
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
AGENDA

March 6, 2014 - 4:00 PM
Council Chambers - Rouss City Hall

1. POINTS OF ORDER
A. Roll Call
B. Approval of Minutes — February 20, 2014

2. CONSENT AGENDA

3. NEW BUSINESS
A. BAR-14-104 Request of WWP Investments, LLC for a Certificate of Appropriateness to enclose

two rear porches at 12 1-123 East Leicester Street.

B. BAR-14-106 Request of Ben Powell for a Certificate of Appropriateness for replacement siding
and windows 422 South Cameron Street.

4. OLD BUSINESS
A. BAR-14-73 Request of Franco & Marcella Stocco of Violino Rist. Italiano, for a Certificate of

Appropriateness for an outdoor café design, including fencing and furniture at 181 North
Loudoun Street.

B. BAR-14-78 Request of Lanita R. Byrne for a Certificate of Appropriateness for a café enclosure
exceeding height guidelines and to install planters at 165 North Loudoun Street.

C. BAR-13-595 Request of Bill Wiley of Harman Construction, Inc., for a Certificate of
Appropriateness for new construction and a request to demolish an existing structure less than
75 years old at the properties located at 10 East Leicester Street and 412 South Loudoun Street.
(Continuation - remaining items for consideration are: roofing, exterior lighting, and porch
details)

5. OTHER DISCUSSION

6. ADJOURN

***APpLICANT OR REPRESENTATIVE MUST BE PRESENT AT THE MEETING***



BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REViEW
MINUTES

The Board of Architectural Review held its regularly scheduled meeting on Thursday, February
20, 2014, at 4:00 p.m. in Council Chambers, Rouss City 1 lall, 15 North Cameron Street,
Winchester, Virginia.

POINTS OF ORDER:

PRESENT: Chairman Rockwood. Mr. Walker, Mr. Seralin, Ms.. Jackson

ABSENT: Mr. Bandyke

STAFF: Will Moore, Catherine Clayton

VISITORS: Bill Wiley, John Willingham, Dale Massey, I anita Byrne, Michael Bryan, Jake
Carpenter, Chris Oldham

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Chairman Rockwood called for additions or corrections to the minutes of February 6,2014.
T-Iearing none, he called for a motion. Ms. Jackson moved to approve the minutes as submitted.
Mr. Serafin seconded the motion. Voice vote was taken and the motion passed 3-0-1 (Mr.
Walker abstained).

CONSENT AGENDA:

None.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

None.

NEW BUSINESS:

BAR-14-65 Request of Dale Massey for a Certificate of Appropriateness to extend an existing
covered deck at 125 Fast Piccadilly Street.

Mr. Massey explained his proposed project stating that he is requesting to extend the outside
deck to create a larger covered area. He added that what he is proposing is to raise the existing
patio area to be in line with the other covered deck that was approved and constructed last year.
lie stated that he will not be adding any new seating and that the new deck area will match the
existing deck in design and color.

Chairman Rockwood called for questions or comments from the Board.



Mr. Seralin asked if the existing porch was approved and if this new project will mimic that and
all associated details to which Mr. Massey said yes. Mr. Massey said that they will use all of the
same materials and colors to match the existing deck.
Chairman Rockwood called for a motion.

Mr. Serafin moved to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to BAR-14-65 as submitted. Ms.
Jackson seconded the motion. Voice vote was taken and the motion passed 4-0.

BAR-14-73 Request of Franco & Marcello Siocco of Violino Rist. Ilaliano, for a Certificate of
Appropriateness for an outdoor cafe design. including fencing and furniture, at 1 81 North
Loudoun Street.

Mr. Moore advised the Board that the applicant is unable to attend and that she requested to have
the case tabled until the March 6. 2014. meeting.

I—Tearing no other discussion. Chairman Rockwood called for a motion.

Mr. Serafin moved to table BAR-14-73 until the March 6, 2014. meeting. Mr. Walker seconded
the motion. Voice vote was taken and the motion passed 4-0.

BAR-14-74 Request of Bryan Rentals, LLC, for a Certificate of Appropriateness to install a
fence at 21-31 East Boscawen Street.

Mr. Bryan explained the request to the advising that this Fencing will aflbrd security to the
tenant and that access will he with a ke ss touch pad with a key override, lie added that he is
available for any questions.

Chairman Rockwood called for questions or discussion from the Board.

