
Docket #11 & 12 
BAR #2021-00470 & 2021-00471 

Old and Historic Alexandria District 
February 16, 2022 

ISSUE: Permit to Demolish/Capsulate (partial) and Certificate of Appropriateness 
for alterations and painting of unpainted masonry 

APPLICANT: EAHG Alexandria LP 

LOCATION:  Old and Historic Alexandria District  
625 First Street and 510 Second Street 

ZONE:   CD/Commercial Downtown Zone  
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends approval of the Permit to Demolish/Capsulate (partial) and Certificate of 
Appropriateness for alterations and the painting of unpainted masonry.  

GENERAL NOTES TO THE APPLICANT 

1. APPEAL OF DECISION:  In accordance with the Zoning Ordinance, if the Board of Architectural Review
denies or approves an application in whole or in part, the applicant or opponent may appeal the Board’s
decision to City Council on or before 14 days after the decision of the Board.

2. COMPLIANCE WITH BAR POLICIES:  All materials must comply with the BAR’s adopted policies unless
otherwise specifically approved.

3. BUILDING PERMITS:  Most projects approved by the Board of Architectural Review require the issuance
of one or more construction permits by Department of Code Administration (including signs).  The applicant
is responsible for obtaining all necessary construction permits after receiving Board of Architectural Review
approval.  Contact Code Administration, Room 4200, City Hall, 703-746-4200 for further information.

4. ISSUANCE OF CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS AND PERMITS TO DEMOLISH: Applicants
must obtain a copy of the Certificate of Appropriateness or Permit to Demolish PRIOR to applying for a
building permit.  Contact BAR Staff, Room 2100, City Hall, 703-746-3833, or
preservation@alexandriava.gov for further information.

5. EXPIRATION OF APPROVALS NOTE:  In accordance with Sections 10-106(B), 10-206(B) and 10-307 of
the Zoning Ordinance, any Board of Architectural Review approval will expire 12 months from the date of
issuance if the work is not commenced and diligently and substantially pursued by the end of that 12-month
period.

6. HISTORIC PROPERTY TAX CREDITS:  Applicants performing extensive, certified rehabilitations of
historic properties may separately be eligible for state and/or federal tax credits.  Consult with the Virginia
Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) prior to initiating any work to determine whether the proposed
project may qualify for such credits. 

http://www.dhr.virginia.gov/tax_credits/tax_credit.htm
http://www.dhr.virginia.gov/tax_credits/tax_credit.htm
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Note:  Staff coupled the applications for a Permit to Demolish (BAR #2021-00470) and 

Certificate of Appropriateness (BAR #2021-00471) for clarity and brevity.  The Permit to 
Demolish requires a roll call vote. 

 
I. APPLICANT’S PROPOSAL    

The applicant requests a Permit to Demolish/Capsulate (partial) and Certificate of Appropriateness 
for various alterations at the former Holiday Inn hotel at 625 First Street as part of rebranding 
efforts for the new property owner.    
 
Permit to Demolish/Capsulate 
 

• Demolition of existing roof and replacement with a standing seam metal roof. 
• Demolition of windows, including storefront windows, for new windows and doors. 
• Demolition of minor portions of masonry for new storefront windows. 
• Demolition of railings and light fixtures, as well as awnings. 
• Demolition of the existing glass vault canopy at the hotel entrance. 

Certificate of Appropriateness 
 

• Relocation of the hotel entrance and covered portico to the west, as well as relocation of 
some storefront doors and windows. 

• Installation of a new metal and glass canopy with integrated lighting. 
• Painting of the exterior brick with Benjamin Moore RAL7022, a dark grey color. 
• Installation of a metal trellis and a new landscaped area at the SE and SW corners of the 

building, including planters to define the space.   
• New black metal framed full light windows, with integrated vents.   
• A halo lit hotel identification sign on the canopy facing First Street as well as new exterior 

lighting.  

Site context 
 
The property has street frontage on both First and N. Pitt streets and given the size of the building 
there are views of the property from numerous locations.  The Old & Historic Alexandria District 
boundaries go through the center of the building but by past practice the BAR reviews and 
approves the building as a whole.  
 
II. HISTORY 

The hotel at 625 First Street has frontage on both First and N. Pitt Streets and was constructed in 
two phases.  The first phase of the building was constructed as an addition in the late 1970s as 
part of the Old Colony Inn, which once occupied this site as well as the land to the west and 
north.  The second phase of the hotel was constructed in the mid-1980s when the larger portion 
was constructed fronting on N. Pitt Street (Figure 1).   
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Figure 1: Building phases 
 
The BAR has reviewed numerous applications since the hotel was constructed, limited to minor 
alterations such as signage, awnings, fenestration changes at the first floor and construction of a 
brick screening wall.   
 
