
Docket #4 
BAR #2020-0063 

Parker-Gray District 
May 6, 2020 

ISSUE:  Certificate of Appropriateness for alterations (5G small cell facility) 

APPLICANT: Cellco Partnership dba Verizon Wireless 

LOCATION:  Parker-Gray District  
Dominion Energy utility pole near 421 North Fayette Street 

ZONE:   RB/Residential Townhouse zone 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends approval of the Certificate of Appropriateness, as submitted. 

DRAFT BAR ACTION, MARCH 18, 2020: The Board deferred the case on March 18, 2020 so 
the applicant could return to the BAR to explain the criteria they used for choosing the pole 
location. 

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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UPDATE  
The Board deferred the item on March 18, 2020 to allow the applicant to return and explain the 
criteria for choosing the proposed pole location. The Board requested additional information from 
the applicant indicating why the selected pole was chosen and the applicant has provided the 
attached document to address the Board’s concerns.     
 
I. APPLICANT’S PROPOSAL    

The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness to replace the existing wood utility 
pole in the right-of-way in front of the parcel at 421 North Fayette Street. 
 

• The existing 37’6” high pole will be replaced with a new 41’-3” high pole located 
approximately two feet from the existing pole. 

• Install a 5G small cell facility measuring approximately 3’-0” high on top of the pole.  
• The 5G Nokia facility will have an array of three antennas pointing in different direction 

with a cubic volume of 5 CF.    
• The volume of the equipment is .5 CF. 
• The Verizon equipment panel box and a meter box will be installed on the pole 

approximately 5’ feet above grade. 
• All features of the wireless facility will be color matched to the pole.  
• All existing utilities on the pole will be relocated to the new pole.  
• The existing pole will be removed after the new pole has been installed.  

Site context 
 
The utility pole to be replaced sits on the east side of the northern half of the 400 block of North 
Fayette Street. This block consists of mostly two-story residential buildings with an average 15’ 
setback on both sides of the street. Only the east side of the street has poles, three in use and three 
remaining from a previous replacement.  
 
II. HISTORY 

The proposed antenna will be installed in front of a 1955 two-story, brick vernacular single-family 
house with a side gable roof. The house is set back approximately 15’ from the street and features 
a wraparound covered porch. 
 
III.  ANALYSIS  

 
To address the growing demand for wireless services across the United States, telecommunication 
providers are increasing the capacity of their networks by deploying small cell wireless facilities 
within the public right-of-way to reduce the data traffic load on roof-mounted equipment and larger 
cell towers. Small cell facilities are low-powered antennas that provide wireless service coverage 
to a limited geographic area (often with ranges of a few hundred feet) and are used to supplement 
and expand the coverage provided by the traditional, larger-scale network. The next generation of 
small cell wireless facilities, known as 5G, is currently being installed across the city. The new 5G 
networks will not just serve cellphones, but also be used as general internet service providers for 
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laptops, desktop computers, smart home digital devices, urban infrastructure monitoring, smart 
traffic control, remote health monitoring, emergency monitoring and notification systems, 
connected and autonomous vehicles, and many more applications.   

In the past several years, Federal and State legislation has been enacted to further streamline the 
local approval process for cellular facilities, shortening the approval time and limiting 
jurisdictions’ authority.  In 2017, and again in March 2020, City Council approved amendments 
to the zoning ordinance to ensure compliance with these laws.    
 
In June 2019, the BAR approved the first small cell facilities in the historic district and shortly 
after adopted a BAR administrative policy for approval of certain small cell facilities (4G) in the 
historic districts. To date, a total of 12 small cell facilities have been approved in the historic 
districts, either by the BAR at public hearing or administratively by staff.  City Council has 
recently approved license agreements for some of the wireless carriers and the City has seen a 
sharp increase in the number of applications for small cell facilities.  Because the design of the 
antennas has evolved since the BAR administrative policy was adopted in June 2019, BAR 
staff  proposed amendments to the policy to allow for more administrative approvals at the Board’s 
April 22, 2020 electronic hearing (conducted electronically due to the Covid-19 emergency) at 
which time the Board tabled proposed amendments and rescinded the administrative policy.  As a 
result, at this time all small cell facilities must now be approved by the BAR at public hearing.   
 