Ms. Jackson asked if it would be solid metal to which Mr. I3ryan stated that it is an open metal
gate. Mr. Walker asked if the applicant is proposing this gate on both ends of the opening to
which Mr. Bryan said yes. Mr. Walker then asked if this would create another security issue by
maybe trapping someone in. Mr. Bryan said no because they will be able to get out from the
inside using a door knob. Chairman Rockwood asked, if it is accessible using a door knob from
the inside, what is to keep someone from reaching in and opening the gate. Mr. Bryan stated that
it will be installed so that no one will be able to reach in. Chairman Rockwood asked if there is a
fire hazard with this to which Mr. Bryan advised that the lire department will have a security
code that they can use to access. Chairman Rockwood then asked what type of material will be
used. Mr. Bryan said that the gate will be made of steel, V2-inch square pickets, painted black.

hearing no other discussion, Chairman Rockwood called for a motion.

Mr. Walker moved to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to BAR-14-74 as submitted. Ms.
Jackson seconded the motion. Voice vote was taken and the motion passed 4-0.



BAR-14-76 Request of Southern States/Winchester Coop. Inc.. For a Certilicate of
Appropriateness to construct a semi—temporary hoop house and lean—to canopy at 447 Amherst
Street.

Mr. Oldham explained the scope of the project stating that the lean-to canopy will be used as
additional display space for the nursery as well as a canopy cover for the garden center shoppers.
I-Ic added that the semi—temporary hoop house is a structure that they will sell to their agricultural
customers and that it would be set up as a physical display behind the store on the other side of
Town Run for a short period of time. He said that they would also keep some items in the
structure since they are limited on storage space. He concluded by stating that he is available for
any questions.

A discussion entailed the size of the hoop house with it being 24’ x 36’ x 13.2’. Explanation was
given that semi-temporary means that there are no footers and it is basically attached to concrete
pillars so that it can be put up or taken down quickly. It is not a peimanent structure, rather it is
like a tent structure to be used as a sale structure. Mr. Carpenter said that the tarp would
probably require maintenance in about three (3) to five (5) years; adding that they would re
evaluate the structure then. Also, the lean-to canopy would be a shed roof and it would mimic
the height of the existing structure. Mr. Oldham said that it would be open on three (3) sides and
attached to the building.

1-learing no other discussion, Chairman Rockwood called for a motion.

Mr. Serafin moved to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to I3AR-14-76 as submitted. Ms.
Jackson seconded the motion. Voice vote was taken and the motion passed 4-0.

BAR-14-78 Request of Lanita R Byrne for a Certificate of Appropriateness lbr patio fencing
and to install planters at 1 65 North Loudoun Street.

Ms. Byrne explained the scope of her project stating that the height of the fence exceeds the
allowable height under the OTDB guidelines. She said that since the Ii.nce can no longer be
secured to the ground, she would like to secure the flncing with the Ilower planters which would
be constructed o [‘wood and painted black. Each of the planters would have a false bottom and
have gravel in them to give the weight and stability needed to hold the fiance.

Mr. Walker asked if the current fence is a black metal fi.mce to which Ms. Byrne said yes. Mr.
Serafin then asked if the owners are required to have a fence in order to have outdoor seating.
Mr. Moore said generally yes, but there are a few exceptions, primarily in the Secondary District.
He added that if the owner wanted to have any kind of expanse, then they are required to have
fencing. Mr. Serafin asked if the feet on the Fence are going to he removed or if they are going
to stay to which Ms. Byrne said that they will slav. Mr. Walker asked if the panels are going to
be bead board int1ll or what are they made of. Ms. Byrne said that she is not sure because she
has not seen the materials.
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Mr. Walker then asked how much does the Fence exceed the height requirement as it stands right
now to which Ms. Byrne said that they are at 57 inches right now. lie then asked what the height
requirement is and Ms. Byrne said that ii is 48 inches.

Chairman Rockwood then referenced that the patio seating area at this location extends 17 feet
and the allowable is only 15 Feet so this fencing will have to come back by 2 feet. Mr. Moore
said that this is something that we can deal with separately and that he would encourage the
Board to make it clear that the iT horizontal dimension is not a part of the approval.

Ms. Jackson asked as to the height, how different this fence is from others on the mall. Mr.
Moore said that the quick approval guide is a minimum of 36 inches i ith a maximum of 48
inches. 1-Ic added that this is the preferred height of the Old Town Development Board and the
height of this fence appears that it could be as high as 62 inches. Ms. Jackson then asked how
many other existing businesses with eating areas fall in to this category with it being above the
OTDB Guidelines. Mr. Moore stated that this is the only application that he is aware of for
existing enclosures where the height exceeds what is otherwise permitted, but there are a few
other applications that the Board may see regarding the type of material.