III. ANALYSIS   

Permit to Demolish/Capsulate 
 
In considering a Permit to Demolish/Capsulate, the Board must consider the following criteria set 
forth in the Zoning Ordinance, §10-105(B), which relate only to the subject property and not to 
neighboring properties.  The Board has purview of the proposed demolition/capsulation regardless 
of visibility. 
 

Standard Description of Standard Standard Met? 
(1) Is the building or structure of such architectural or historical 

interest that its moving, removing, capsulating or razing would 
be to the detriment of the public interest? 
 

No 

(2) Is the building or structure of such interest that it could be made 
into a historic shrine? 
 

No 
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(3) Is the building or structure of such old and unusual or 
uncommon design, texture and material that it could not be 
reproduced or be reproduced only with great difficulty? 
 

No 

(4) Would retention of the building or structure help preserve the 
memorial character of the George Washington Memorial 
Parkway? 
 

No 

(5) Would retention of the building or structure help preserve and 
protect an historic place or area of historic interest in the city? 
 

No 

(6) Would retention of the building or structure promote the general 
welfare by maintaining and increasing real estate values, 
generating business, creating new positions, attracting tourists, 
students, writers, historians, artists and artisans, attracting new 
residents, encouraging study and interest in American history, 
stimulating interest and study in architecture and design, 
educating citizens in American culture and heritage, and making 
the city a more attractive and desirable place in which to live? 

No 

 
Staff does not believe that the proposed demolition meets any of the criteria above, as the structure 
was constructed in the 1970s and 1980s has not achieved historic significance in its own right 
through time or as the work of a nationally recognized architect. The demolition does not remove 
any character-defining features of uncommon design or historic merit, does not compromise the 
integrity of historic areas of the district, and will not be a detriment to the public interest. Therefore, 
staff supports the application for a Permit to Demolish/Capsulate, as submitted. 
 
Certificate of Appropriateness  
 
It is not unusual for the Board to approve fenestration changes and storefront alterations to 
buildings as tastes change and architectural design and detailing evolves.  As such, given the age 
of the building and lack of a distinct style, staff has no objection to the proposed alterations.  The 
materials proposed are of high quality and the improvements have considered the building and site 
within the full context.  The reduced drive aisle and improvements to the First Street façade will 
provide a more activated exterior space for hotel guests.     
 
The zoning ordinance specifically prohibits painting previously unpainted masonry surfaces 
without BAR approval.  Section 10-109(B)(4) of the zoning ordinance states: “The painting of a 
masonry building which was unpainted prior to such painting shall be considered to be the removal 
of an exterior feature having historic and/or architectural significance requiring a certificate of 
appropriateness.”  The Design Guidelines further state that “painting a previously unpainted 
masonry surface, no matter what color, requires review and approval of a certificate of 
appropriateness by the Boards.  Additionally, the Boards strongly discourage the painting of a 
previously unpainted masonry surface.”  However, the Standards and Design Guidelines have been 
designed in a way to distinguish what is appropriate in one part of the district or at one building 
from what may not be appropriate in other areas or on other buildings so each request is reviewed 
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on a case-by-case.  In this case, staff has no objection to the painting of the unpainted mid-to-late 
20th century brick building as it is unremarkable in both color and detailing.  The building is large 
and somewhat monolithic, and the painting of the building will give the hotel a more contemporary 
appearance, especially pared with the proposed improvements to the fenestration, site elements 
and lighting.   
 
The applicant initially stated in the project narrative that the building would be painted black; 
however, the proposed color - Benjamin Moore RAL7022 – is grey with olive undertones as shown 
in the color swatch below (Figure 2).    
 

 
 
While the ordinance references “color” in the Standards for consideration, it is the Board’s long-
standing policy to review paint colors only when associated with new construction.  The Design 
Guidelines chapter on painting includes only two guidelines with respect to painting: “Structures 
should be painted a color appropriate to the historical period of the architectural style” and “Day-
glow, neon and metallic colors as well as the color purple are inappropriate in the historic districts 
and the application of these colors alters the architectural character of the building.”  In the opinion 
of staff, the proposed painting of the unpainted masonry building is “appropriate to the historical 
period of the architectural style” of the structure.  For this structure, the issue of what color the 
building should be painted is more a matter of preference than an issue related to historic 
preservation.  Fortunately, a painted building can easily be repainted any color relatively easily 
and with little expense.    
 
Staff recommends approval of the application as submitted.   
 
STAFF 
Stephanie Sample, Historic Preservation Planner, Planning & Zoning 
Tony LaColla, AICP, Land Use Services Division Chief, Planning & Zoning 
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IV. CITY DEPARTMENT COMMENTS  

Legend: C- code requirement  R- recommendation  S- suggestion  F- finding 
 
Zoning  
F-1 The applicant has submitted a site plan amendment for the proposed improvements 

(SIT85-0021). 
 
