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l. ISSUE

The applicants are appealing a decision of the Old & Historic Alexandria District Board of
Architectural Review (BAR) for approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness, as amended, for the
design of the vertical extension of an existing garden wall/fence and request for a waiver of the
maximum fence height requirement, on September 6, 2017. The applicants in this case are Robert
and Kathy Agnor on behalf of themselves. The applicants disagree with the amendment the BAR
included as part of the Certificate of Appropriateness, which reduced the overall height of the
proposed fence from nine feet tall to eight feet tall.

The applicants’ basis for appeal is the following: “The requested 48 inches of privacy lattice was
needed for privacy, after careful measurements and design. The staff recommendation was to
approve the design. The BAR reduction of 12 inches of lattice height was a compromise that will
not permit visual privacy.”

The request to alter the garden wall/fence to increase visual privacy in the side yard between the
applicant’s property and the abutting property to the south (203 North Columbus Street) originally
came to staff’s attention in response to a neighbor complaint because the lattice portion was in
violation of the maximum fence height permitted in the Alexandria zoning ordinance and the fence
was installed without BAR approval. Upon being notified by City zoning enforcement staff, the
property owner immediately took down the lattice portion of the fence and filed an application for
BAR approval.

As stated in section 7-202(B)(3) of the zoning ordinance, fences in required rear and side yards
cannot exceed six feet in height anywhere in the City of Alexandria. However, section 7-202(C)
gives the BAR the authority to waive or modify this requirement *“...where the board finds that a
proposed fence would be architecturally appropriate and consistent with the character of the
district.”

1. DISCUSSION

Project History

The two-story Italianate brick townhouse at 205 North Columbus Street was constructed by 1885,
according to Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps. The townhouse was constructed as one in a row of six
identical homes, all of which are extant and retain a high level of historic integrity. They are
collectively known as Church Row.

Staff recommended that the Board approve the waiver of fence height as submitted, because the
fence would be only minimally visible over the private alley and parking lot behind 200 North
Washington Street and its construction did not impact any historic material. The height and scale
of the fence as viewed from Cameron Street meets the standards for a Certificate of
Appropriateness. This request essentially affects only two historic properties and their relationship
to each other (see Figure 2), rather than the historic district as a whole, due to the limited visibility
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of the lattice from a public way. The limited visibility of the fence from the public right-of-way
is captured in Figure 1, below.

Historic lattice porch Proposed fence at 205
03 N. Columbus St. N. Columbus St.
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Figure 1: View of fence (prior to removal) from Cameron Street across the private parking lot.
The existing masonry garden wall/fence which forms the base for the proposed lattice is six inches
wide and made of concrete block. Based on the applicant’s survey plat, the masonry wall is located
three inches inside the property line of the 205 North Columbus Street parcel and is approximately
six feet from the wall of the townhouse at 203 North Columbus Street. The proposed lattice is
made of a vinyl composite material and was also a subject of discussion at the hearing. Noting the
limited visibility from a public way, the propensity for moisture damage because of the limited sunlight
and air movement between the historic rear ells, and that the fact that the proposed composite material

was solid-through-the-core, paintable and millable, the BAR found the material to be acceptable for
this use in this location.
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Figure 2. View from the rear yard of 203 North Columbus looking west into the side yard between the two
townhouses. The metal posts on top of the vine covered wall are the structural supports for the proposed
lattice.

1. BOARD ACTION

On September 6, 2017, the BAR approved the Certificate of Appropriateness for the materials
and design of the fence and the request to waive the City’s maximum fence height, but amended
the applicant’s 9 foot request, limiting the overall fence height to 8 feet. The BAR’s vote was 5-
1-1, with Ms. Roberts voting in opposition and Mr. Sprinkle abstaining. The Board appreciated
the desire of both neighbors to seek additional privacy and recognized that this lattice would be
minimally visible from Cameron Street. Some thought that the nine foot tall fence was acceptable,
though the majority supported a slightly lower height of eight feet in response to the affected neighbors’
concerns. This compromise was also based on an understanding of the relative window height between
the two properties. The Board found the composite lattice material to be acceptable, though some
members stated a preference for natural wood.
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V. STANDARD OF REVIEW ON APPEAL

