ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
AGENDA
JUNE 28, 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. Architectural Review Board Meeting Notice
Documents:
2 2021-06-28_ARB E-MEETING NOTICE.PDF
4. Approval Of Agenda
5. Disclosure Of Ex Parte Communication
6. Disclosure Of Conflicts Of Interest

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 2021-34 - 813 Sophia St
Documents:
7A REVISED_COA 2021-34_ARBMEMO_813 SOPHIA STREET_06-282021.PDF
7.I.ii. COA 2021-35 - 202 Frederick St
Documents:
7B REVISED_COA 2021-35_ARBMEMO_202 FREDERICK STREET_0628-2021.PDF
7.I.iii. COA 2021-36 - 307 Lewis St
Documents:
7C REVISED_COA 2021-36_ARBMEMO_307 LEWIS STREET_06-282021.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
9.I. Discussion Of Feedback From HFFI Consultant Dan Becker
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, June 28, 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 June 14, 2021:
1. 813 Sophia Street – The Fredericksburg Center for the Creative Arts requests to install a “Little Art
Gallery” accessory structure in the garden area on the north side of the building. (COA 2021-34)
2. 202 Frederick Street – Steve and Carole duBois request to construct a one-story addition at the
rear of this single-family residence, construct a trash enclosure, and construct retaining walls.
(COA 2021-35)
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 2021-34

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
Kate Schwartz, Historic Resources Planner
June 23, 2021 (for the June 28, 2021 meeting)
Certificate of Appropriateness for accessory structure at
813 Sophia Street

ISSUE
The Fredericksburg Center for the Creative Arts requests to install a “Little Art Gallery” accessory
structure in the garden area on the north side of the building.
RECOMMENDATION
Approval of the certificate of appropriateness for the request with the following conditions:
1. The overall height of the structure is limited to five feet from grade.
2. The gallery will be constructed of wood with a painted or stained finish. Any composites or
substitute materials used will have a smooth, painted finish.
3. Final materials will be approved by the Historic Resources Planner to ensure they are consistent
with traditional materials used throughout the Historic District.
The applicant is advised to monitor for archaeological resources during excavation for the post and
notify the Historic Resources Planner of any findings.
APPLICABLE HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGN STANDARDS & GUIDELINES
City Code §72-23.1(D)2
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.
DISCUSSION
The ARB opened a public hearing on this application on June 14, 2021. No public comments were
received. Board members asked several clarifying questions about the materials to be used for the roof,
windows, and other features of the gallery structure, but noted that the installation was easily reversible
and consistent with the standards and guidelines for the district. The applicant has provided some
updated information to state that the gallery will be constructed of wood with a painted or stained
finish. Due to the minor impacts of this project and its reversible nature, it is recommended that the
Historic Resources Planner be permitted to verify the final material selections for the gallery as
consistent with the character of the Historic District prior to construction.
Background from the June 14, 2021 meeting
The Silversmith House was constructed c.1785 in the Federal style. The one-and-one-half story, woodframed building rests on a raised English basement constructed of sandstone blocks. Originally
1
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constructed to face north, the building has been reoriented with the primary entrance on the gabled
end facing Sophia Street. Clad in beaded weatherboard siding, the building includes a box cornice,
molded bargeboards, and an exterior end chimney on the east side with stone base, Flemish bond brick
stacks, double parapeted shoulders, and a corbeled cap. Three gabled dormers line each roof slope and
double-hung wood sash windows are typical. The primary entrance is a six-panel door centered on the
west elevation. This is a contributing structure in Fredericksburg’s Historic District.
The applicant proposes to install a miniature art gallery structure in the garden area on the north side of
the museum building. A small wood box, constructed to mimic the appearance of the house on the
property, will stand on a wood post. The box will be approximately 10 inches tall by 10 inches wide by
20 inches in length. The post will be mounted into concrete in the ground and will be located in the
flower bed immediately adjacent to the north side elevation. In accordance with the standards for
freestanding signs, the overall height of the structure and post should be five feet or less.
The proposed installation is minimal and easily reversible, and will not have an adverse impact on the
character of the site or the district. Additionally, the Historic Fredericksburg Foundation, Inc. has
reviewed the proposal in accordance with a private preservation easement on the property and has
submitted a letter of support. With the height limited as stated, approval of the application 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.
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X

X

X

X

X

(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.