Mr. Serafin said that it does not meet the criteria even though it is a nice fence, but that he does
not believe that there can be chopping done to the bottom. Chairman Rockwood said that there
is some chopping that will have to be done for the two foot interval. Mr. Moore said that the
maximum of the 15 feet is a hard and fast requirement in the Ordinance. He added that this
cannot be approved or changed administratively or through the Board because they have no
purview over that Ordinance standard. Ms. Byrne said that this same fence has been approved
for three (3) years now and she asked why it was approved initially. She said that she does not
understand why it is a problem now. Chairman Rockwood said that although he is sympathetic
to her, he also said that if someone came to the Board now with a fence of this height, it would
be denied. Mr. Serafin asked if the planters are going to be on the inside or the outside. 1-fe also
said that they could be on the outside at the 1 5 feet line. Ms. Byrne said they are going to be on
the inside of the fence. Mr. Moore said that such a design could be considered hut that the
outside of the planter box could not be outside of the maximum 15 feet line. Ms. Byrne said if
they are required to take off the two (2) fiet, then the planter boxes are going to have to be
redesigned. Ms. Jackson suggested that the Board needs a drawing to show the new design with
the two (2) feet removed. Ms. Byrne asked the l3oard if they are going to require her to take
away the extra two (2) ftet to which Chairman Rockwood advised her that this is not in the
discretion of the Board.

Ms. Byrne then asked the I3oard if they could give her a decision on the height of the lncc.
Chairman Rockwood asked the Board if they have any thoughts on that matter. Mr. Seralin said
that generally it does not stick out too much hut that it does block the view. Chairman
Rockwood said that they would likely stick to the height requirement on new Fencing but that he
understands the applicant’s point. Mr. Walker said that lie does not feel that it would be a
precedent for 62 inch tall fencing. The Board agreed by consensus that the height oF the existing
enclosure could be approved if it is otherwise rnodiiLed to meet the 15’ requirement.

1-learing no further discussion, Chairman Rockwood called lhr a motion.



Mr. Serafin moved to table BAR-14-78 until the March 6, 2014, meeting. Applicant is to bring
updated plans including the redesigned planters and the reduction in the fenced area by the two
(2) feet overage. Ms. Jackson seconded the motion. Voice vote was taken and the motion
passed 4-0.

OLD BUSINESS:

BAR-13-595 Request of Bill Wiley of 1-larman Construction, Inc., for a Certificate of
Appropriateness for new construction and a request to demolish an existing structure less than 75
years old at the properties located at 10 East Leicester Street and 412 South Loudoun Street.
(Continuation)

Mr. Wiley advised the Board that they have received the revised plans as requested earlier
showing the porch components, exterior lighting, roofing material, trim, and garage door style.
Mr. Wiley asked the Board to move forward with an Architectural Shingle.

Mr. Serafin asked if the shingles are fiberglass to which Mr. Wiley stated that they are an
architectural asphalt shingle. Mr. Wiley then stated that the black and white photos that were
given to the Board show what roofing materials are being used in the neighborhood around this
site.

Mr. Wiley then stated that the lighting to be used is represented in the documents given to the
Board and that the wall—pack lighting is the same that has been approved at an Amherst Street
project. He concluded by stating that they have completed the required items and that he is
available if anyone has any questions.

Mr. Walker stated that he likes the stepping and change of scale of IJnits 4, 5, and 6. Discussion
then commenced as to the location and style of the wall-pack lighting, including discussion that
the lights that have been chosen are more of a commercial—look rather than a residential-look.
Mr. Wiley said that their goal is to satisfy the casting of the light and then he asked the l3oard if
they had lighting that would work better. Mr. Sera[in said that this is security lighting and it
does not really lit in with the residential scale.

Mr. Wiley added that he would like to get some closure SO that they can move fbrward with this
project. Chairman Rockwood stated that the is satisfied that the applicant has responded to all
items, especially the stepping of Units 4, 5 and 6. but some particulars still need to be discussed.

Mr. Seratin said that the front porches still need details to be called out, like the size, design. and
spacing of the pickets, the top and bottom rails, skirting, and generally all materials and
proportions. He stated that those arc things that the Board requires to be called out for all
applications.

Chairman Rockwood stated that the Board has the design and the lbotprint and that with the few
exceptions that have been noted, which can be clarified, these things should not hold tip or



change the way in which the buildings ill be built. Chairman Rockwood then advised that if
Mr. Wiley is cager to get started on site work and foundations, there is no reason that the Board
should hold him up on those things. Mr. Wiley advised that the spacing of the pickets will be to
code, but he can get the specifications on shape. size, etc. as requested.