Review by City Council

Upon appeal City Council must determine whether to affirm, reverse or modify, in whole or in
part, the decision of the BAR. The City Council’s review is not a determination regarding
whether the BAR’s decision was correct or incorrect but rather: (1) whether the Waiver of Fence
Height requirements should be granted based upon City Council’s review of Zoning Ordinance
Section 7-202(B)(3) and (2) whether the Certificate of Appropriateness should be granted based
upon City Council’s review of the standards in Zoning Ordinance Section 10-105(A)(2). While
City Council may review and consider the BAR’s previous actions, City Council will make its
own decision based on its evaluation of the material presented. Section 10-107(A)(3) of the
Zoning Ordinance requires that the City Council apply the same standards as are established for
the Board of Architectural Review.

Standards for review of a Certificate of Appropriateness and Waiver of Fence Height

Section 10-105(A)(2) discusses the standards for a Certificate of Appropriateness and states that
the BAR, and City Council on appeal, “shall consider the following features and factors in passing
upon the appropriateness of the proposed construction, reconstruction, alteration or restoration of
buildings or structures”:

(a) Overall architectural design, form, style and structure, including, but not limited to,
the height, mass and scale of buildings or structures;

The proposed design, form and style of the lattice fencing is architecturally appropriate for this
period house and recalls the lattice used on the historic rear porch at 203 North Columbus Street.
The height and scale of a fence structure above six feet in height is appropriate between the two-
story tall masonry ells when viewed from a public way.

(b) Architectural details including, but not limited to, original materials and methods of
construction, the pattern, design and style of fenestration, ornamentation, lighting,
signage and like decorative or functional fixtures of buildings or structures; the degree
to which the distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure or site
(including historic materials) are retained;

The applicant proposes a lattice fencing that is similar in style to the decorative lattice located
on the historic porch at the rear of 203 North Columbus Street next door. The lattice provides
some light and air movement but veils the view through the fence to provide some privacy.

(c) Design and arrangement of buildings and structures on the site; and the impact upon
the historic setting, streetscape or environs;

The proposed lattice will be located on the top of an existing five foot tall masonry garden
wall/fence located in the area between the two story rear ells of the townhomes, which are
separated by approximately ten feet. The lattice portion of the fence will have minimal impact
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on the historic setting, streetscape or environs as it is minimally visible from the public right-of-
way and can only be viewed from Cameron Street looking over a parking lot, a private alley and
a seven foot tall brick garden wall at the rear of 205 North Columbus.

(d) Texture, material and color, and the extent to which any new architectural features
are historically appropriate to the existing structure and adjacent existing structures;

The proposed design and material for the lattice, posts and trim and found the composite material
to be acceptable in this particular location. The BAR’s policy on Minor Architectural Elements permits
high quality composite materials in areas subject to continuous high moisture, as the proposed location
would be.

(e) The relation of the features in sections 10-105(A)(2)(a) through (d) to similar features
of the preexisting building or structure, if any, and to buildings and structures in the
immediate surroundings;

The style of the lattice is similar in appearance to the lattice work located on the historic rear
porch on the adjacent townhouse at 203 North Columbus Street.

(f) The extent to which the building or structure would be harmonious with or
incongruous to the old and historic aspect of the George Washington Memorial Parkway;

Not applicable.

(9) The extent to which the building or structure will preserve or protect historic places
and areas of historic interest in the city;

The proposed lattice fence will not have a negative impact on the character of this historic block.
The North Columbus Street block-face and the building forms will remain unchanged and will
retain their historic visual and physical integrity. The proposed lattice fence will sit on an
existing concrete block garden wall and only a small portion of the lattice will be visible from
Cameron Street and will likely not be visible from the Christ Church yard. The lattice is not a
permanent alteration, being easily removable in the future.

(h) The extent to which the building or structure will preserve the memorial character of
the George Washington Memorial Parkway;

Not applicable.
(i) The extent to which the building or structure will promote the general welfare of the
city and all citizens by the preservation and protection of historic interest in the city and
the memorial character of the George Washington Memorial Parkway; and

Not applicable.

(J) The extent to which such preservation and protection will promote the general welfare
by maintaining and increasing real estate values, generating business, creating new
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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.

The historic district is multi-faceted and attracts a range of people for different reasons. The
proposed fence in and of itself does not attract visitors; further, the fence will not compromise the
historic integrity of this area for students and historians. Visitors and residents will continue to
view and enjoy nearby buildings and places of historic merit.