Code Administration 
A building permit and plan review are required prior to the start of construction.  
 
Transportation and Environmental Services 
CONDITIONS  
R-1 The building permit must be approved and issued prior to the issuance of any permit for 

demolition, if a separate demolition permit is required. (T&ES) 
 
R-2 Applicant shall be responsible for repairs to the adjacent city right-of-way if damaged 

during construction activity. (T&ES) 
 
R-3 No permanent structure may be constructed over any existing private and/or public utility 

easements.  It is the responsibility of the applicant to identify any and all existing 
easements on the plan. (T&ES) 

 
FINDINGS: 
F-1 After review of the information provided, an approved grading plan is not required at this 

time.  Please note that if any changes are made to the plan it is suggested that T&ES be 
included in the review. (T&ES) 

 
CODE REQUIREMENTS 
C-1 The applicant shall comply with the City of Alexandria’s Solid Waste Control, Title 5, 

Chapter 1, which sets forth the requirements for the recycling of materials (Sec. 5-1-99). 
(T&ES) 

 
C-2 The applicant shall comply with the City of Alexandria's Noise Control Code, Title 11, 

Chapter 5, which sets the maximum permissible noise level as measured at the property 
line. (T&ES) 

 
C-3 Roof, surface and sub-surface drains be connected to the public storm sewer system, if 

available, by continuous underground pipe.  Where storm sewer is not available applicant 
must provide a design to mitigate impact of stormwater drainage onto adjacent properties 
and to the satisfaction of the Director of Transportation & Environmental Services.  (Sec.5-
6-224) (T&ES) 

 
C-4 Any work within the right-of-way requires a separate permit from T&ES. (Sec. 5-2) 

(T&ES) 
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Alexandria Archaeology  
F-1 No archaeological oversight will be necessary for this undertaking. 
 
V.        ATTACHMENTS 
 
1 – Application Materials  
2 – Supplemental Materials  
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ADDRESS OF PROJECT:

DISTRICT: Old & Historic Alexandria Parker – Gray 100 Year Old Building

TAX MAP AND PARCEL: ZONING:

APPLICATION FOR: (Please check all that apply)

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

PERMIT TO MOVE, REMOVE, ENCAPSULATE OR DEMOLISH
(Required if more than 25 square feet of a structure is to be demolished/impacted)

WAIVER OF VISION CLEARANCE REQUIREMENT and/or YARD REQUIREMENTS IN A VISION
CLEARANCE AREA (Section 7-802, Alexandria 1992 Zoning Ordinance)

WAIVER OF ROOFTOP HVAC SCREENING REQUIREMENT
(Section 6-403(B)(3), Alexandria 1992 Zoning Ordinance)

Applicant: Property Owner Business (Please provide business name & contact person)

Name: 

Address:

City: State: Zip: 

Phone: E-mail :

Authorized Agent (if applicable): Attorney Architect

Name: Phone: 

E-mail:

Legal Property Owner:

Name: 

Address:

City: State: Zip: 

Phone: E-mail:

Yes No Is there an historic preservation easement on this property?
Yes No If yes, has the easement holder agreed to the proposed alterations?
Yes No Is there a homeowner’s association for this property?
Yes No If yes, has the homeowner’s association approved the proposed alterations?

If you answered yes to any of the above, please attach a copy of the letter approving the project.

BAR Case #

625 First Street and 510 Second Street

054.02-05-03, 055.01-01-01 CD

EAHG Alexandria LP
c/o Electra America Hospitality Group LLC 1331 South Killian Drive, Suite A

Lake Park FL 33403

M. Catharine Puskar, Attorney/Agent (703) 528-4700
cpuskar@thelandlawyers.com

EAHG Alexandria LP
c/o Electra America Hospitality Group LLC 1331 South Killian Dr. Suite A

Lake Park FL 33403

9



NATURE OF PROPOSED WORK: Please check all that apply

NEW CONSTRUCTION
EXTERIOR ALTERATION: Please check all that apply.

awning fence, gate or garden wall HVAC equipment shutters 
doors windows siding shed
lighting pergola/trellis painting unpainted masonry 
other  

ADDITION 
DEMOLITION/ENCAPSULATION 
SIGNAGE

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WORK: Please describe the proposed work in detail (Additional pages may
be attached).

SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS: 

Items listed below comprise the minimum supporting materials for BAR applications. Staff may 
request additional information during application review. Please refer to the relevant section of the 
Design Guidelines for further information on appropriate treatments. 