A Certificate of Appropriateness is required in the historic districts under Section 10-103 (A) and 
203(A) of the zoning ordinance, which state that “No building or structure shall be erected, 
reconstructed, altered or restored within the Parker-Gray District unless and until an application 
for a certificate of appropriateness shall have been approved…”  BAR staff has no objection to the 
modestly taller pole or the installation of the small cell facility equipment in this location and finds 
that color matching the equipment and antennas the same color as the pole will help to camouflage 
them.  The existence of utility poles and overhead wires, street signs, and light poles in the rights 
of way are part of the urban streetscape, and staff does not believe that the installation of the 
modestly taller pole with the small cell equipment and an overall height of 44’-11” will adversely 
impact the integrity of the historic district. 

Staff recommends approval of the application, as submitted.  
 
STAFF 
Marina Novaes, Historic Preservation Planner, Planning & Zoning 
Tony LaColla, AICP, Land Use Services Division Chief, Planning & Zoning 
 
IV. CITY DEPARTMENT COMMENTS  

Legend: C- code requirement  R- recommendation  S- suggestion  F- finding 
 
Zoning   
F-1 Pole must be in the same general location as existing pole. 

 In Compliance 
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F-2 The replacement pole is not located in a manner that requires the removal of an existing
tree or impacts of root zone. 
No trees or tree roots will be impacted. 

F-3 Replacement people shall be located that meets ADA requirements that do not impede or
hinder pedestrian or vehicular travel. 
In Compliance 

F-4 Wireless facility shall be painted to match similar infrastructure on the block or earth tone
color.  
Plans indicate facility to be painted brown. 

Code Administration 
No Code comment. 

Transportation and Environmental Services 
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) 

F-1 After review of the information provided, an approved grading plan is not required at this
time, however, a minor amendment to the site plan will be required.  Please note that if any 
changes are made to the plan it is suggested that T&ES be included in the review. (T&ES) 

F-2 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) 

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) 
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C-3 All secondary utilities serving this site shall be placed underground. (Sec. 5-3-3) (T&ES) 
 
C-4 Any work within the right-of-way requires a separate permit from T&ES. (Sec. 5-2) 

(T&ES) 
 

C-5 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) 

 
C-6 An encroachment request will be required for projections into the public right of way. 

(T&ES) 
 
C-7 The owner shall obtain and maintain a policy of general liability insurance in the amount 

of $1,000,000 which will indemnify the owner (and all successors in interest); and the 
City as an Additional Insured, against claims, demands, suits and related costs, including 
attorneys’ fees, arising from any bodily injury or property damage which may occur as a 
result of the encroachment. (Sec. 5-29 (h)(1)) (T&ES) 

Please submit Insurance Certificate: 
City of Alexandria 
T&ES 
Attn:  Development Services  
301 King Street, Room 4130 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

 
Alexandria Archaeology  
Archaeology has no comment on this undertaking. 
 
 
V.        ATTACHMENTS 
 
1 – Supplemental Materials  
2 – Application for BAR 2020-00063: 421 North Fayette Street 
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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 # 
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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 # 
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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 # 
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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 # 
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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 entity owning
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, Board of
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 

11



2216 Commerce Road, Suite 1
Forest Hill, MD 21050

410-692-5816 
www.tel-eng.com
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2216 Commerce Road, Suite 1
Forest Hill, MD 21050

410-692-5816 
www.tel-eng.com

TEI
ELEGENT      NGINEERING    NC.T E I

WARNING!

In accordance with Federal Communications
Commission rules on radio frequency emissions 47 CFR 1.1307(b)

For your safety, obey all posted signs and site
guidelines for working in radio frequency

environments.

Beyond this point: Radio frequency fields at this
site may exceed FCC rules for human exposure
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This pole in the alley has too many obstructions to the roadway where the signal is intended to target
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This pole in the Alley has a 4-way cable run, and is also too many obstructions to target the 
Street for signal
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All poles have a double stack
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All poles have a double stack This pole has a 3-way cable run with 
light and double bar stack
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This pole has a Camera 
on it.