Chairman Rockwood then asked about the rooE Mr. Wiley advised that they will be
architectural asphalt shingles and cited examples on Leicester Street. Mr. Serafin stated that he
recalls from the last meeting that when they spoke about approving the use of I lardie Plank for
the siding that it might be something that they were thinking of giving in on and that the roofing
material would be something that would be discussed in the future. He added that he thinks it
would help the looko1them a lot in fitting in with the Flistoric District if they had metal roofs.
Chairman Rockwood said that what the Board has before them is one thing and that they cannot
go out and tell everyone to replace their roofs with metal or undo some ill—thought repairs. He
added that if they use those as precedent, then the Board has a one-way ratchet downward.
Chairman Rockwood then stated that they have a memorandum from the Department of Historic
Resources that talks about the use of other new materials and their appropriateness as substitutes
for historic materials in the Historic District. I-Ic added that his own personal thought is that the
Board has gone a little too far, albeit, incrementally over the years, and have gotten off track with
what is appropriate. He then stated that he would like to see a metal roof or at least something
that is in keeping with the buildings that are still in their original state. Mr. Serafin then
commented that he is concerned that asphalt shing ould set a precedent for any new
buildings in the I listoric District.

Mr. Willingham said that he understan and ates the Board’s position, but they want a
project that they can be proud of and un na ely there are a lot of problems in the Historic
District. He said they are trying to come u with something that is historically consistent from
an architectural perspective and that will lend itself to a low maintenance expense. Fle also
added that he consulted with Lawton Saunders, who does a lot of building and construction in
the Historic District, who advised that all of the 1-labitat-huilt houses on Baker Street used
architectural asphalt shingles. He then said that there is one that the Pifer Company built on
South Kent and a fiw that Mr. Saunders had built on West Cecil Street that had asphalt shingles.
Mr. Willingham said that they are trying to be consistent and make this a good project for the
long term.

Ms. Jackson then asked what the lift of the shingles is to which Mr. Wiley said that they are 30-
year shingles. Mr. Scratiri said that there are asphalt shingles that are better than others. but that
the look of the metal rool is better. Mr. Walker said that the architectural shingle is a step up,
hut the issue of scale is iii play here where a metal root’ would be better scaled to the community
than the asphalt shingles. lie added that it would he helpful if they could see a sample of the
shingle that the applicant intends to use.

Mr. Wiley said that he appreciates the Board’s view but that he understands the market and what
people want and they want low maintenance, lie added that it has to he a give and take and that
they have given with changing the Ibundation, the stepping ol the units, and the other requested
changes and that now he is asking for some consideration Irom the I3oard.

()



Ms. Sandra Bosley of Preservation of I listoric Winchester asked if she could read to the Board
the guidelines for construction in the I listoric l)istrict, to which Chairman Rockwood stated yes.
She read “When designing new houses, respect the character of roof types and pitches in the
immediate area around the new construction” and added that the applicant has done that. She
continued to read “For new construction in the historic district, use traditional roofing materials
such as slate or metal. This design relates better to the visual image of historic shingle patterns
than thin asphalt types.”

Mr. Moore confirmed that these are statements contained in the guidelines and added that,
preceding these statements, it states that “Common roof materials in the historic district include
slate, metal. and composition shingles.” I-ic also slated that the guidelines were written prior to
the more widespread use of what are commonly referred to as architectural shingles that have a
higher profile than the thin asphalt shingles referred to in the guidelines. As such, there is some
subjectivity to how the guidelines might apply.

Mr. Willingham then asked the Board if there is a possibility to compromise. He said that
perhaps the duplex on Loudoun Street could have a metal roof and the other six units on
Leicester Street could have shingles. I-Ic said that this would be consistent with the
neighborhood as the existing houses along Loudoun have mostly metal roofs and the houses on
Leicester mostly have shingles. I--Ic stated that he would he willing to compromise and do this.

Chairman Rockwood asked about possibly reversing that proposal, with the duplex having the
asphalt shingles and the other six units having metal roofs. 1-Ic stated that the roof is a prominent
feature in this design. Because of the height of the structures, the roofs are what will be visible
from the surrounding streets, making the issue so important.

Mr. Willingharn said that he just would like to le able to move forward with the project because
time is of the essence.

Chairman Rockwood said that the footprint is okay and the façade is okay. He added that the
only issues that they have discussed are the roof materials, the lighting fixtures to provide
external illumination, and the porch details. I-Ic said that he could support moving Mr.
Wiilingham and Mr. Wiley forward to approve the plan leaving just these three remaining issues
open. lie called for further discussion from the I3oard. hearing none, he called ibr a motion.

Mr. Serafin moved to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to BAR-13-595 as submitted with
the following exceptions:

1. The roof material is not approved at this time.
2. Exterior lighting is not approved at this time.
3. Front and rear porch details are to be further defined. Configuration is acceptable.