In summary, the proposed fence is architecturally appropriate and consistent with the character of
the district, is minimally visible and meets the standards for a Certificate of Appropriateness and
Waiver of Fence Height.

V. RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that City Council affirm the decision of the Board. Based on the discussion
with the applicant at the hearing the Board believed that the applicant agreed that an eight foot tall
fence, rather than a nine foot tall fence, provided the desired privacy and still addressed the
neighbors’ concerns for preserving the maximum amount of light and air between the houses. The
BAR found that an eight foot tall fence was the appropriate height and scale in this historic context.

STAFE
Karl Moritz, Director, Department of Planning & Zoning

Al Cox, FAIA, Historic Preservation Manager, Planning & Zoning
Amirah Lane, Historic Preservation Planner, Planning & Zoning

VI. ATTACHMENTS

Attachment /: BAR staff report with BAR actions from the September 6, 2017 meeting.
Attachment 2: Submission Materials




RECORD OF APPEAL

FROM A DECISION OF THE BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

Date Appeal Filed With City Clerk: 09/19/2017
B.AR. Case #: 2017-00287

Address of Project: 209 North Columbus Street

Appellant is: (Check One)

B.A.R. Applicant

[] Other party. State Relationship

Address of Appellant: 209 North Columbus Street

Alexandria, Virginia
Telephone Number: (703) 739-6788

State Basis of Appeal: Please see attached. Thank you,

Attach additional sheets, if necessary

A Board of Architectural Review decision may be appealed to City Council either by the B.A.R. applicant
or by 25 or more owners of real estate within the affected district who oppose the decision of the Board of

Architectural Review. Sample petition on rear.

All appeals must be filed with the City Clerk on or before 14 days afier the decision of the B.A.R.

All appeals require a $200.00 filing fee.

If an appeal is filed, the decision of the Board of Architectural Review is stayed pending the City Council
decision on the matter. The decision of City Council is final subject to the provisions of Sections 10-107,

10-207 or 10-309 of the Zoning Oidinﬁ
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Signature oflthe Appellatit .




Attachment 2

September 18, 2017

From: Robert J. Agnor and Kathy Agnor, 205 North Columbus Street, Alexandria, Virginia 22314
To: Alexandria, Virginia City Council

Subject: Basis of appeal for BAR Case 2017-00289

Nature of Appeal
We request Alexandria City Council approve restoration of 12 inches of privacy lattice that was reduced
by the Board of Architectural Review from the requested 48 inches to 36 inches.

Reason for Appeal

The requested 48 inches of privacy lattice was needed for privacy, after careful measurements and
design. The staff recommendation was to approve the design. The BAR reduction of 12 inches of lattice
height was a compromise that will not permit visual privacy.

Background

We filed a request for BAR approval to reinstall a 48 inch high lattice on top of an existing concrete
wall. We needed that to provide for privacy, which doesn’t exist today between the two residences.
See attached pictures. This was a carefully planned section of lattice that

a. Was consistent with the neighbor’s lattice, to blend in naturally
Was designed to not extend past the neighbor’s recent addition nor be visible from the public
right of way.

c. Was designed to be white in color to better reflect lighting in a fairly dark alley between two
residences.

d. Was designed to be the minimum height necessary to provide facial screening for both
residences, the most important aspect of privacy.

e. Was within heights for other privacy structures approved by within the city.

The staff recommended approval. The neighbors at 203 North Columbus Street said at the BAR hearing
that they supported privacy lattice, but it should be 2.5 feet in height.

You can see in the following photos the total absence of any decent measure of privacy:

10



Attachment 2

11



Attachment 2

12



Attachment 2

13



Attachment 2

14



Attachment 2

15



Attachment 2

16



@ o a o

Attachment 2

It is not seen by the public

It is consistent with the lattice of the neighbor’s addition at 203 North Columbus

It is white, reflecting more light than is currently in the fairly dark alley.

It is high quality, of no less quality than the Hardiplank addition at 203 North Columbus Street.
The compromise does not provide privacy. Neither the neighbors got their 2.5 feet nor did
either of the residences get privacy.