This is the pole that’s in 
the sidewalk

This is the subject pole 
that’s available
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This pole has a 4-way cable run
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This pole has a 3-way cable run and a Fuse on the 4th, it also is in the alley and has too many 
obstructions to reach the street target
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This has a 4-way cable 
run and guyed

This has a 4-way cable 
run and 3 phase 
transformer bank
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This pole has a 4-
way cable run

This pole is 
located in the 

Sidewalk.  
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Both pole have a double stack
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This pole has a 
4-way cable
run
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From: Doug Wright <douglaswright@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2020 11:24 PM
To: Preservation <Preservation@alexandriava.gov>; Catherine Miliaras
<Catherine.Miliaras@alexandriava.gov>; Stephanie Sample <Stephanie.Sample@alexandriava.gov>; 
Al Cox <Al.Cox@alexandriava.gov>
Cc: Mark Mahar <mark.s.mahar@gmail.com>; Jennifer Procopio Wright
<jennifer.procopio@gmail.com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]March 18 agenda item: cell phone antenna

Good evening,

I am writing to you in order to go on the record that I do not support the installation of cell phone 
antenna(s) on the power pole located immediately in front of 421 N. Fayette Street. 

BAR #2020-00062 OHAD
BAR #2020-00063 PG

At this time I am scheduled to be out of town when the March 18 meeting is scheduled to take 
place.

I am the owner and resident of 424 N. Fayette Street (immediately across from 421 and the subject 
power pole). 

I believe that the the proposed antenna will be an eyesore to the many residents of the 400 block of 
N. Fayette Street. Also, the developer has made no effort to assuage any concerns of potential
negative health repercussions of such equipment. A lot of young children live on the block including
in several houses closest to the proposed antenna location.

When I built my house in 2016, as an urban infill project, I was under the watchful eye and extreme 
scrutiny of the Parker Gray BAR. Along with the construction of a brand new SFD I also was forced by 
the PG BAR to restore a unique garage on the lot that is believed to have been erected in the 1920's. 
I can cite numerous examples of where the BAR and/or staff disagreed with exterior design elements 
that my architect and I proposed. 

My point is that the BAR wields a lot of decision making power within its jurisdiction and I would like 
to see you all make some alterations to the plan for the cell phone antenna being proposed. As an 
aside: the proposal is coming from a business entity that is from outside of the city. 

My specific request is that the proposed location for the antenna be moved to the power pole 
immediately in front of 1122 Oronoco Street. The current use of the building is a church that, in my 3
+ years of living near the intersection, seems to have very minimal use. There is a mature tree across
Oronoco Street from this pole that should block the view of the antenna from many or most of the
residents of the multi-family home across from the church building. The other buildings on the 1100
block of Oronoco are commercial.
I appreciate your attention to this matter.
Sincerely
Doug Wright
m: 703-309-5879
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From: Mark Mahar <mark.s.mahar@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2020 2:17 PM
To: Preservation <Preservation@alexandriava.gov>; Catherine Miliaras
<Catherine.Miliaras@alexandriava.gov>; Stephanie Sample <Stephanie.Sample@alexandriava.gov>; 
Al Cox <Al.Cox@alexandriava.gov>
Cc: sondra Stokes <stokessl139@gmail.com>; Doug Wright <douglaswright@gmail.com>; Jennifer 
Procopio Wright <jennifer.procopio@gmail.com>; Tind Shepper Ryen <tsryen@gmail.com>; Patrick 
Landis <patrick.landis3@gmail.com>; Edward Wilde <Edward@themidtowngroup.com>; Jessica 
Palmer Ryen <avarael@gmail.com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Small Cell application 421 N. Fayette Street.

Hello

I am writing to you in order to go on the record that I do not support the installation of cell phone 
antenna(s) on the power pole located immediately in front of 421 N. Fayette Street. 

BAR #2020-00062 OHAD
BAR #2020-00063 PG

At this time I am intending on attending the meeting on March 18 however given the health and safety 
issues associated with the CODVID-19 virus, I appreciate that plans, and thus the meeting dates, could 
always be subject to change.  

I am the owner and resident of 421 N. Fayette Street.  I'll also reference the email from Doug Wright - the 
owner 424 N. Fayette Street from the evening of 11 March 2020.  

As residents of a historic district we experience the benefits (and at times difficulties) of purchasing, living 
and maintaining homes in a historic district. Being protected from structures and modifications that are 
clearly out of place is without question an important benefit and one that helps make the look and feel of 
Old Town’s historic districts attractive residential communities and tourist destinations.  For that I thank 
the BAR for its efforts.  I can appreciate there is likely often difficult judgments to be applied in the variety 
of applications that come before the BAR.  