Mr. Walker seconded the motion. Voice vote was taken and the motion passed 4-0.
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OTHER DISCUSSION:

None.

ADJOURN:

With 110 further business before the Board, the meeting adjourned at 5:3 1 p.m.
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City of
Winchester

121-1 23 East Leicester Street

Tax Map Number: 213-1-F- 18-
DHR Resource Number: 138-0042-0607
Resources: 1 twin dwelling
Date/Period: ca. 1890
Style Queen Anne

Sources: Sanborn Fire Insurance Company Maps; Quarles, The Story of
One Hundred Old Homes

Architectural Description

Site Description: This property is located on the south side of East Leicester Street. The lot slopes slightly to the east and features mature
trees. The twin dwelling fronts the brick sidewalk. A wood privacy fence encloses the rear yard of the property.

Secondary Resource Summary: There are no secondary resources associated with this property.

Primary Resource Description: This twin dwelling or double house, presenting elements of the Queen Anne style, is set on a slightly
raised, uncut stone foundation that has been painted.The wood-frame structure is covered in weatherboard siding and has a side-gabled
roof of standing-seam metal.The roof is finished with a boxed cornice, plain frieze, ogee-molded cornice, and raking cornice. A parged brick
chimney with a corbeled cap rises from the center of the structure. The structure is six bays wide, each dwelling extending three bays with
a side-entry opening. A metal drain extending from the gutter acts as an in-board between the two dwellings. . The symmetrically pierced
façade (north elevation) of the structure has 2/2, double-hung, wood-sash windows with narrow wood surrounds. The side elevations do
not have openings, save small louvered vents in the top of the gable ends. Ghosting on the east side elevation suggests double-hung
window openings historically pierced this side wall. The side-entry opening at 121 East Leicester Street has a single-leaf, wood door
topped by a one-light transom. The opening is reached by a wood porch set on square wood posts covered in lattice. The half-hipped roof
of standing-seam metal with an overhanging eave and scrolled brackets is supported by square posts.

The single-leaf entry at 123 East Leicester Street is reached by a wood porch with lattice between the wood piers. The porch, which has
no roof, has square posts with horizontal balusters. As documented by Sanborn Fire Insurance map, 123 East Leicester Street had a similar
entry as 121 East Leicester Street. The current porch was constructed after 1947.

One-story, wood-frame additions, which were not fully visible from the public right-of-way, has been added to the rear (south) elevation of
each dwelling.The gable roofs of the weatherboard-clad additions are covered in standing-seam metal.The foundations and fenestrations
of the additions are not visible. Based on the 1903 Sanborn Fire Insurance map, a one-story elI extended from the rear (south) elevation.
This addition was complete with two integrated porch that were enclosed circa 1925. Also noted in 1903, a one-story addition extended
off of the 123 East Leicester Street (southeast) side of the first addition.

Significance Statement: This twin dwelling or double house is representative of the domestic architecture constructed in the City of
Winchester during the late nineteenth century. The dwelling, presenting elements of the Queen Anne style, has retained its integrity of
materials, design, and workmanship. The extant porch detailing is indicative of the period during which it was constructed and reflects
stylistic embellishments common to the eastern part of the Winchester Historic District. The loss of the original porch at 123 East Leicester
Street does not sufficiently compromise the building’s integrity of design or feeling. Window openings on the side elevation that have
been infill are still discernible. Further, the integrity of setting and location has been maintained. All of these aspects contribute to the
integrity of feeling and association. Therefore, this property qualifies under Criteria A and C as a contributing resource to the Winchester
Historic District.
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of
‘Winchester

422 South Cameron Street

Tax Map Number: 193-1-S- 1-
DHR Resource Number: 138-0042-0279
5esources: 1 single dwelling; 1 meathouse

Date/Period: Ca. 1850

Style: Vernacular

Sources: Sanborn Fire Insurance Company Maps; Quarles, The Storyof
One Hundred Old Homes

Architectural Description

Site Description: This lot is situated at the northeast corner of South Cameron Street and East Leicester Street.The site slopes upward to
the north and downward to the east. The west and south elevations of the single dwelling directly abut the city sidewalk (brick-paved to
the west and concrete-paved to the south), with no setback. A wood fence encloses the rear of the lot. Mature trees and shrubs provide
landscaping.

Secondary Resource Summary: A one-story, one-bay meathouse is located northeast of the single dwelling.

Primary Resource Description: This freestanding single-family dwelling stands two stories in height on a raised foundation. It is three
bays wide and two bays deep with a side-gabled roof. A full-width addition to the rear (east) is two stories high and covered by a shed roof.
A one-story, one-bay entry porch is centrally located on the west façade. To the south is a one-story, three-side canted bay that slightly
projects.