Applicants must use the checklist below to ensure the application is complete. Include all information and 
material that are necessary to thoroughly describe the project. Incomplete applications will delay the
docketing of the application for review. Pre-application meetings are required for all proposed additions. 
All applicants are encouraged to meet with staff prior to submission of a completed application. 

Demolition/Encapsulation : All applicants requesting 25 square feet or more of demolition/encapsulation
must complete this section. Check N/A if an item in this section does not apply to your project. 

N/A
Survey plat showing the extent of the proposed demolition/encapsulation.
Existing elevation drawings clearly showing all elements proposed for demolition/encapsulation. 
Clear and labeled photographs of all elevations of the building if the entire structure is proposed 
to be demolished.
Description of the reason for demolition/encapsulation.
Description of the alternatives to demolition/encapsulation and why such alternatives are not 
considered feasible.

BAR Case #

x

x

x

x

x

See attached Narrative.
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Additions & New Construction: Drawings must be to scale and should not exceed 11" x 17" unless
approved by staff. Check N/A if an item in this section does not apply to your project. 

N/A
Scaled survey plat showing dimensions of lot and location of existing building and other 
structures on the lot, location of proposed structure or addition, dimensions of existing 
structure(s), proposed addition or new construction, and all exterior, ground and roof mounted 
equipment.
FAR & Open Space calculation form.
Clear and labeled photographs of the site, surrounding properties and existing structures, if 
applicable.
Existing elevations must be scaled and include dimensions.
Proposed elevations must be scaled and include dimensions. Include the relationship to 
adjacent structures in plan and elevations.
Materials and colors to be used must be specified and delineated on the drawings. Actual 
samples may be provided or required.
Manufacturer’s specifications for materials to include, but not limited to: roofing, siding, windows, 
doors, lighting, fencing, HVAC equipment and walls.
For development site plan projects, a model showing mass relationships to adjacent properties 
and structures.

Signs & Awnings: One sign per building under one square foot does not require BAR approval unless
illuminated. All other signs including window signs require BAR approval. Check N/A if an item in this section does 
not apply to your project.

N/A
Linear feet of building: Front: Secondary front (if corner lot): .
Square feet of existing signs to remain: .
Photograph of building showing existing conditions.
Dimensioned drawings of proposed sign identifying materials, color, lettering style and text. 
Location of sign (show exact location on building including the height above sidewalk).
Means of attachment (drawing or manufacturer’s cut sheet of bracket if applicable). 
Description of lighting (if applicable). Include manufacturer’s cut sheet for any new lighting 
fixtures and information detailing how it will be attached to the building’s facade.

Alterations: Check N/A if an item in this section does not apply to your project.

N/A
Clear and labeled photographs of the site, especially the area being impacted by the alterations, 
all sides of the building and any pertinent details.
Manufacturer’s specifications for materials to include, but not limited to: roofing, siding, windows, 
doors, lighting, fencing, HVAC equipment and walls.
Drawings accurately representing the changes to the proposed structure, including materials and 
overall dimensions. Drawings must be to scale.
An official survey plat showing the proposed locations of HVAC units, fences, and sheds. 
Historic elevations or photographs should accompany any request to return a structure to an 
earlier appearance.

BAR Case #

x

x

x
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ALL APPLICATIONS: Please read and check that you have read and understand the following items:

I have submitted a filing fee with this application. (Checks should be made payable to the City of 
Alexandria. Please contact staff for assistance in determining the appropriate fee.) 

I understand the notice requirements and will return a copy of the three respective notice forms to 
BAR staff at least five days prior to the hearing. If I am unsure to whom I should send notice I will 
contact Planning and Zoning staff for assistance in identifying adjacent parcels. 

I, the applicant, or an authorized representative will be present at the public hearing. 

I understand that any revisions to this initial application submission (including applications deferred
for restudy) must be accompanied by the BAR Supplemental form and revised materials.

The undersigned hereby attests that all of the information herein provided including the site plan, building 
elevations, prospective drawings of the project, and written descriptive information are true, correct and 
accurate. The undersigned further understands that, should such information be found incorrect, any 
action taken by the Board based on such information may be invalidated. The undersigned also hereby 
grants the City of Alexandria permission to post placard notice as required by Article XI, Division A, 
Section 11-301(B) of the 1992 Alexandria City Zoning Ordinance, on the property which is the subject of 
this application. The undersigned also hereby authorizes the City staff and members of the BAR to 
inspect this site as necessary in the course of research and evaluating the application. The applicant, if 
other than the property owner, also attests that he/she has obtained permission from the property owner 
to make this application.

APPLICANT OR AUTHORIZED AGENT:

Signature:

Printed Name:  

Date:

BAR Case #

x

x

x

x

M. Catharine Puskar

1/18/2022
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A. Property Information
A1.