Summary

We are asking for the restoration of 12 inches of lattice height, the amount reduced by the BAR.
Less than that would render the lattice unusable from a privacy perspective, and would be
unworthy of installation.

We ask Council to overrule the compromise reduction of requested lattice by 12 inches, as not
supportive of lattice consistent with other additions in the city, and denying our residence of

privacy.

Thank you.

Robert J. and Kathy Y. Agnor
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Docket Item #6
BAR CASE # 2017-00289

BAR Meeting
September 6, 2017

ISSUE: Request for a waiver of maximum fence height requirement
APPLICANT: Robert Agnor & Kathy Agnor

LOCATION: 205 North Columbus Street

ZONE: RM/ Residential

BOARD ACTION: Approved as amended, 5-1-1

On a motion by Ms. Miller, and seconded by Mr. Adams, the OHAD Board of Architectural
Review voted to approve BAR Case #2017-0289 as amended. The motion carried on a vote of 5-
1-1, with Ms. Roberts dissenting and Mr. Sprinkle abstaining.

CONDITION OF APPROVAL
1. The waiver of the fence height limitation was granted for the addition of the proposed
lattice on top of the existing masonry wall up to a total of 8 feet in height.

REASON

The Board appreciated the desire of both neighbors to seek additional privacy and recognized that
this lattice would be minimally visible from Cameron Street. Some felt that the 9 foot fence was
acceptable, though the majority supported a slightly lower height of 8 feet in response to the
affected neighbors’ concerns. Noting the limited visibility from a public way, the propensity for
moisture damage because of the small space between the historic ells, and that the proposed
composite material was solid-through-the-core, paintable and millable, the Board found the
material to be acceptable, though some members preferred natural wood.

BOARD DISCUSSION

The Board had a number of questions regarding the exact location of the additional lattice, how
far it extended along the property line and how it related to adjacent windows. Some Board
members expressed a preference for a wood lattice though others found the proposed composite
material to be appropriate in this minimally visible location. It was also suggested that a living
landscape option should be considered.

SPEAKERS
Robert Agnor, 205 North Columbus Street, presented his request and responded to questions.
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Shawn Vasell and Erin Pierce, 203 North Columbus Street, spoke in support of waiving the fence
height to allow increased height but requested that it be lower than 9 feet and that the material be

wood.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approval of the application as submitted.

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.

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.

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

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, 703-746-4200 for
further information.

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.

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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l. ISSUE

The applicant is requesting approval for a Waiver of Fence Height for the construction of a four-
foot solid PVC lattice fence on top of the existing masonry garden wall.

1. HISTORY

The two-story Italianate brick townhouse at 205 North Columbus Street was constructed by
1885, according to Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps. The townhouse was constructed as one in a
row of six, all of which are extant and retain a high level of historic integrity.

1. ANALYSIS

The proposed fence height extension will be erected in an interior side yard, as defined by section
2-207 of the zoning ordinance. If approved, the total fence height will be 9° and exceeding the
zoning ordinance maximum fence height by three feet. Fences in required rear and side yards may
be open or closed, but cannot exceed 6’ in height anywhere in Alexandria, as stated in section 7-
202(B)(3) of the zoning ordinance. However, section 7-202(C) gives the BAR the authority to
waive this requirement ““...where the board finds that a proposed fence would be architecturally
appropriate and consistent with the character of the district.”

This after-the-fact request to waive the fence height requirement is in response to a neighbor’s
complaint regarding the height of the fence when it was being installed. Upon being notified by
City staff, the property owner immediately took down the lattice portion of the fence and filed an
application for BAR approval. Though the fence exceeds the maximum permitted side yard fence
height, the fence does not extend east past the neighboring townhouse at 203 North Columbus
Street and is only minimally visible over the private alley and parking lot behind 200 N
Washington Street. As context, staff notes that a number of fences in the immediate area also
exceed 6’ in height.





BAR CASE #2017-00289
September 6, 2017

porch at 203
| St.

N sy

=" e - Sl P .S«-'
Figure 1:View of fence (prior to uninstalling) from Cameron Street thr

u rlvate parking lot.

While the BAR’s Minor Architectural Elements policy discourages hollow vinyl for fences, the
proposed material appears to be solid cellular, paintable PVC, which is permitted by the BAR’s
policy for architectural trim where the “trim is consistently exposed to moisture.” The lattice
design is reminiscent of the lattice on the historic porch at the rear of the adjacent townhouse at
203 N. Columbus Street. Therefore, staff recommends approval of the waiver of fence height, as
submitted.