The large rectangular structure is set on a solid coursed-stone foundation that is raised and painted. German wood siding with narrow
corner boards conceal the structural system, however Walter Kidney states in his publication Winchester: Limestone, Sycamores &
Architecture that the house is log construction dating to circa 1790. An architectural survey performed in 1976 further supported the
presumption of the log construction of this dwelling, but exterior physical evidence suggests a mid-nineteenth-century date. The side-
gabled roof is covered in standing-seam metal. It features overhanging eaves, plain frieze, a shallow boxed cornice with ogee molding,
and a narrow raking wood cornice. An interior-end, brick chimney with a corbeled cap rises from the south elevation. A parged, square
chimney with a corbeled cap has been added to the exterior end of the north elevation. The central entry of the three-bay-wide façade
(west elevation) has a paneled wood door. This entry is accessed by a side-entry porch set on a brick pier foundation infilled with lattice.
This one-story, one-bay porch has a half-hipped roof covered in standing-seam metal. The roof is supported by Tuscan columns and
pilasters with turned wood balusters. Wood steps ascend to the porch from the north. Sanborn Fire Insurance maps indicate this porch was
added between the years 1921 and 1927. The façade window openings have 2/2, double-hung, wood-sash windows with narrow molded
surrounds and wood sills. The openings on the first story are elongated, a feature popular during the late nineteenth century. Presumably,
all of the windows of the main block once had louvered wood shutters. This thesis evidenced by ghosting (created by the fading color of
the cladding) and the presence of shutters on the façade window (south bay, first story) and the south elevation (west bay, second story).
Further, the hardware for shutters is extant on all of the openings. The south (side) elevation has two openings at the foundation level that
may have been window openings. Fenestration of the north (side) elevation consists of a 2/2, double-hung, wood-sash window on the first
story and a window opening on the second story.This second window is only partially visiblefrom the public right of way and the design
and materials could not be discerned at the time of this survey. Two square, wood vents are located at the top of the south gable; the north
gable has one louvered vent. The rear elevation is completely covered by the two-story addition.

A three-sided, canted bay window projects from the first story of the south elevation in the western end bay. This bay is set on a solid
brick foundation (painted). Like the main block, the bay is clad in German wood siding. The half-hipped roof is covered in standing-seam
metal. Beneath the roof is a plain frieze with bed molding. Fenestration consists of a 2/2, double-hung window flanked by narrow 1/1, fixed
windows. All of the openings have wood sash, wood sills, and narrow square-edged wood surrounds. Sanborn documentation notes that
a similar three-sided bay was in this location in 1897 but was not recorded on the 1903, 1908, or 1912 maps. The current projection was
first noted in 1921.

The rear (east) elevation of the main block has a two-story addition, dating from the second quarter of the twentieth century. The solid
brick foundation of this addition has been painted, making it difficult to discern the bonding. Clad in hardiplank siding, this addition is
likely wood-frame construction.The shed roof is covered in standing-seam metal. A two-light, sliding, vinyl window is located on the south
elevation. The rear elevation is fenestrated with single and paired 6/6, double-hung, wood-sash windows and two-light, sliding windows
of vinyl. A single-leaf entry has a wood door topped by a two-light transom. The material and design of this entry is not fully visible from
the public right-of-way due to a wood privacy fence. The north elevation of this addition is has no openings. The Sanborn Fire Insurance
Company first recorded this rear addition in 1927, documenting it’s constructed sometime between 1912 and 1927. When the area was
first recorded, in 1897, there was a full-width, one-story rear addition or eli.

Secondary Resource Description: This one-story meathouse appears to date from the mid-nineteenth century. The foundation of this
outbuilding, which is square in plan, is not visible from the public right-of-way. The wood-frame building is clad in weatherboard siding
with narrow corner boards. A pyramidal hipped roof is covered in metal sheets.The south-facing, single-leaf entry does not appear to have
a door; it has a wood square-edged surround.

Significance Statement: This single-family dwelling is representative of the domestic architecture constructed in the City of Winchester
during the late eighteenth cçntury. Like many corner properties in Winchester, this dwelling has two addresses (422 South Cameron
Street and 319 East Leicester Street). Walter Kidney, local historian and author, notes that this building was constructed of logs circa
1790. The Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps document the dwelling in 1897 when the area was first mapped. The address at this time was
607 Market Street. The 1976 Winchester Architectural Inventory notes that this house was built by Philip Shearer “perhaps a short time
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ARCHITECTURAL INVENTORY

Address: I:.