Street Address Zone

A2.    
Total Lot Area Floor Area Ratio Allowed by Zone Maximum Allowable Floor Area

Department of Planning and Zoning
Floor Area Ratio and Open Space Calculations

The undersigned hereby certifies and attests that, to the best of his/her knowledge, the above computations are true and correct.

Signature: _________________________________________________________________    Date: ___________________________

B

B. Existing Gross Floor Area
Existing Gross Area
Basement

First Floor

Second Floor

Third Floor

Attic

Porches

Balcony/Deck

Lavatory***

Other**

Total Gross

Allowable Exclusions**
Basement**

Stairways**

Mechanical**

Attic less than 7’**

Porches**

Balcony/Deck**

Lavatory***

Other**

Other**

Total ExclusionsB1. B2.

B1. Sq. Ft.
Existing Gross Floor Area*

B2. Sq. Ft.
Allowable Floor Exclusions**

B3. Sq. Ft.
Existing Floor Area Minus Exclusions
(subtract B2 from B1)

C1. Sq. Ft.
Proposed Gross Floor Area*

C2. Sq. Ft.
Allowable Floor Exclusions**

C3. Sq. Ft.
Proposed Floor Area Minus Exclusions
(subtract C2 from C1)

C. Proposed Gross Floor Area
Allowable Exclusions**
Basement**

Stairways**

Mechanical**

Attic less than 7’**

Porches**

Balcony/Deck**

Lavatory***

Other**

Other**

Total ExclusionsC1. C2.

Proposed Gross Area
Basement

First Floor

Second Floor

Third Floor

Attic

Porches

Balcony/Deck

Lavatory***

Other

Total Gross

x =

D. Total Floor Area

Total Floor Area (add B3 and C3)
D1.

Total Floor Area Allowed
by Zone (A2)

D2.

Sq. Ft.

Sq. Ft.

E. Open Space

Existing Open Space
E1.

Required Open Space

Sq. Ft.

Sq. Ft.E2.

Proposed Open Space
Sq. Ft.E3.

*Gross floor area is the sum of all areas
under roof of a lot, measured from the face
of exterior walls, including basements,
garages, sheds, gazebos, guest buildings
and other accessory buildings.

** Refer to the Zoning Ordinance (Section
2-145(B)) and consult with Zoning Staff for
information regarding allowable exclusions.
Sections may also be required for some
exclusions.

***Lavatories may be excluded up to a
maximum of 50 square feet, per lavatory.
The maximum total of excludable area for
lavatories shall be no greater than 10% of
gross floor area.

Notes

Comments for Existing Gross Floor Area

PARKING
GARAGE

First Floor

Mezzanine

Second Floor

Fourth Floor

First Floor

Mezzanine

Second Floor

Fourth Floor

New Canopy

 625 First Street and 510 Second Street CL

72,352.00 1.50 108,528.00

54,364.00 155,432.00

3,859.00

33,591.00

31,711.00
155,432.00

31,907.00

155,432.00

0.00

0.00

1,404.00

3,475.00

651.00
8,950.00

-7,546.00

4,824.00

1,404.00

1,404.00 8,950.00

147,886.00

108,528.00

1/18/2022
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No.  The building was constructed in the mid 1970’s and is not considered a structure of 
architectural or historical interest.

No.  The building was constructed in the mid 1970’s and could not be made into an historic 
shrine. 

No.  The design, texture and materials of the non-historic building could be reproduced 
today.

The existing building will remain.  The limited portions of the facade to be demolished are 
not visible the George Washington Memorial Parkway.   

N/A.  The existing building will remain.   
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N/A.  The existing building will remain.  

N/A.  The building is not owned by the City or the redevelopment and housing authority. 

The proposed exterior alterations are aesthetic modifications that will have no impact on 
the height, mass or scale of the existing building.  The overall design, form, style and 
structure of the building will remain unchanged. 

The proposed alterations to the non-historic building constructed in the late-20th century 
are appropriate given the previous materials and methods of construction.  The proposed 
window patterns, lighting, and architectural details of the proposed alterations are 
compatible with the character of the existing building and with the character of 
development in the surrounding area, the majority of which is located outside the OHAD 
boundaries.

No changes are proposed to the arrangement of buildings and structures on the Property. 
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The proposed brick color, metal panel and standing seam roof, and other proposed 
building materials are appropriate given the contemporary character of the existing 20th

century structure, and are compatible with adjacent existing structures which include the 
recently completed mixed-use development directly across First Street to the south and an 
office building to the southwest constructed in the late 1980s.  The proposed trellis and 
canopy elements at the ground level on First Street will complement the retail frontage of 
the mixed-use building to the south.

The proposed features and exterior alterations will enhance the quality and appearance of 
the existing non-historic building.

