTH
ELEVATION

2

SANDERS

ARCHITECTURE PC

PTD. STUCCO

REMOVE EX. DOOR
& ADD WINDOW TO
MATCH EX. ABOVE

DUMPSTER SCREEN
TO REMAIN

CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG, VIRGINIA

EX. WINDOW

200 HANOVER STREET

200 HANOVER STREET

PTD. 1X4
EQUIP.
SCREEN

REPAIRS & ALTERATIONS

16125 RACCOON FORD RD
CULPEPER, VIRGINIA 22701
(v)540-829-2590

CAST IRON BRICK
REPAIR WASHERS

REVISIONS:

DRAWN:
DAS
CHECKED:
NOTED
SCALE:
DATE:
03-18-21
2110
PROJECT #:
SOUTH
ELEVATION
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SANDERS

ARCHITECTURE PC

CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG, VIRGINIA

PTD. WD
EQUIP.
SCREEN

200 HANOVER STREET

3B

200 HANOVER STREET

3D

REPAIRS & ALTERATIONS

16125 RACCOON FORD RD
CULPEPER, VIRGINIA 22701
(v)540-829-2590

EX. CANOPY STRUCTURAL
REPAIRS ONLY

NEW DOUBLE SWING
FIBERGLASS DOOR

EAST ELEVATION @ SE STAIR
SE STAIR - PTD.
STUCCO

WEST ELEVATION
SCALE: 1/8" = 1'-0"

REVISIONS:

SCALE: 1/8" = 1'-0"

DRAWN:
DAS
CHECKED:
NOTED
SCALE:
DATE:
03-18-21
2110
PROJECT #:
WEST
ELEVATION

4

4" CU CHIMNEY CAP

SANDERS

ARCHITECTURE PC

CITY OF FREDERICKSBURG, VIRGINIA

200 HANOVER STREET

STRUCT. REPAIR
TO EX. RAIL

REPAIRS & ALTERATIONS

200 HANOVER STREET

16125 RACCOON FORD RD
CULPEPER, VIRGINIA 22701
(v)540-829-2590

CANOPY TO BE
STRUCTURALLY REPAIRED -

REVISIONS:

DRAWN:
DAS
CHECKED:
NOTED
SCALE:
DATE:
03-18-21
2110
PROJECT #:
EAST
ELEVATION
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SANDERS

ARCHITECTURE PC

REPAIR CANOPY

SCALE: NONE

200 HANOVER STREET
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MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
Kate Schwartz, Historic Resources Planner
April 21, 2021 (for the April 26, 2021 meeting)
Certificate of Appropriateness for exterior alteration at
1305 Sophia Street

ISSUE
James E. Jarrell IV requests to make alterations to this single-family residence as a component of a larger
repair and rehabilitation project including reconfiguration of the front entry porch, replacing gutters and
downspouts, alteration to window and door openings on the side porch, and replacing shutters.
RECOMMENDATION
Approval of the certificate of appropriateness for the request with the following conditions:
1. The option is granted to use standing-seam metal on all roof surfaces.
2. All standing-seam metal roofing must have seams mechanically-crimped on site.
APPLICABLE HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGN STANDARDS & GUIDELINES
Exterior Architectural Elements – Porches and Steps (Historic District Handbook, pg. 96)
5. Avoid removing historic material from porches. In addition, do not add materials that create a
different historic appearance.
Window Shutters (Historic District Handbook, pg. 87)
3. If shutters must be replaced, ensure the new shutters are of a design and material to match the
original shutters and that they are operable or appear to be operable (of the correct size and
installation, with the correct hardware).
Windows (Historic District Handbook, pg. 84)
1. Retain original windows.
7. Avoid changing the number, location, size, or glazing pattern of a building’s windows by cutting
new openings, enlarging existing openings, blocking in windows, or installing replacement sash
that does not fit the window opening.
Doorways (Historic District Handbook, pg. 89)
1. Retain original doors.
4. Avoid changing the number, location, or size of doors by cutting new openings, enlarging
existing openings, blocking in door openings, or installing replacement doors that do not fit the
original openings.