With that said, I am OPPOSED to this application on based on the following points

- Aesthetics – The design documents show an antenna that is cleary out of place with aesthetics and
historical feel of the neighborhood.   Utility poles are an unfortunate fact of life but utility poles with
significant extensions make an unfortunate blight exponentially worse.

- Location – it is unclear why this particular pole in an historic district, near residential homes, is
preferable to attaching the cell tower to other nearby structures such as:

- Taller commercial structures less than a block away – OUTSIDE the historic district

- Other poles outside the historic district less than one block away – OUTSIDE the historic
district.

- lastly, on a utility pole on the same block but removed from residential structures (i.e., on the
North corner of the street).

o I won’t claim to understand all the physics behind the cell web that may be
contemplated here but existing cell coverage by Verizon is already very strong.
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- It is apparent from BAR guidelines and past experiences that residents on the block would most
likely not be permitted to construct similar decorative, functional or similar commercial equipment so it is
not clear why a commercial NON-RESIDENT’s request is something the BAR would entertain/consider.

- Residents have not been given photos of existing similar structures in residential areas in Old Town
to compare to

o Are there other similar existing structures IN OLD TOWN’s historic residential
neighborhoods?

o If so, where are they so residents can quickly locate to observe?  (If so, what was the
basis for allowing the construction)?

- LAST BUT NOT LEAST - Health and safety.  While I can gather from a very limited internet search
such towers in general might pose limited risk to GROUND LEVEL health and safety.  Although its not
clear if what types of towers such information relates to as there is of course a variety towers in high and
low density areas (e.g., large, small towers, urban, rural locations). This application, however, has no
indication of any effects on health at ground level or more importantly above ground level where children

and others live and sleep on 2nd and 3rd levels - vertical.  Without that information I strongly oppose this
proposal even after considering the factors I’ve earlier suggested. 

Thank you for your consideration

Mark Mahar

mark.s.mahar@gmail.com 
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From: Tind Shepper Ryen <tsryen@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, March 17, 2020 9:40 PM
To: Preservation <Preservation@alexandriava.gov>
Cc: mark.s.mahar@gmail.com; Jessica Palmer Ryen <avarael@gmail.com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]BAR #2020-00063

Dear Board of Architectural Review and Board Staff:

We are writing to express our opposition to Docket #10, BAR #2020-00063 to grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for alterations (5G small cell facility) at 421 N Fayette as currently structured.

We are the owners of 417 N. Fayette St. Our house has several windows and two decks directly 
facing the utility pole slated for replacement in the application. While we understand and support 
the need for 5G cellular equipment for commercial and public safety benefits, we have significant 
concerns regarding the site selection and errors in the Board's staff recommendation concerning this 
application.

First, publicly available documents provide no information on site selection or the consideration of 
alternatives. There appear to be numerous other options in close proximity that would have reduced 
impacts on residents and the right-of-way, including taller commercial properties outside of the 
Parker-Gray historic district or the adjacent utility poles at the corner of Fayette and Oronoco that 
have a larger space to accommodate further construction. More generally, the city (and Board 
where applicable) should work closely with providers to ensure that site selection for a 5G network 
meets technical, aesthetic, and social needs. We are concerned that utilities' interest in choosing the 
cheapest siting option are overwhelming resident and city interests. 

Second, in recommending approval for this certificate, Board staff appear to have overlooked several 
key points. The review fails to disclose that the total increase in pole height from last year would be 
over the 10 foot limit that requires a special use permit. As part of the Fayette Streetscape project, 
taller poles were just installed within the past year. The proposed replacement would add another 8 
feet to the new pole height. Also, since poles come in standard 10' increments, an even greater 
increase is possible should they not be buried sufficiently, a challenge given the limited space 
available in the current site proposal.  Further, the review states that no tree or tree roots will be 
affected. Had staff visited the site instead of using outdated photos of the area, they would know 
that as part of the Streetscape project, the city paid for and planted a tree near the current pole. As 
the current pole, a residential water line, and the new tree are all within approximately 8-10 feet, it 
is difficult to see how a replacement pole could be installed as proposed without killing or maiming 
the new tree or moving water lines.