The existing building is minimally visible from the George Washington Memorial Parkway. 
The proposed exterior alterations will not adversely impact the old and historic aspect of 
the Parkway.

The Property is not a historic place or an area of particular historic interest. 

The existing building is minimally visible from the George Washington Memorial Parkway. 
The proposed exterior alterations will not adversely the memorial character of the 
Parkway.

The existing building is non-historic and minimally visible from the George Washington 
Memorial Parkway, as noted above.  

17



The Applicant’s proposed renovation and enhancement of the existing hotel will increase 
the value of the Property, create new jobs, and generate additional economic activity in 
the neighborhood by attracting tourist and hotel patrons to the area.  The exterior 
alterations represent improvements to the existing façade that will result in a more 
attractive and aesthetically pleasing appearance.
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OWNERSHIP AND DISCLOSURE STATEMENT
Use additional sheets if necessary

1. Applicant. State the name, address and percent of ownership of any person or entity owning
an interest in the applicant,  unless  the  entity  is  a  corporation  or  partnership,  in   which
case identify each owner of more than three percent. The term  ownership  interest  shall
include any legal or equitable interest held at the time of the application in the real property
which is the subject of the application.

Name Address Percent of Ownership
1.

2.

3.

2. Property. State the name, address and percent of ownership of any person or entityowning
an interest in the property located at (address), unless the
entity is a corporation or partnership, in which case identify each owner of more than three
percent. The term ownership interest shall include any legal or equitable interest held at the
time of the application in the real property which is the subject of the application.

Name Address Percent of Ownership
1.

2.

3.

3. Business or Financial Relationships. Each person or entity listed above (1 and 2), with an
ownership interest in the applicant or in the subject property is required to disclose any
business or financial relationship, as defined by Section 11-350 of the Zoning Ordinance,
existing at the time of this application, or within the12-month period prior to the submission of
this application with any member of the Alexandria City Council, Planning Commission, Boardof
Zoning Appeals or either Boards of Architectural Review.

Name of person or entity Relationship as defined by
Section 11-350 of the 

Zoning Ordinance

Member of the Approving
Body (i.e. City Council, 

Planning Commission, etc.)
1.

2.

3.

NOTE: Business or financial relationships of the type described in Sec. 11-350 that arise 
after the filing of this application and before each public hearing must be disclosed prior 
to the public hearings.

As the applicant or the applicant’s authorized agent, I hereby attest to the best of my ability that 
the information provided above is true and correct.

Date Printed Name Signature

c/o Electra America Hospitality Group LLC See attached ownership breakdown

1331 South Killian Drive, Suite A Lake Park, FL 33403

625 First Street & 510 Second Street

c/o Electra America Hospitality Group LLC See attached ownership breakdown

1331 South Killian Drive, Suite A Lake Park, FL 33403

None None
None None

1/18/22 M. Catharine Puskar, Attorney/Agent

EAHG Alexandria LP

EAHG Alexandria LP

EAHG Alexandria LP
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file:///PZFileServer/...ss/First%20St/First%20625/2.16.2022/Letters/Updated%202.9/EXTERNALRegarding%20Holiday%20Inn%20Color.txt[2/9/2022 4:36:09 PM]

From: Leslie Stricklen <leslie.stricklen@verizon.net>
Sent: Wednesday, February 9, 2022 3:56 PM
To: Lia Niebauer
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Regarding Holiday Inn Color

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

[You don't often get email from leslie.stricklen@verizon.net. Learn why this is important at 
http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification.]

We were very surprised, disappointed,  and very unhappy when we suddenly happened to read, in an 
article, the plans for the former Holiday Inn.  Normally, there is a notice, out of courtesy,  to neighbors 
of changes proposed and an open  discussion.   The color choice of  black on such a huge footprint 
covering an entire block is an eyesore, especially when you have Liberty Row residences on the west 
side of the building,Watergate on the East, and Canal Way on the north, all of which are the traditional 
brick color.  Why would you ever approve a massive all brick structure in gothic black? There are no 
windows on the west side, so Liberty Row residences will face a huge black wall! The residences on that 
side have windows all along their units. How would you feel if the only thing you had to look at was a 
dark, drab, gothic, depressing black wall? It is very out of place in both character and good taste, not to 
mention the dreadful lack of appeal to future guests. We ask you to reconsider the choice of color in 
your decision. We do not wish to see Old Town lose its character and charm. We have lived in Old Town 
since 1986.