______

• Present Use:

Map & Parcel: I, -‘1 Assessed Value: f’-
Tract & Block: -

Historic Name: .oovr;r__-nu-e
Present Owner: on 1oJ—’ r Original Owner: b - ‘

Address:

__________________________

Original Use:r:.iirn JhE

Date: 17 80 1800 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 1900 19

Style: Vern. L.Geor. Grk.Rev. Ital. 2ndErnp. 1om. Goth. Q.A. Col.Rev.
B.Arts None+ None—

___________________________________________

Stories: 1 1•• 2 3 3 4

Material: Stone ird Wd.Fr. 3rk. Plas.

Modifications: Moderate

Physical Condition: ard Deteriorated Dilapidated

Environmental Context: Stron Moderate Weak

Architectural Significance:
Outstandinz xcellent Good Average None

Architectural Description

PC G-’:C
Historical Significance:

National State/eional Local None
Historical Description

zy ii.i : -.earir 2:nrna: a short t’ alter n-
:c1c tac lot in ]7b5 . sed as a aost office in the

in 1..ie’? o: caIn n:roni -a Ii for postin1z letters
Ii. c seen). Dlvii .ar shell is or bedded n

str. ttlI. re —- ll:vae t- eri::n

I the

References:

F [Jir
JrrR”[r, 14r JI

J ----I

Extensive

This attractive and unusually lnr:’e lo; structure has an
interior chimney on the south end arid an outside chimney on
the north end v;nicn nas apnarer:i.i acen rebuilt. yhe 3 bays
hold 2 over 2 remlacement li:ts and arc flanked :i louvered
shutters. _here is a small orie ray Dolonial nvival stoop.
The small sir:Ie story, 3—:ided :rIy trojection on the south
side is a later addition. I err’ iii a two—story shed root
addition in the rear.
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Board of Architectural Review (BAR)
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

PROJECT ADDRESS: ci LoxXc )Uf

APPLICANT: (Please Prii4)

Name: , ‘L’ ‘ILL- r
Addr,ss:)( /( /_ (JJ(?

Phone: L_((7’iC

PROPERTYOWNER:

Address: c

Phone: -“/‘i. -

ARCh ITECT/DESIGNERJCONTRACTOR:
Name:

Address:

Phone:

PROPERTY INFORMATION:
Zoning District: 1
Fax Map Number: z!I —í

Year Constructed:

historic Plaque? (Y) (N) Number:

Type of Structure

Residential

Corn mercial

Institutional/Religious

Accessory or other

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT:

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT
I hereby attest that the information I have
provided is. to the best of my knowledge.
correct.

Signature Date

PROPERTY OWNER PERMISSION (if not applicant)
I have read this application and hereby give my
consent to its submission. —

/1

__

SgmUhii Date

For Office Use Only
Received by:

________________________

Certificate Number

______________________________

Fee paid:

__________

Date

_________

Hearing Date(s).

_____________ ______________

Conditions of approval

TYPE OF REQUEST: (Please check all that apply)
Submit required rnaterlal\ as listed on reverse side of this lbrm. along wi

((i /14
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Board of Architectural Review (BAR)
Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

PROJECT ADDRESS: /&5’ Al LD(J(LOU.fl(5’ leóki VA

PROPERTY INFORMATION:
Zoning District: i3-i (l

TaxMapNumber:’}L’HF._i’l-il

Year Constructed:

______

Historic Plaque? (Y) (N) Number:

APPLIcANT: JPleasrigi,
Name: ñ,
Address: Ii, A/ Ldow

n4’ncheikr, v’A 1o/
Phone:O--1,Oq Phone:

ARCh ITECT/DESIGNERJCONTRACTOR:
Name:

Address:

PROPEITY OWNERS
Name: r. Jn’i 1/Y’e,3
Address: CJ (iF

.i?5F Vff
Phone: I

TYPE OF REQUEST: (Please check all that apply)
Submit rcuircd rn itcri ik is Iistcd on rLvLrsL. sidc of this lorm iIOflL v tb nw iddition ii inform ition to dc irlv outlinc oui rcoucst

Type of Structure Demolition Addition
New Remodeling!

Other
Construction Renovation

Residential

Commercial cdi/,’’ j-q
Institutional!Religious ve,itrv ôfL. —Il)

Accessory or other

ót Ha/I

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF TIlE PROJECT: /%Jio r 1A3L

‘iU1Pi Y h..iJ/ti —i7 I/L ,/-/D ‘ r&ar?d- J//7crnQ) /k/h
SIGNAT E OF APPLICANT PROPERTh WNER PERMISSION (if not applicant) J
I hereby attest that the information I have I have read this application and hereby give my
provided is, to the best of my knowledge. consent to its submission.
correct.