Finally, we also note that Board staff have not responded to our emailed request on March 6th 
asking for further information on the "Small Cell Policy" described in agenda versions for the March 
18th meeting as either up for discussion, or alternately, for amendment. 

Regards,
Tind Shepper and Jessica Ryen
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From: Mark Mahar
To: Lia Niebauer; Preservation; Stephanie Sample
Cc: Justin Wilson; Tind Shepper Ryen; Aleksander Shubin
Subject: [EXTERNAL]Fwd: Cell antenna shroud?
Date: Tuesday, April 28, 2020 8:49:36 AM

As a follow up to my communication dated 12 March at the March BAR meeting (and similar
to the email from Doug Wright below) - I am also following up on the proposed small cell
antenna slated for May 6's BAR meeting referencing the location at 421 N. Fayette Street.  I
am the owner of the 421 N. Fayette and continue to have the same concerns Doug, myself and
others expressed at the March meeting.  It is not clear when the new BAR documents will be
available but to reiterate I also continue to be opposed for all the reasons (location concerns,
aesthetics, health/safety, etc.)  included in the original submission/email dated 12 March 2020
would request to resubmit that letter to record with the following amendment.  

I will add a couple additional points that I feel are important to be confirmed and considered
and have included a picture to highlight the areas of addressed in the bullets:

- There is an existing water line about half way between the existing pole and the nearby tree
that likely will need to be monitored to ensure any new pole does not disturb the existing
water line/infrastructure.
- Likewise, there is an existing actively used drainage line connected to buried run-off lines.
This was preserved during the recent landscaping project when the sidewalks replaced.

While it is important to understand and verify the that requestor has performed and the city has
reasonably been satisfied the additional work to ensure no other nearby poles that have less
impact on a residential homes are suitable substitutes.  Nonetheless, if after that careful
process was performed and considered by the city, following a good faith diligence, -- Any
new location selection would need to ensure to ensure existing infrastructure (both the existing
water lines and drainage line) are not disturbed, while considering the aesthetics of placing the
pole as close to the end of the landscaped area as possible..

I will also note that the signage notifying the public of the meeting has been removed or lost.
It is unclear if that was intentionally removed by the city or others, if its removal was weather
driven (perhaps likely) or otherwise - nonetheless, there is no longer existing signage to alert
the neighbors of upcoming BAR meeting. 

Thank you for your attention
Mark

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Doug Wright <douglaswright@gmail.com>
Date: Sun, Apr 26, 2020 at 10:41 AM
Subject: Fwd: Cell antenna shroud?
To: <lia.niebauer@alexandriava.gov>, Preservation <Preservation@alexandriava.gov>,
Stephanie Sample <Stephanie.Sample@alexandriava.gov>
Cc: Justin Wilson <justin.wilson@alexandriava.gov>
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Good morning,

I see that there is a public notice sign on the utility pole in front of 420 N Fayette Street
regarding a meeting on May 6. As of Sunday, April 26 there is no agenda or other notes posted
online about the May 6 BAR meeting. I assume that the 4G/5G cell antenna is coming back to
you all, again, based on the outcome of the March 18, 2020 meeting.  

Attached are four photos. This shroud is located on Richmond Highway, south of Old Town,
adjacent to a SpringHill Suites Marriott. I’m not certain if it is a shroud around a 4G or 5G
antenna or if there is something else under it. Regardless..... it doesn’t “blend in”. I'm appalled
that we are going to be seeing hundreds of these located across the city. 

If the applicant is coming back to the BAR to re-submit for "approval" to install the antenna in
the same location (the utility pole at 420 N Fayette Street that was installed only a few months
ago) vs. installing it on a pole in front of an adjacent commercial address and/or on a pole in
an alleyway then I would like to submit the same comments that I made in both writing prior
to and verbal comments made at the March 18 meeting: I oppose the installation of the
antenna and shroud on the 420 N Fayette Street utility pole. 

In addition to previous comments: please note that there is a newly planted tree approximately
10' from the subject utility pole. Due to a driveway that is immediately adjacent to the
opposite side of the existing pole the only logical place to install a newer pole is to do so
closer to the tree. 

Regards
Doug Wright
424 N Fayette 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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