Attachments:
1. Aerial photograph and front elevation view
2. Location diagram
3. Design drawing
4. HFFI letter of support
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AERIAL

VIEW FACING EAST FROM SOPHIA STREET
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Gallery Location
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Dimensions: 10" x 10" x 20"

COA 2021-35

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
Kate Schwartz, Historic Resources Planner
June 23, 2021 (for the June 28, 2021 meeting)
Certificate of Appropriateness for alteration and addition at
202 Frederick Street

ISSUE
Steve and Carole duBois request to construct a one-story addition at the rear of this single-family
residence, construct a trash enclosure, and construct retaining walls.
RECOMMENDATION
Approval of the certificate of appropriateness for the request with the following conditions:
1. Alterations to the foundation level of the original structure will be consistent with the revised
drawings dated June 18, 2021.
2. The new windows will have simulated divided lites with spacers between the glass panes.
3. If the foundation panel material is not suitable for ground contact, an additional board made of
smooth-finish composite will be added to the base of the panels at ground level.
Where excavation is required, the applicant is advised to monitor for archaeological resources and
notify the Historic Resources Planner of any findings.
APPLICABLE HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGN STANDARDS & GUIDELINES
Building Massing – Additions (Historic District Handbook, pg. 76)
1. Before a building is enlarged, the needed functions an addition is meant to address should be
evaluated to see if they can be accommodated within the existing structure.
2. An addition, when needed, should not visually overpower the existing structure.
3. Locate additions on the rear or side (secondary) elevations. If an additional floor is to be
constructed on top of a building, it should be set back from the main facade to minimize its
visual impact.
4. To avoid compromising the integrity of historic buildings, additions should not be made to look
older than they are. New construction should be differentiated from the old while still being
compatible with the massing, scale, and architectural features of the original building. Replicas
only confuse the importance of the original architecture.
5. Additions should be constructed so as not to impair the essential form and integrity of the
original building.
DISCUSSION
The ARB opened a public hearing on this application on June 14, 2021. Two public comments were
received recommending some modifications to the design including elimination of the inset gables and
shingle siding on the addition, redesign of the new side porch, and alterations to the foundation
paneling at the original structure. The Board did determine that the existing foundation paneling had
1
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not been reviewed or approved and asked the applicant to return with additional details on this portion
of the project. Some Board members expressed concern about the use of shingles in the new gable
ends, but in general, the Board noted that the impact was minimal due to lack of visibility. Board
members also raised questions about the appropriateness of the brick veneer on the trash enclosure
and the material to be used for the new retaining wall. During the meeting, the architect confirmed that
all new siding and trim on the addition will be a composite with a smooth, painted finish and that the
trash enclosure doors will be constructed of painted or stained wood.
The architect has submitted a revised drawing detailing alterations to the foundation level of the original
structure. The existing panel system covering the foundation level will be removed. At the time the
driveway is regraded, the existing piers will be underpinned or rebuilt as needed to ensure that they
meet structural requirements. The CMU piers under the existing rear addition will be faced with brick.
New cement board panels with a painted finish will fill the spaces between the piers and will be set back
one inch from the faces of the piers. Photos taken at the time the brick veneer was removed from the
house show lapped wood siding extending all the way to the ground. It is not clear if the pier foundation
was exposed at some point in the past, but due to the conditions under the house, some enclosure is
needed. The proposed solution compromises the needs of the property with clear expression of the
architectural form.
Additionally, the architect has clarified that the retaining wall on the west side of the driveway will have
a smooth finish, constructed either of parged CMU or poured concrete. The brick veneer on the new
trash enclosure is proposed to remain as this will be consistent with the exposed brick piers along the
side of the house. No changes have been made to the proposed rear addition. Approval of the
application consistent with the proposed revisions at the foundation level is recommended.
Background from June 14, 2021
This residence was constructed c.1903 and is vernacular in style with elements of the Colonial Revival
and Craftsman styles. Two stories in height and topped by a side-gabled roof clad in standing seam
metal, the wood-framed dwelling is clad in weatherboard. A full-width, one-story, hip-roofed porch
spans the first floor. Battered wood posts on brick piers support the partial entablature, and a metal
balustrade surrounds the sides of the porch. Two-over-two, double-hung, wood, sash windows are
typical and a single-leaf, paneled, wood door opens into the right side of the façade. An addition under a
crossing gable extends to the rear. An interior end brick chimney is located on the east side of the
building. The dwelling was previously clad in a brick veneer that was applied in the mid-20th century.
Removal of the veneer in 2019 revealed original wood siding. This is a contributing structure in the
Historic District.
The applicants propose to construct a one-story addition extending from the rear elevation of the
residence. The addition will extend for 55 feet behind the main structure and will be topped by a frontfacing gabled roof. On one side, the new walls will align with the west side elevation of the structure. A
porch extending the full length of the west side elevation of the new portion will project and will be
sheltered by a shed roof supported by boxed columns. On the east side, the majority of the side
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elevation of the new portion will be set in two feet from the original residence, but a portion will be
bumped out to align with the original residence. A screened-in porch will be inset into the rear of the
new addition. The entire addition will be constructed on a concrete slab foundation.
The addition will be clad in composite siding with a smooth, painted finish with all trim, including porch
paneling, sills, and box columns, constructed of a composite meeting the same conditions. The roof will
be clad in standing-seam metal and the rear gable end and inset gables above the side elevations will be
clad in cedar shake shingles. All new exterior doors and windows will be clad wood windows. The
double-hung sash windows will have a two-over-two lite pattern with simulated divided lites. Fixed
windows on the east side and the new doors will not include divided lites. The simulated divided lites of
the new windows should include spacer bars within the glass.
Minor modifications will be made to the existing residence to accommodate the new construction. The
roof above the existing rear one-story section is hipped, but will be altered to a shed roof to ensure
proper drainage at the new roof junction. One window on the existing rear elevation will be relocated to
the new east side elevation and the non-historic rear door will not be reused. Two heat pump units will
be placed on the new roof, but will be screened and will not be clearly visible.
The driveway will also be regraded and will result in repair or replacement of the concrete block
retaining wall at the west side of the driveway. The pier foundation of the house may also need to be
repaired or supplemented with additional piers during the course of the work; however, it is obscured
behind an existing paneling system. A new retaining wall clad in brick veneer will be constructed at the
top of the regraded driveway and will include an incorporated trash enclosure with paired wood doors.
A painted metal guardrail, similar in style to the front porch railing, will be installed on top of the wall.
In general, the layout of the site limits the visibility of the proposed alterations. The new addition
features simple detailing that corresponds to the character of the original residence and is clearly
subordinate in design. The proposed alterations are compatible with the character of the residence and
the district and approval 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.
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(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.