STAFFE

Amirah Lane, Historic Preservation 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

F-1  Proposed scope of work is for an after-the-fact of a side yard fence installation. The
finished fence installation exceeds 6 feet in height and installed without a Certificate of
Appropriateness. P&Z issued a violation notice on June 5, 2017. On June 20, 2017 P&Z
re-inspected and the fence was removed.

F-2  There have been no variances or special exceptions previously granted for the subject
property.

C-1  Proposed fence height exceeds 6 feet (section 7-202(B)(3)) and would require the Board
of Architectural Review to consider and grant a waiver (section 7-202(C).
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Code Administration

No comments received.

Transportation and Environmental Services

R1.

F1.

ClL

C2.

Cs.

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)

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)

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)

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)

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

Alexandria Archaeology

No comments received.

V.

ATTACHMENTS

1 — Application for BAR 2017-0289: 205 N Columbus Street
2 — Supplemental Materials
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ADDRESS OF PROJECT: .- < 2 77 J’rf '8 gs‘z/ qwzﬁawuaw y’ /w»ux//

TAX MAP AND PARCEL: 0 ¢4 0 é’/”& 2L souma: FAE

Ay R ppen TR

APPLICATION FOR: (Ploase chack aff that anply)
] CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

[ 1 PERMIT TO MOVE, REMOVE, ENCAPSULATE OR DEMOLISH
{Required if more than 25 square feat of 2 shuchure is o be demolished/impacted)

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

(1 WAIVER OF ROOFTOP HVAC SCREEMING REQUIREMENT
{Seciion 6-403(B)(3), Alexandda 1932 Zoning Ordinance)

Applicani: E Property O'fmer [1 Business (Pﬁm provide bus:aess name & goniact prerson)

Name: /Lﬁ’)’éf ¢/ Za»w//[./(z jﬁgf "’7 A/M "L

Address: < &5 j/afz 7}/ / 7o f& ;m/zﬂz' g m///{q

City 5-";:1?20((2’%{/"!—*’-& State: £ f? Zip: 237 % /7 Ad
] Y Yy A

Phone: /‘7‘ 736; é/}d/ E-mail ; /&/ '-—’7,/ /‘Qﬂﬁﬁf& l{g’f/'fe’ P lad lE:::.E,

Authorized Agent (i applicabte). || Attorney ] Archltect ]

Mame: Phone:

=-mail:

ilegal Pmpes’ty Owner:

Name: /{ fq’{.c%f/ (Zc:vzg//((bf{ ,},w_z
Address:; 2535 //’gbﬁ/ /ﬁ" .fz ym«{{ ﬂL—« s /

City: L/iﬁé’)%ﬂ}?&’f (R State: ﬁ_ﬁ 7 2F Bres

Phone: /42 757 (£74 ¥ E-mail: /Z#d{uf // //?""’ 702 % LewEe

Yes \@ ND is there an historic praservation asement on this properiy?
Yes if yes, has the easement holder agreed to the proposed alterations? &7 /4L
L1 Yes E Na Is there a homeowner’s association for this property?
1 ves [] No Ifyes, has the homeowner's association approved the proposed alterations? ,4,/ A

. C o

if you answerad yes 1o any of the above, please aliach a copy of the leller approving the projsct.
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NATURE OF PROPOSED WORK: Please check all that apply

] NEW CONSTRUGTION
\@ EXTERIOR ALTERATION: Please chack all that apoly.

] awning {_] fencs, gate or garden wall 1 HVAC equipment {1 shutters
g doors % windows i1 siding {1shed
fighting . pergola/tralis {1 painting unpainted masomy ;
Clother ¢Zowy’cd (FrQ7 ¢ et o W TP 2 e AsTIN e IR o i GUALL
[] ADDITION F AT SR N TP Ex /
1 DEMOLITION/ENCAPSULATION
] SIGNAGE

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

: ”é.f_? A f*:-f'{,{,ﬂ?- :// /"‘5 ‘Z-?i’?»fi--«*ﬂﬁ&ﬁ?? ‘7"55 2 77 (3’/
LLELSlE vy Fapm 57 e 2 X0STng 07 Fegh
repl il Ll e CiefFhie a5 Foer
P /,,42” ;:y:’?/ . B 7 @{//’;;’,5-» @}K’ﬁfﬂ i?M‘“S Jﬁu/

P A /f,.zf(:ég 7 («Z{; S A

SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS:

ltems listed below comprise the minimum supporiing materials for BAR applications. Staff may
request additional information during application review. Please refer to the relevant section of the
Design Guidelines for turther information on appropriaie 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 mestings are requirad for all proposed additions.
All applicants are encouraged to meet with staff prior to submission of a completed application.

