
Docket Items # 12 & 13  
BAR CASE # 2017-0189 & 

 2017-0191 

BAR Meeting 
July 5, 2017 

ISSUE: Permit to Demolish/Capsulate, Certificate of Appropriateness for addition 
and alterations 

APPLICANT: Alfred Street, LLC 

LOCATION: 232 North Alfred Street 

ZONE:   RB / Residential 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Approval of the Permit to Demolish/Capsulate and Certificate of Appropriateness with the 
following condition: 

1. Utilize a 1/1 sash for the kitchen window on the north elevation.

GENERAL NOTES TO THE APPLICANT 

1. ISSUANCE OF CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS AND PERMITS TO DEMOLISH:
Applicants must obtain a stamped 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.

2. 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.

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

4. BUILDING PERMITS:  Most projects approved by the Board of Architectural Review require the issuance
of one or more construction permits by Building and Fire 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, 703-838-4360 for
further information.

5. EXPIRATION OF APPROVALS NOTE:  In accordance with Sections 10-106(B) and 10-206(B) of the
Zoning Ordinance, any official 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/Capsulate (BAR #2017-0189) and 
Certificate for Appropriateness (BAR #2017-0190) for clarity and brevity. 
 
I. ISSUE 

The applicant is requesting approval of a Permit to Demolish/Capsulate and Certificate of 
Appropriateness for alterations and an addition at 232 North Alfred Street.   
 
Permit to Demolish/Capsulate 
 

• The narrow west elevation of the main block will be capsulated and the window will be 
removed, while the entire first floor north elevation of the rear ell will be demolished.   

• On the south elevation of the main block, a portion of the second floor wall will be 
demolished in order to accommodate a new window.     

• A 5’ x 6.5’ section of wall on the first floor of the rear ell will be demolished in order to 
install a pair of French doors.  

• The chimney on the rear ell will be demolished.  

Certificate of Appropriateness 
 
Addition 
 

• The proposed one-story shed roof addition will fill in the void between the main block of 
the house and the rear ell.    

• The addition will measure roughly 11’ long by almost 5’ wide.   
• A single six-over-six aluminum clad, simulated divided light window will be centered on 

the north elevation.   
• The addition will have a standing seam metal roof and smooth fiber cement siding.   

Alterations 
 

• Replacement gas light fixture at front door. 
• Replacement four-panel wood door. 
• New door surround. 
• New shutters on the Queen Street elevation. 
• A new six-over-six wood window on the second floor south elevation. 
• New aluminum-clad, full light French doors on west elevation of rear ell. 
• New light fixtures flanking the French doors.  

 
II. HISTORY 

The simple frame two-story, two-bay Italianate style vernacular house at 232 North Alfred Street 
was constructed sometime between 1891 and 1896, according to the Sanborn Fire Insurance 
Maps.  The house has retained its original footprint since construction, although the windows, 
doors and siding are not original.   
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BAR staff administratively approved the installation of new German lap wood siding on the 
south and rear elevations in 2010 (BAR Case #2010-0104).  Staff notes that German profile 
siding was approved as a direct replacement of the existing siding at that time.  However, when 
the previous siding was removed, clapboard siding was discovered below and is the more 
appropriate siding.  In addition, because the clapboard was first period material, the paint ghost 
marks demonstrated that this house never had wide trim around the window or front door and the 
siding simply abutted the beaded door and window frame.   
 
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 

(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? 
 

N/A 

(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 

 
The amount of demolition and capsulation is limited to the small area between the Queen Street 
property line and the rear ell. As this is a very small RB zoned townhouse lot, the applicant was 
limited to a modest addition in this location only.  Staff finds the areas proposed for 
demolition/capsulation have no remarkable or unusual features or materials nor exceptional 
craftsmanship and notes that the original configuration could easily be reproduced in the future 
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relatively easily.  The construction of the modest one-story addition and rear French doors will 
not substantially change the original form of the historic rear ell.  While the Design Guidelines 
strongly encourage the retention of historic chimneys “in situ”, the BAR has supported the 
demolition of smaller flues that typically served gas furnaces or water heaters which is the case 
here.  In addition the ell flue has been altered over time and is no longer functional.   Therefore, 
staff recommends approval of the Permit to Demolish/Capsulate. 
 