Mr. and Mrs. Raymond Stricklen III

Liberty Row
635 First Street
Unit 305
Alexandria, VA 22314
Cell: 703.477.1211

Sent from my iPhone

Sent from my iPhone
________________________________
DISCLAIMER: This message was sent from outside the City of Alexandria email system.
DO NOT CLICK any links or download attachments unless the contents are from a trusted source.
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From: Michael Diffley
To: Lia Niebauer
Subject: [EXTERNAL]BAR Public Hearing on Hotel AKA
Date: Wednesday, February 9, 2022 1:59:14 PM

You don't often get email from mcdiffley@msn.com. Learn why this is important

We are writing this E-mail in response to your request for input for the public meeting that
you have scheduled on February 16, 2022 (re: Hotel AKA).

We live in Liberty Row condominium adjacent to your proposed project on First Street in
North Old Town, Alexandria Virginia.

First, we’d like to say, “Welcome.” We believe that you will make a positive contribution to
our neighborhood, and we look forward to your opening soon.

However, we have one matter of concern: the color scheme you have chosen for the exterior
of the buildings. Although we have no problem with the overall concept of a gray base color
for the bricks and black for the trim and highlights, we feel that the base color is several
shades too dark.  This contrasts sharply with the “Gables” directly across the street. The
(north-facing) facade of the “Gables” -- the side with, by far, the greatest visual connection to
your project -- is light beige with black trim. The facades of the “Gables” that employ a
gray/black color scheme either have no visual connection with your project or employ a lighter
shade of gray.

Your proposal to paint the brick exterior of the buildings dark gray generates, by far, the
greatest change in the external appearance of the property. So, although this is our only
objection to the project, it is not trivial. We have spoken with several of our neighbors, and we
are prepared to elevate our concerns. However, we sincerely hope you resolve this issue by
voluntarily committing to a lighter shade for the bricks in the spirit of being good neighbors.

Incidentally, we do not share your position on the visibility of your property from George
Washington Parkway. It is clearly visible from the parkway in the vicinity of its intersection
with First Street.

The Diffley’s

635 First Street

DISCLAIMER: This message was sent from outside the City of Alexandria email system.
DO NOT CLICK any links or download attachments unless the contents are from a trusted

source.
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From: Thomas Soapes
To: Lia Niebauer
Subject: [EXTERNAL]BAR #2021-00470 625 First Street
Date: Tuesday, February 8, 2022 10:54:56 AM

You don't often get email from tsoapes45@verizon.net. Learn why this is important

February 8, 2022

BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW:

 Several residents of North Old Town have contacted me regarding the proposed color change to the
building at 625 First Street.  The proposal indicates that the brick structure will be painted black.  Further,
the proposal states that this color is consistent with the color of the building opposite on First.  The
building opposite on First is constructed predominantly of unpainted tan brick.  Black is only an outlining
color on that side of the building.  Substantial black surfaces are on the interior facings of the building
largely visible from North Pitt Street.  Black is also not a significant part of the palate of the townhouses
on North Pitt Street that are immediately east of the hotel building.  Those townhouses are all unpainted
brick or stucco.  We do not see solid black walls as a good color for this community.  A solid black
building of this size would produce a jarring appearance, not one that works with the existing architecture.

The community has not had the opportunity to work with the applicant to review this proposal or suggest
alternative colors.  I, therefore, respectfully request that the BAR require the applicant to work with the
community to reach a mutually agreeable color scheme before approval is granted.

Thomas F. Soapes
1035 N. Pitt Street

DISCLAIMER: This message was sent from outside the City of Alexandria email system.
DO NOT CLICK any links or download attachments unless the contents are from a trusted

source.

87

mailto:tsoapes45@verizon.net
mailto:lia.niebauer@alexandriava.gov
http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification


From: Marjorie Lauer
To: Lia Niebauer
Subject: [EXTERNAL]BAR #2021-00470 OHAD
Date: Monday, February 7, 2022 5:36:44 PM

[You don't often get email from mhlauer41@gmail.com. Learn why this is important at
http://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification.]

I would like to go on record that I have no objections to the proposed alterations, including the paint color. I think it
will look sophisticated, and I am happy to see an upscale business move next door. I live at 635 First Street, #303,
and 3 of my windows look directly onto the building, as well as my patio.

Marjorie Lauer
Sent from my iPhone
________________________________
DISCLAIMER: This message was sent from outside the City of Alexandria email system.
DO NOT CLICK any links or download attachments unless the contents are from a trusted source.
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From: Maureen Ward
To: Lia Niebauer
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Fwd: Comment Hotel AKA
Date: Tuesday, February 1, 2022 1:44:33 PM

You don't often get email from 2maureen@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Ward <2maureen@gmail.com>
Date: February 1, 2022 at 1:42:13 PM EST
To: lia.niebauer@alexandria.gov
Cc: Barb and John Carroll <babs75@msn.com>, Sydney Olson
<solson703@gmail.com>
Subject: Comment Hotel AKA