Electronic copies of submission materials should be submitted whenever possible.

Demolition/Encapsulation : Al applicants requesting 25 square feet or more of demoiition/encapsulation
must complete this section. Check N/A if an item in this section does not gpply to your project.
MA
1 ' Survey plat showing the extent of the proposed demolition/encapsulation.
[J [ 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.

NN
[1 [] Deseription of the reason for demolition/encapsulation.
R

Description of the alternatives to demolition/encapsulation and why such alternatives are not
considerad feasible.
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Additions & New Construction: Orawings must be o seale and should not exceed 117 x 17” unjess
approved by stafl. Afl plans must be folded and collated into 3 complale 8 1/27x 117 sets. Additional copies may be
requesied by stall for large -scale davelopment projfects or projects fronling Washington Street. Check N/A if an item
in this section does not apply o your project.

[]Qﬁ' Scaled survey plat showing dimensions of fot 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 consiruction, and ail exterior, ground and roof mounied

equipment.

FAR & Cpen Space calculaiion 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 io

adjacent struciures in plan and elevations.

Materials and colors {0 be used must be spechiied and delinsated on the drawings. Actual

samples may be provided or required.

1 [0 Manufacturer's specifications for materials to include, but not imited to: roofing, siding, windows,
doors, lighting, fencing, HVAC equipment and walls,

1 [} For development site plan projects, a model showing mass relationships to adjacent properties
and siruciures.

LI
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Signs & Awnings: One sign per building under one square foot does not require BAR approval unless
Hlumingied. All other signs including window signs reguire BAR approval. Check N/A If an ftern in this section does
nat apply to your projfect.

]
1 d% Linear feef of building: Front: Secondary front {if cornar lof):
{1 Square feet of existing signs to remain; :
{_1 Photograph of building showing existing conditions.
[ 1 Dimensioned drawings of proposed sign identifying materials, color, lettering style and text.
1 Location of sign (show exact location on building including the height above sidewalk).
[ 1 Means of attachment {drawing or manufacturer's cut sheet of bracket if applicable).
1 Description of lighting (if applicable). include manufacturar’s cut sheet for any new lighting
fixtures and information detailing how it will be aitached to the building's facade.

O

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

N QWA

N Clear and labeled photographs of the sile, espacially 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.
\El ™ Drawings accurately representing the changes g the proposad structure, including materials and

overall dimensions. Drawings must be fo scate..Pf C 7SS PR el

[]El An official survey plai showing the proposed locations of HVAC units, fehces, and sheds.
Historic elevations or photographs should accompany any reguast o return a siruciure fo an
earlier appearancs.





BAR Case #

ALL APPLICATIONS: Pease read and check that you have read and understand ths foflowing Rems:

E} 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 fea.)

T 1 understand the notice requirements and will return a copy of the three respective notice forms io
BAR stalf at least five days prior to the hearing. i | am unsure to whom | should send notice | will
contact Planning and Zoning staff for assistance in identifying adjacent parcels.

51 1, the applicant, or an authorized represeniative 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 3 sets of 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 frue, correct and
accurale. 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 aiso hereby
grants the City of Alexandria permission to post placard notice as required by Article X, 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 hersby authorizes the City staff and members of the BAR 1o
inspact this site as necessary in the course of research and svalualing the application. The applicant, if
other than the property owner, also attests that he/she has obtained permission from the propsrty owner
to make this application.

APPLICANT OR AUTHORIZED AGBNT‘: 3
ot 2T A
Signature: ,,M/ s /éﬁ%,g_%

Printed Name: Eﬁﬁgs}/ﬁ“ “ . /fgﬂ—/ﬁv/&i’

Date: /f*";’f Gesl S, L0/
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OWNERSHIP AND DISCLOSURE STATEMENT
Use additional sheets if necessary

1. Applicant. State the name, address and parcent of ownership of any person or entity owning
an interest in the applicant, unless the entity is a corporation or parinership, in which case
iwdentify each ownar of more than ten 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

" Aoazs
2.