Certificate of Appropriateness  
 
Staff commends the applicant on the design of a modest rear addition and alterations to the 
historic townhouse.  Staff notes that the following proposed alterations could have been 
approved administratively but are included here for context: 
 

• Repair/installation of shutters on the front and north elevation.   
• Repair/replace rotted window trim. 
• Replacement of rotted siding. 
• Replacement of front door.  
• Replacement/installation of light fixtures.  

In staff’s early discussions with the applicant, he expressed a desire to replace the existing six-
over-six windows with new windows in the same configuration.  As staff noted at the time, the 
original windows on the house would have likely had a one-over-one or two-over-two 
configuration, and new six-over-six windows would require Board approval.  The applicant has, 
therefore, decided to maintain the existing windows at this time. 
 
Regarding residential additions, the Design Guidelines state the Board’s preference for 
“contextual background buildings which allow historic structures to maintain the primary visual 
importance,” and for “designs that are respectful of the existing structure and…which echo the 
design elements of the existing structure.”  However, “It is not the intention of the Boards to 
dilute design creativity in residential additions.  Rather, the Boards seek to promote compatible 
development that is, at once, both responsive to the needs and tastes of [modern times] while 
being compatible with the historic character of the districts.”   
 
The Guidelines also encourage that new construction and additions be subtly differentiated from 
the historic core, which the applicant has achieved through the use of modern materials, massing 
and its setback from the Queen Street elevation of the main block.  The modest addition reads 
not unlike a traditional one story shed porch that has been enclosed, which is a rather common 
design approach within the historic districts.  Because the original siding is known to be 
clapboard, staff supports the smooth fiber cement clapboard siding on the new kitchen addition, 
with the same exposure as the German profile siding, to subtly distinguish the addition from the 
original house form.   
 
Many Italianate style Victorian period townhouses in Old Town have bracketed architrave above 
the entry door that recalls the cornice brackets and may have bold trim and a decorative lintel 
above the windows.  However, as noted above, this simple vernacular townhouse did not 
originally have any door or window trim.  Nevertheless, the present request to install a simple 
surround at the entry door is modest and easily reversible in the future if the house were to be 



BAR CASE # 2017-0189 & 2017-0190 
  July 5, 2017 

 

6 
 

restored and the windows and clapboard siding replaced.   Staff supports this minor alteration for 
trim surrounding the new, and more historically appropriate wood four-panel wood door. 
 

 
Figure 1: photo of the front elevation from 2011 showing the original beveled clapboard siding, door and 

windows without decorative head trim and a faint shadow of the original shutters on the paint. 
 
Staff also supports the simple single-light, clad French doors on the rear (west) elevation.  
Although the BAR’s Minor Architectural Features policy says that fenestration on portions of the 
building constructed prior to 1965 should be painted wood, pairs of French doors are notoriously 
subject to deterioration when exposed to weather as these will be and there is no FAR or open 
space available on this lot to put even a small awning above the doors.  Clad doors, therefore, 
will survive much longer and the door material is largely obscured by the 6’ tall wood fence on 
Queen Street.   
 
However, staff believes that the new window in the addition should be a 1/1 window to subtly 
distinguish this portion of the house and to show that it is new construction and to relate to the 
single light French doors.  As described above, the existing 6/6 windows are not historic and the 
original late 19th century house would almost certainly have had 2/2 or 1/1 windows, so this style 
is all staff can approve when the existing windows need to be replaced.  There is physical 
evidence of historic shutter hinges on the window jambs, so staff supports the proposed 
installation of new shutters on the main body of the house on the Queen Street elevation. 
 