Attachments:
1. Aerial photograph and front elevation view
2. Photograph after removal of brick veneer
3. Project description and photographs
4. Design drawings
5. Revised foundation drawings dated June 18, 2021
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AERIAL

FRONT (NORTH) ELEVATION
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Photograph taken after removal of brick veneer in 2019; showing existing wood siding extending to
ground level.
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Melissa T. Colombo Architect, LLC

418 Bunker Hill Street, Fredericksburg, VA 22401
540-445-1637
melissa@mtc-architect.com
www.mtc-architect.com

Application for Certificate of Approval
Date:

May 21, 2021

RE:

One-story Addition
202 Frederick Street
Fredericksburg, VA 22401
R-4 / Historic District - Zoning

Existing structure summary
The existing two-story residence previously came before the ARB for approval to remove
brick veneer which encapsulated the existing wood lap siding. Since receiving approval
for removal of the brick veneer, the exterior and interior has been restored and the
property is now occupied.
This application is in regards to a proposed one-story addition at the rear of the structure.
The structure first appears on the 1907 Sanborn Fire insurance maps. The existing
structure is a two-story balloon framed residence with a standing seam roof, 2 over 2
double hung wood windows and wood lap siding. The residence is on brick masonry piers
and the crawl space was created with a wood panel system enclosure system to provide
proper structure conditioning. The front one-story porch has tapered wood box columns
on brick piers with painted metal guardrails and handrails.
There are existing retaining walls on the left and right-side property lines. The existing
structure is approximately 3’-0” from the left property line. The two existing heat pump
units are approximately 3’-0” from the left property line at the rear of the structure. A
survey plat from 2/2020 has been provided as part of this application for reference.
General Summary of Work
The proposed structure is a one-story addition on a concrete slab with a colonnade /
covered porch along the right side for the length of the addition. The exterior walls are at
9’-0” with a 6/12 roof pitch in an effort keep the scale of the addition within the overall
scale of the existing structure. The addition is primarily located directly behind the existing
two-story structure which will minimize public view from the street, sidewalk and city
property from across the street.
The new addition will be no more than 3’-0” from the left property line at the Owner’s
Bath / WIC building bump. The majority of the addition is 5’-0” or more from the left
property line.