J7/1)/1 •ii /-/
S gnature

fJ
I)atc SPa1re Date

For Office Use Only
Received by: “ c-- Certificate Number:

Fee paid: ( Date: (. - Ii I ) / Hearing Date(s): i’ -
- I

— -- Conditions of approval:
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WrnerDzonmg & irncpection I 72

CERTIFICATE 4: BAR. [-
DATE SUBMflTED:jJLJ

/

Rouss City Hall
15 North Cameron Street
Winchester, VA 22601

APPLICATION
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
CERTifICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

(540) 667-1815
(540) 722-3618
(540) 722-0782

ssww.winehester’va.gov

Please print or type all information 47.frN iNC. ‘Bu L-JApplicant (use reverse to list additional applicants)

IOkL)Au 1ocTelephone
Street Address

_P\\jb(d
‘ E-mail address City State Zip

___

___________

o r’s ignature (use reverse to list additional owners) Owner Name (as appears in Land Records)

____

________-

\

_____
____

Telephone
Street AddressIt154n4-i’( E-mail address 1..Oyr, City State Zip

_________

________

Historic Plaque? Y( ) N( ‘T Number: -________

TYPE OF REQUEST — Submit TEN(1Q) copies of all materials needed for each request, and any adaitaonal information with this form.
LI Demolition LI Sign (specific type) and 4 :i Ecterior Changeclw Construction : Freestanding 2 SidingEJ Addition Wall LI RoofingFence Projecting LI Windows/DoorsLI Wall Other (speciI’) Li PaintLI Other (specif))

C Other (specify)

TABLED _WITHDRAWN

PROPERTY LOCATION
Current Street Address(es) Li..t ‘Sc
Zoning:

________

Year Constructed:

________

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

Hearing Date(s)!-Ig- lç)

______

________

CERTIFICATE OF APPRdRIATENESS IS: APPROVED DISAPPROVED

Secretary, Board ofArchitectural Review

f: 5. Lcm’t r

DATE

* z.-/zo /1.1 - cc-t,ve ‘4 Mb—) f4
‘) €-t..k. t--y - ?“-“

cA>

Telephone:
FAX:
TDD:
Website:

SiGNATURE -
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L

Stone Ridge Development

________

c Wng



3x0N
C

1
)

U
,

a:3
0

a

C
r

N(-4

aa‘C

taa

a0.3>aI—

aNSN0aS

I4-Cpr€7:

aa

€
:

rI

¶
6
2

E
3

£
c
i

,,
4

—g

‘3h.

If)
NaE

n

$

aU

3
’

Ca-5D-
J

K

Sp3’.3‘3I

a
t

a,3
t1

a
—

0
0

2
,
,

E:6,
a0

4

a.

.0
a.

0
2

Naara2

F

0.‘C

InUaInI’UCCUa.
I-

FF

.22
a

=
U

-
.-J

U
)

SS
2

,
‘

1



2127/2014 Moulded Handrails 2 x4 x8 long Best Deck Railing Products

Moulded Hand rails 2 x 4 x 8’ long
Moulded Handrails available:

2 x 4 8 np — Aa thu in Prisure Trtatrd or Ced1r

‘hasp choose ys ic jKJth and Material belop.

Length:

8 feet long ‘

Please c huose a length.

Material: *

Coastal Red Kiln Dried Cads V

Please choose a material

Base Dimensions:

2”x4” ‘

5Iease - slIm C the base dim er.s cC

Item Number / 5KV: Moulded ffandrails-C2496-MH

Product Tags:

Hand Rails

Cick to nit i-i pictures

Eb 2 1 Ct

httpi/w.bestdeckailing products.contlcontentlmoulded-handrails-2-x-4-x-8-long 1/2



2/27/2014 Colonial Design Spindles2x2I Best DeckRailing Products

Colonial Design Spindles 2 x 2
All Colonial Des]qn S idlo, aie 2 inches wde and 2 nnns high, CIjk to onlii ce picturns

Diecce choo;ie a Turning Style, Length, and M.ctcrial below

Top Finn - this part is r
always square

Turning-thisisthepart
you can pick shapes

Bottom Finn -this part is
always square 4

plc.
A word about our dimensions and sizes.. #1

The d rnen;o is of a 2’ 2’ are iotuallv 1. 3/8’ by 1 3/8”

2]

Turning Style;

Round

P1(1st’ C house a turning s;yle

Length: *

30 inches long

Please c house a len jUt

https2/wAw.bestdeckrlingproducts.corn/contentJcolonial-design-spindles-2-x-2 1/2