In summary, with the exception of the muntins in the new window on the kitchen addition, staff 
recommends approval of the proposed addition and alterations, as submitted.   
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STAFF 
Stephanie Sample, Urban Planner, Planning & Zoning 
Al Cox, FAIA, Historic Preservation Manager, Planning & Zoning 
 
 
IV. CITY DEPARTMENT COMMENTS  

Legend: C- code requirement  R- recommendation  S- suggestion  F- finding 
 
Zoning Comments 
C-1 Proposed project complies with zoning.   
 
Code Administration 
F-1 The following comments are for BAR review only.  Once the applicant has filed for a 

building permit and additional information has been provided, code requirements will be 
based upon that information and the building permit plans.   If there are any questions, 
the applicant may contact Charles. Cooper@alexandriava.gov or 703-746-4197.  

 
C-1 A building permit, plan review and inspections are required for these alterations located 

in the historic district.  
 
Transportation and Environmental Services 
R1. The building permit must be approved and issued prior to the issuance of any permit for 

demolition. (T&ES) 
 
R2. Applicant shall be responsible for repairs to the adjacent city right-of-way if damaged 

during construction activity. (T&ES) 
 
R3. 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) 

 
F1. Previously reviewed under [BAR2010-00104] (T&ES) 
 
F2. 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) 

 
F3. If the alley located at the rear of the parcel is to be used at any point of the construction 

process the following will be required: 
 For a Public Alley - The applicant shall contact T&ES, Construction Permitting & 

Inspections at (703) 746-4035 to discuss any permits and accommodation requirements 
that will be required.  

 For a Private Alley - The applicant must provide proof, in the form of an affidavit at a 
minimum, from owner of the alley granting permission of use. (T&ES) 

 
C1. 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). 
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(T&ES) 
 
C2. 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) 

 
C3. 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) 

 
C4. All secondary utilities serving this site shall be placed underground. (Sec. 5-3-3) (T&ES) 

 
C5. Any work within the right-of-way requires a separate permit from T&ES. (Sec. 5-2) 

(T&ES) 
 

C6. All improvements to the city right-of-way such as curbing, sidewalk, driveway aprons, 
etc. must be city standard design. (Sec. 5-2-1) (T&ES) 
 

Alexandria Archaeology 
No comments received 
 
 
IV.       ATTACHMENTS 
 
1 – Supplemental Materials  
2 – Application for BAR 2017-0189 and 2017-0190: 232 North Alfred Street 
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232 N Alfred Street - Old and Historic District 
 
Materials Specification List 
 

Front Entry Door: Jeld-wen – Painted Wood Exterior All Panel Door / Model 44 (Four Panel) 

   Color:  Roycroft Pewter SW 2848 

 

   Schlage Hardware – Wakefield Single Cylinder / Siena Knob 

   Color:  Matte Black 
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Existing Shutters: To be repainted 

   Color:  Roycroft Pewter SW 2848 

 

Front Porch Light: Gas Light Pro – French Quarter Copper Gas Lantern 
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Rear Entry Door: Jeld-wen – Siteline Aluminum Clad Wood Swinging Patio Doors 5015  

   Color:  Chesnut Bronze 

   Lite Pattern:  None 

  

Address Numbers: Satin nickle finish w/ black outline number decal on the transom @ entry door 

Rear Porch Lights: Kichler – Outdoor Wall 1Lt Fluorescent 10923BK (Black Painted) 
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Windows:  Jeld-wen – Siteline Wood Aluminum Clad Double Hung & Casement Window  

 Color:  Chesnut Bronze 

   Lite Pattern:  Nine over nine (for double hung) 

 

 

Metal Coping / Gutters and Downspouts: 

   Color:  Match windows (Chesnut Bronze) 

Roofing:   (Rear) – Standing seam metal roof – by Englert 

Color:  Dark Bronze 

New Sythetic Wood Trim: 

   Color:  Match existing  
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Existing Siding: To be repainted 

   Color:  Repose Gray SW 7015 

 

New Siding at Addition:    

    Painted Hardie Plank Lap Siding 

• Smooth texture 

• 5” exposure 

 
     

Color:  Repose Gray SW 7015 
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