3.
2. Property. State the name, address and percent of ognership of any person or entity owning
an interest in the property located at 2648 A Lolisag ddress), unless the

entity is a corporation or partnership, in which cass identify each owner of more than ten
percant. 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.

Mame Address Percent of Ownership

Ropers Agnan |25 47 CoomBs /o0 o7

* Kty ¥ Qg por 205 N LBUREDS T os
3. e .

—

3. Business or Financial Belationships. Each person or entity listed abaove (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,
exisling 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, Board of
Zoning Appeals or sither Boards of Architectural Review.

Name of person or entity Relationship as defined by Member of the Approving

Section 11-350 of the Body (i.e. City Council,
Zoning Ordinance Planning Commission, stc.)
i s
2.
3 e

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, | hereby attest to the best of my ability that
the information provided above is true and correct.

lg”?vf/‘ 12,2007 Rsﬁﬂ J, !Qfﬂm
Date” i Printed Name :

10
11
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August 1, 2017

From: Robertt ). Agnor and Kathy Agnor, 205 North Columbus Street, Alexandria, Virginia 22314
To: Board of Architectural Review

Subject: Additional material for consideration of BAR request for Certificate of Appropriateness.

Background: We installed lattice on top of a concrete block wall to provide for privacy bebween my
neighbor to the South (203 North Columbus) and my residence. We were unaware of the requirement
for BAR approval, and complied with the City staff’s order to dismantle the lattice.

This application is to request approval of the BAR for us o return the lattice atop the block wall.

Situation: On a daily basis we and our neighbors face each other through windows just feet apart, with
a lack of privacy further exacerbated by a recent addition at 203 North Columbus Street. There is 2 need
for privacy. These windows face each other in an alley between the houses.

You can see in the following photos the total absence of any decent measure of privacy:

The above show the kitchens of 203 and 205 North Columbus Street facing each other. The blow picture
is the family room projection of a large screen television upon my back door and porch. The lattice,
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The below picture is the family room projection of a large screen television upon my back door and
porch. The lattice, when it was up, did provide some relief from that.

P T Sl e Eer—— 2 M ]
=, DSC00314 - Windows Phato Viewer R s g T

File = Prirg = R - -

@- ‘é" b r@ ] J s FE
=0 B o /B8] rem]w

===
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L
,
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There is an existing concrete block wall on my property that stands 5 feet above the alley floor. Because
the rooms that face each other sit on top of substantial crawl space, the concrete block wall does not
even rise to the bottom of the windows. We wanted lattice to provide some privacy

14





What was installed- Very High Quality Lattice
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The lattice did not extend past the eighbrs recent addition. We purposely constructed it to notbe
visible to the public. [t sits entirely in the alley between the two houses.

The lattice was not visible to the Public. The lattice faces a private parking lot of 201 North Washington
Sireet. |t has a low profile. This is the view of the lattice from the Parking lot. It has a 3 inch profile that
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is virkually invisible. The end of the lattice is the white post to the left of the bird house.’

Sl LR

g £

£

The lattice was consistent with the neighbor’s porch lattice. We wanted it to blend in with that theme.

1
E i
=
| #
B
|
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In June, City staff advised | would be fined if | didn’t comply with ordinances. We complied and below is
the current state of the lattice. We request your permission to reinstall the lattice.
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1" Sguare DuraShell® Lattice - 4’ x 6

Choose another shest size:
Choose anotner sheat siza., ¥

DuraSnell® s our strongest and most durakla viny!
latice DuraShell® Viny! Lattice s fade rasistant in botn
the color and while latlce and s resistant to nsents
mold and midew With & 3-0 and soid core
construction. this fattice product will last mich longar
than plastic athce and will nod splinter whan cut ke
hollowy PV can. therefore guving yvou the premise of

Mo

iong Iasting heautyl Our 1" square lattics is avallable in
a4 8 sheet and comeas inyour cneice of four stylish
colors Snow Wihite Sandione Laguna Dune ang
ihaki
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