DISCUSSION

The ARB opened a public hearing on this application on April 12, 2021. No public comments have been
received regarding this request. Board members asked a variety of clarifying questions, but spoke in
support of the proposed alterations. The applicant has provided updated details for the replacement
front entry door to clarify the specifications for the Board.
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Additionally, the applicant has requested the option to use standing-seam metal on all the roof
surfaces—a change from the plan to replace the various metal and asphalt shingle sections in kind,
which does not require ARB approval. The existing asphalt shingle is not a distinctive historic element of
the house and a change to metal roofing is compatible with the character of the property. Approval of
this option is included in the recommendation to approve the application.
Background from April 12, 2021
This residence was constructed c.1929 in the Colonial Revival style. This is a contributing structure in the
Historic District. The asymmetrical form includes a two-story, front-gabled section on the north side and
a one-story, side-gabled wing extending to the south. The wood-framed dwelling is clad in
weatherboard and features extended eaves, molded cornice returns, and a plain frieze board. An
exterior end brick chimney is adjacent to the front entry, which is sheltered by a pedimented portico
with Doric columns. A one-story, hip-roofed porch with Tuscan columns spans the north side elevation.
One-over-one, wood, double-hung sash windows are typical and one multi-light fixed window is located
to the right side of the entry. A two-story addition was constructed on the south end of the residence in
2008. This is a contributing structure in the Historic District.
The applicant is beginning a rehabilitation project at this property which includes extensive repairs as
well as some alterations. Asphalt shingle roofing and standing-seam metal roofing on different portions
of the house will be replaced in-kind. Additionally, damaged areas of wood siding will be replaced with
new wood siding of the same profile in-kind. A series of structural repairs which do not result in any
visible alterations are also included in the scope of work.
Window and door openings within the side porch area on the north side elevation are proposed to be
altered. Multi-light French doors and a casement window are currently located in this area. ARB records
indicate that these openings were altered in the early 1980s and again in 1999. The applicant proposes
to replace the French doors with a single paneled wood door with two lights in the upper half. The siding
will extend across to repair the former opening. The casement windows are proposed to be replaced
with new aluminum-clad wood casement windows in a larger size, filling the former framed opening size
that was in place prior to 1999. The windows and doors in this area have not acquired historic
significance and the alterations are in accordance with the district guidelines.
The existing shutters on this residence are fixed decorative shutters that were modified to match the
heights of the windows. The applicant proposes to remove these shutters and install new painted wood
louvered shutters that are correctly sized to fit the windows. The shutters will be installed with
appropriate operable hardware that includes hinges and shutter dogs. Additionally, the ogee-style white
aluminum gutters will be replaced with half-round copper gutters and round copper downspouts. The
proposed gutter system and shutters are appropriate for use.
The most substantial alteration proposed is a modification to the main entryway. The applicant has
investigated the existing entry portico during the course of an assessment for structural repairs. It
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appears that a number of alterations have occurred over time including replacement of the entry door,
construction of a shallow porch, and introduction of the existing columns. The original configuration is
unclear. The applicant proposes a new design that retains a classical pediment and reuses the existing
columns, but extends the entire roof and entry several feet to create a larger enclosed vestibule. The
front-gabled roof will be clad in slate shingles salvaged from the recent roof replacement at 309 William
Street. A new two-panel, solid wood door with multi-light sidelights will be installed in the new entry.
Lapped wood siding matching the main house will clad the sides of the enclosed portion of the entry.
The proposed entryway modifications are compatible with the character of the residence and will not
adversely impact any character-defining historic features. Approval the proposed alterations as
submitted is recommended.
APPROVAL CRITERIA
Criteria for evaluating proposed changes are found in City Code § 72-23.1(D)2 and are based on the
United States Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.
S
D
NA S – satisfies D – does not satisfy NA – not applicable
(1) Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a
property by requiring minimal alteration of the building, structure, or
X
site and its environment, or by using a property for its originally intended
purposes.
(2) The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure,
or site and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or
X
alteration of any historical material or distinctive architectural features
should be avoided when possible.
(3) All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of their
X
own time. Alterations that have no basis and which seek to create an
earlier appearance shall be discouraged.
(4) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence
of the history and development of a building, structure, or site and its
X
environment. These changes may have acquired significance in their own
right, and this significance shall be recognized and respected.
(5) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which
X
characterize a building, structure, or site shall be treated with sensitivity.
(6) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than
replaced, wherever possible. If replacement is necessary, the new
material should match the material being replaced in composition,
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Replacement of missing
X
architectural features should be based on historic, physical, or pictorial
evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of
different architectural elements from other buildings or structures.
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X
X