duBois – Certificate of Approval
202 Frederick Street
Fredericksburg, VA 22401
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Melissa T. Colombo Architect, LLC

418 Bunker Hill Street, Fredericksburg, VA 22401
540-445-1637
melissa@mtc-architect.com
www.mtc-architect.com

General Summary of Work (cont.)
All new exterior windows and doors will be wood clad. The operable windows will be a
double hung style with 2 over 2 divided lite to match the existing windows. The new fixed
windows on the left side elevation and the new glass doors will not have divided lite.
All siding, trim boards, sills, screened porch paneling and box columns will be of a
composite material in a smooth painted finish. A cedar shake style siding will be applied
to gable end elevations. The roof material will be a standing seam metal roof to match the
existing structure.
Modifications to Existing Structure
The window at the rear of the existing structure will be relocated to the left side elevation
at the new Laundry room. The door at the rear of the existing structure is not of historic
significance and will be not be reused.
The roof over the existing Mudroom is a shallow hip roof over a single story. This roof will
need to be modified to a single slope shed roof due to the proposed roof at the new
colonnade / covered porch. The existing wall height and roof pitch will remain the same.
Two existing heat pump units will be relocated to the roof over the new laundry area. The
units will be placed on a curb and be screened from the neighboring property. The units
will not project above the ridge of the roof.
The proposed work also includes regrading of the driveway to reduce its current steep
slope. In order to achieve this, the retaining wall on the right property line (along the
driveway) will need to be repaired or replaced to support the new grade between the
driveway and the adjacent properties. Any existing fencing along the proposed retaining
wall will be repaired or replaced in coordination with the affected property owners.
It is anticipated the brick masonry piers at the existing structure will need to be either
underpinned or supplemented with new support piers when regrading of the driveway.
The existing piers are currently enclosed by a paneling system. The existing system will
be modified or replaced in kind to extend to the new driveway grade level as required per
the final grade.
An additional retaining wall will also be required at the top of the regraded driveway. This
retaining wall wrapped in brick veneer is being incorporated into a refuse enclosure to
open to above with wood swinging doors. The enclosure height would be approximately
48” tall from the driveway grade level. A metal guardrail will be installed at on top of the
rear of the enclosure / retaining wall 36” from grade for safety due to the enclosure being
open to below. The metal guardrail will be similar in style to that of the existing guardrail
on the front porch.
duBois – Certificate of Approval
202 Frederick Street
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Melissa T. Colombo Architect, LLC

418 Bunker Hill Street, Fredericksburg, VA 22401
540-445-1637
melissa@mtc-architect.com
www.mtc-architect.com

Front– At Left Side (Frederick Street – View from City lot)
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Melissa T. Colombo Architect, LLC

418 Bunker Hill Street, Fredericksburg, VA 22401
540-445-1637
melissa@mtc-architect.com
www.mtc-architect.com

Front – At Right Side (Frederick Street – View from sidewalk)
duBois – Certificate of Approval
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Melissa T. Colombo Architect, LLC

418 Bunker Hill Street, Fredericksburg, VA 22401
540-445-1637
melissa@mtc-architect.com
www.mtc-architect.com

Right Property line retaining wall
duBois – Certificate of Approval
202 Frederick Street
Fredericksburg, VA 22401

Page 5

Melissa T. Colombo Architect, LLC

418 Bunker Hill Street, Fredericksburg, VA 22401
540-445-1637
melissa@mtc-architect.com
www.mtc-architect.com

Left Side – At top of existing driveway
Please let me know if you require any additional information regarding the application for
this project.