﻿   My husband and I live at 635 First Street, Liberty Row condominiums, next to
the proposed renovation of the Holiday Inn to be renamed as Hotel AKA.  We are
most upset by the proposed design of the hotel.  The overwhelmingly black design
of the structure is very gothic, very ugly and certainly not complementary to the
architectural structures of the existing neighborhood.  The 76 page proposal
argues with this opinion but the very fact of the “blackness”,particularly during
the evening hours reflects the obscurity and absurdity of what should be an
inviting offer to stay In luxurious hotel!
   Furthermore, the  presence of this very black structure, surrounded by red brick
residences, devalues our existing home and the those of our neighbors.
   BAR members picture yourself walking through this neighborhood at night and
decide for yourself if this proposed renovation offers you a safe, comfortable and
inviting stay in Old Town.  We suspect, if you are honest, you would have to
admit this proposal currently under review, should never be approved!
    Maureen and Richard J. Ward Jr.

Sent from my iPad

DISCLAIMER: This message was sent from outside the City of Alexandria email system.
DO NOT CLICK any links or download attachments unless the contents are from a trusted

source.
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From: Lia Niebauer
To: Lia Niebauer
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Webinar Registration 2/16/2022 - Board of Architectural Review - Public Hearing
Date: Wednesday, February 2, 2022 2:37:53 PM

Hi Lia Niebauer,
Frances Usher has registered for "2/16/2022 - Board of Architectural Review - Public Hearing" 
on: Feb 16, 2022 06:30 PM Eastern Time (US and Canada)
First Name: Frances
Last Name: Usher

Questions & Comments: Two concerns:
1.  Color of exterior paint.  Could it be more in keeping with Alexandria?  Perhaps light to 

medium gray?
2.  Exterior walls that impact view from Liberty Row.  Currently, there is an appropriate wall 

that needs to be painted periodically and kept in good repair.  Need commitment that will be 
handled appropriately.
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Hi Lia Niebauer,
Jane Kolson (janekolson@outlook.com) has registered for "2/16/2022 - Board of Architectural 
Review - Public Hearing" on: Feb 16, 2022 06:30 PM Eastern Time (US and Canada)
First Name: Jane
Last Name: Kolson

Questions & Comments: I am concerned that the new Hotel AKA's black exterior will not lend 
itself well to this neighborhood, where the residences are almost all unpainted red brick.  As 
someone who lives next door to the hotel, I do not relish the idea of seeing a big black wall when 
I look out my windows!
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Joanne Broderick (joannebroderick@verizon.net) has registered for "2/16/2022 - Board of 
Architectural Review - Public Hearing" on: Feb 16, 2022 06:30 PM Eastern Time (US and 
Canada)
First Name: Joanne
Last Name: Broderick

Questions & Comments: I am concerned about the building being painted black.
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Mary Horner (marykhorner@gmail.com) has registered for "2/16/2022 - Board of Architectural 
Review - Public Hearing" on: Feb 16, 2022 06:30 PM Eastern Time (US and Canada)
First Name: Mary
Last Name: Horner

Questions & Comments: Not in favor of black paint.   Most of the building can only be seen 
from our complex Liberty Row and it will overwhelm our property.  I would hope that the board 
will look at this from the view point of adjourning property owners
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From: Robert Caspar
To: Lia Niebauer
Cc: Sarah Jackson; judgedring@gmail.com; Barb Carroll; Olivia Bushman; Sydney Olson; jtopublicaffairs@gmail.com
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Holiday Inn Renovation
Date: Thursday, February 10, 2022 3:57:41 PM

You don't often get email from rcaspar3@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

Lia,
 
I am an owner at the Liberty Row Condominium at 600 Second Street (our Condo comprises 635
First Street, the Manor House and two Townhomes, 540 Second Street and 600 Second Street) and I
have numerous concerns regarding the documents that were filed for alterations for the Holiday Inn
& Suites at 625 First Street and 510 Second Street, and they are as follows:
 

1. I cannot imagine the entire “BRICK” building of the Holiday Inn being painted all BLACK.  It
was stated in those documents that the brick color (black) would be compatible with the
existing buildings across the street.  Those buildings are of colored brick, (grays, tans with
decorative black metal and black window trim) and are not painted all black nor the bricks
are not colored black!

2. In those documents, it also states that the building is not in the historical district.  From
what I gather from the drawing, it appears that a good portion of the structure is in the
historical district.  It is visible from the George Washington Parkway. 

 
I would hope that the Alexandria Board of Architectural Review would not allow this to be done and
would have the owners of Hotel AKA select another choice of color for the exterior painting for the
project and respect the historical district.  Thank you!
 
Jolene Caspar
Bldg 600 Suite 102
 
 

DISCLAIMER: This message was sent from outside the City of Alexandria email system.
DO NOT CLICK any links or download attachments unless the contents are from a trusted

source.
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