X

X

(7) The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest
means possible. Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will
damage the historic building materials shall not be undertaken.
(8) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve
archaeological resources affected by or adjacent to any project.
(9) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties
shall not be discouraged when such alterations and additions do not
destroy significant historical, architectural, or cultural material, and such
design is compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of
the property, neighborhood, or environment.
(10)Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be
done in such a manner that, if such additions or alterations were to be
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the structure
would be unimpaired.

Attachments:
1. Aerial photograph and front elevation view
2. Photographs of existing conditions
3. Entry door detail
4. Project description
5. Detail drawings of porch alterations
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AERIAL

FRONT (WEST) ELEVATION
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Existing Conditions
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1305 Sophia St.
Renovation Submission
City of Fredericksburg
Architectural Review Board

Project Team
Applicant / Owner: James E. Jarrell IV
Contractor: Jay Holloway of Habalis Construction, Inc.
Architect – Gibson Worsham of Glave & Holmes Architecture
Interior Designer – Jean Stoffer of Jean Stoffer Designs
Landscape Architect – Kendra Taylor of Kendra Taylor Landscape Architecture

Project Description
We are working on plans to renovate the kitchen and living room areas of the original house,
and upon investigative work we uncovered a series of sagging beams and a bearing wall that
needed to be removed, allowing us to open some existing walls, and a domino effect of
structural and settling issues because evident in the front portion of the original house, which is
estimated to have been constructed in 1929 by Hargas Dillon. The existing entryway has settled
considerably with lack of proper water dispersion on the outside and lack of continuous bearing
on the inside. Termites and rot have compromised the 4x4s that connect the existing entry to
the exterior corner of the house. Our first course of action was to look at structural stabilization,
and as we chased the issue around the exterior façade, our list of repair grew to encompass the
following 7 main areas:
Entryway Renovation, Roof Replacement, Siding and Trim Replacement, Gutter, Porch Entry
Door Replacement, Porch Window Re-enlargement, and Shutter Replacement and Hardware.

1

Current View of side porch area

In-bloom View of side porch area

2

Current Views of
Entryway

3

Current Sophia St. Façade
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I.

Entryway Renovation

We are proposing a renovation of the entryway, to correct the issues of water drainage, settling,
termites, structural bearing, and inappropriate architectural detailing. The intent of our
expansion and renovation is to pay homage to what is existing, but to do so in a properly
proportioned manner. We will be utilizing salvaged materials from the job, including the
columns as well as a recently replaced slate roof from 309 William St.
Below is the design narrative from Gibson Worsham:
“The American Order”
The house at 1305 Sophia Street was built in the second quarter of the twentieth
century on the south bank of the Rappahannock River in Fredericksburg VA. The
weatherboarded frame structure, which presents a gable end to the street, was
designed using conventional period detailing, including six-over-six sash windows, a box
cornice, and a tall frieze that returns in the gables. In spite of that plain character, a
whimsical asymmetry distinguishes the older part of the house from other residences on
the street. The house increased in scale in recent decades by the addition of a large
wing to the east.
The entry bay is placed in a two-story half-gable that projects slightly from the main
mass toward the street. The actual door is housed in a small, projecting, single-story
vestibule with a pedimented roof, located next to a deliberately picturesque brick
chimney. The entry currently presents a disorganized appearance to the street. As a part
of an earlier renovation the entry was replaced with a modern six-panel door. Possible
at the same time a slightly smaller, very shallow porch was added at the entry
supported with stave-built fluted columns in the Greek Doric order
The Greek Revival columns are unusual in this context and appear to have been moved
here from another historic house and tacked awkwardly onto the front of the original
vestibule. The entry projection, with its jumble of disjointed parts, does not serve the
house or its neighbors on the street well. The owners want to expand the vestibule
slightly and reconstruct the porch in a more permanent form, keeping the original
columns and staying as much as possible within the Greek Revival mode that they
represent. The design is intended to make a clear distinction between new and old
work by the use of contrasting architectural character, not only in form but in quality.
The proposed pediment adapts without copying the Greek Revival detailing shown in
Plate 27 of Asher Benjamin’s pattern book called The Architect, or Practical House
Carpenter, published repeatedly in the early to mid-nineteenth century. This Greek
order was included by Benjamin as part of “a design for a frontispiece of the most
simple kind.” He asserted that “It may be used with success where the façade of the
house is very plain.” This design, adapted by builders as an architectural order, was used
to give a classical aspect to churches, houses, and store buildings across the country.
The trim on the door at 1305 would also be adapted from Plate 27 and paired with a
simple two-panel door.
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Plate 27 of Asher Benjamin. The Architect, or Practical House Carpenter, 1830.