Sincerely,

Melissa T. Colombo
Architect, NCARB AIA

duBois – Certificate of Approval
202 Frederick Street
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202 Frederick Street
Fredericksburg, VA 22401
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Melissa T. Colombo Architect, LLC

202 Frederick Street
Fredericksburg, VA 22401
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MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
Kate Schwartz, Historic Resources Planner
June 23, 2021 (for the June 28, 2021 meeting)
Certificate of Appropriateness for fence installation at
307 Lewis Street

ISSUE
Betsy Sale requests to construct a four-foot metal fence with brick piers along the front and side
property lines at this single-family residence.
RECOMMENDATION
Approval of the certificate of appropriateness for the request in accordance with the revised submittal.
The applicant is advised to monitor for archaeological resources during excavation for the piers and
notify the Historic Resources Planner of any findings.
APPLICABLE HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGN STANDARDS & GUIDELINES
Site Planning - Fences and Walls (Historic District Handbook, pg. 72)
Construction Guidelines
1. Fence and wall materials and design should relate to those found in the neighborhood. Chainlink fences are generally not recommended.
2. Old fencing should be removed before a new fence is installed.
3. Fences between adjoining commercial and residential areas should be of a design that relates to
the residential area.
DISCUSSION
This application was included on the consent agenda for the June 14, 2021 ARB meeting and included a
condition that the height of the gate would need to be removed in order to comply with the City Code. A
member of the ARB pulled the item from the consent agenda for further discussion and asked that
details of the redesigned gate be provided prior to approval. Additionally, some discussion followed on
the design of the metal fence, with Board members noting that the profile would appear different if
constructed of iron or painted aluminum and the metal type should be defined. There was also
discussion of the appropriateness of a metal and masonry fence rather than the existing wood picket
fence as there is evidence that a wood fence has been in use at the property for at least the last 60-70
years.
While wood picket fences are common in the neighborhood, with one prominent example at the Mary
Washington House across Charles Street, there are also a number of examples of metal fences, masonry
walls, and combined metal and masonry fences in the neighboring blocks. A painted aluminum fence is
immediately across Lewis Street from the property and a combined example can be seen at the corner
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of Lewis and Princess Anne Streets. The proposed materials clearly relate to other residential properties
in the surrounding context.
The applicant has clarified the proposed fence installation and is seeking to construct a fence that
consists of 48-inch tall, 18-inch square brick pillars with 42-inch tall sections of metal fencing running
between on the front property lines along both Lewis and Charles Streets. The metal sections would be
constructed of wrought iron in the decorative design shown in the drawing, which mimics the diamondpatterned muntins in the residence’s windows. The brick pillars would include sandstone caps to match
the brick and sandstone front entry steps.
A simple painted aluminum fence with top and bottom rails and square vertical pickets, four feet in
height, would be constructed along the side and rear property lines. This secondary fence would match
the fence design at the neighboring property across Lewis Street. Though outside the ARB’s purview, the
applicant’s intent is to plant vegetation immediately behind the new metal fence sections, which would
ultimately obscure the details of the metal. A revised gate design has also been provided and will be no
taller than 48 inches at its highest point.
The proposed fencing is compatible with the character of the site and the district and is in accordance
with the standards and guidelines for the district. Approval of the revised proposal is recommended.
Background from the June 14, 2021 administrative review form
The applicant proposes to remove the existing wood fence and construct a new fence on the property
lines adjacent to Lewis and Charles Streets. The fence will be composed of a series of square brick piers
with corbelled caps, four feet in height. Sections of open metal fencing, 42 inches in height will span the
brick piers surrounding the two sides of the property. A decorative metal gate will be located between
two brick piers aligning with the walkway to the front entry door. This is proposed as an arched gate, six
feet in height, but will need to be reduced to no more than 48 inches in height in accordance with the
City Code. With the reduction in height of the entry gate, approval of the fence is recommended.
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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,
X
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
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
X
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.
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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. Location diagram
3. Design drawing
4. Neighborhood images
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AERIAL VIEW

FRONT (SOUTH) ELEVATION
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Wrought iron fencing with brick pillars
Simple painted aluminum fencing
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Proposed iron fence design with 18-inch square brick pillars with sandstone caps and custom iron
sections based on the muntin pattern of the residence. All components to be 48 inches in height or less.

Muntin design at second floor windows
7

COA 2021-36

48-inch painted aluminum fence design for secondary property lines

Existing fence across Lewis Street from the subject property. The proposed fence along the rear and side
property lines at 307 Lewis Street will mimic this appearance.
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View showing existing picket fences at subject property and the Mary Washington House

Iron and masonry fence at Lewis and Princess Anne Streets

Masonry wall with iron gate at Lewis and Charles Streets
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