II.

Roof Replacement

An existing asphalt roof on the original section of the house has served its useful life, and a
replacement in kind is requested.
The porch roof on the northwestern corner of the house is currently constructed of 16” on
center double locked standing seam steel roof. It too has served its useful life, and a
replacement in kind in requested.
The kitchen roof on the north corner of the house is currently constructed of 16” on center
double locked standing seam steel roof. It too has served its useful life, and a replacement in
kind is requested.
III.

Siding and Trim Repair / Replacement

Areas of settling and water infiltration have compromised significant areas of the existing 5”
exposure beveled wood siding that runs the original façade of the house. Current condition of
the siding is varied, with some areas in fine shape, others are cupped warped, missing, rotted or
cracked. We are requesting to replace in kind with Accoya, Western Red Cedar or other wood
product in the areas that require new siding and trim.

6

Select Views of Existing Conditions
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IV.

Gutter Replacement

The existing ogee style white aluminum gutter is currently discharging on grade in front of the
house, where the grade slopes back to the foundation. Upon rectifying the grade issue, we are
requesting a conversion to a copper 6” EuroGutterUSA gutter system, with copper round down
spouts that connect to the network of drain pipes that daylight on the backside of the property.
Gutter will be installed with roof mounted brackets, and a single wall bracket on each
downspout, if distance requires it by manufacturer’s requirements.
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V.

Porch Entry Door Replacement

In the early 1980s, two existing porch openings were converted to a small window over a
kitchen sink, and a double 15 lite French door set to access a living room. We request a
conversion to a single active door from the inside to the porch, within the existing and original
opening. The current rough opening is 91” high and 68” wide.
Our proposed door is a simple 90” x36” two lite upper panel to compliment the revised front
door entry way, and a paneled lower half. The door will be wood. The glass will be clear.

We will carry the siding across and opening and terminate into the trim around the new door.
We will eliminate the one porch light to the right.
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VI.

Porch Window Re-enlargement

The other opening modified in the early 1980s, was a smaller window over a kitchen sink. We
request an enlargement of the current Pella Architect Series traditional 6 lite divided bar
casement windows wood with metal cladding from their current size of 36” high by 58” wide to
a enlarge back to the original rough opening size of 48” high by 68” wide, to allow for more
natural light and original sizes.
Current

Current
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Proposed

VII.

Shutter Replacement and Hardware Installation

The current shutters on 1305 Sophia St. are of low quality and are in poor condition. They were
constructed by extending an off the shelf shutter with wood blocks to match the window
opening size. These shutters are flat panel fixed louver, and are face screwed into the siding and
no hardware is present. We are proposing custom made wood fixed flat panel louvered shutters
that are designed to correctly fit the opening of each window on the Sophia St. façade, and the
northwest facing windows of the 1st level. We will utilize cast iron shutter dogs that will be
installed for function, as well as butt hinges that will be installed for function on each shutter.
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Shutter Specifications

Stiles

2-1/2"

Top Rail

2-1/2"

Middle Rail(s)

2-1/2"

Bottom Rail

3-3/4" to 5"

Stile/Rail Thickness

1-5/16"

Louver Pitch

30 degrees

Louver Spacing

1-1/2" on center

Louver Thickness

3/8"

Louver Width

1-3/4"
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H Style Lift off butt hinges will be utilized.

Traditional plate and post style shutter tie backs will be utilized, with Pennsylvania Amish-cast tiebacks
for the actual holdback. Painted black.
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1305 Sophia Street
Fredericksburg, Virginia
19 March 2021
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