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BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW 
 
The Board of Architectural Review held its regularly scheduled meeting on Thursday, October 
17, 2013, at 4:00 p.m. in Council Chambers, Rouss City Hall, 15 N. Cameron Street, Winchester, 
Virginia. 
 
POINTS OF ORDER: 
 
PRESENT: Chairman Rockwood, Mr. Bandyke, Mr. Walker, Ms. Jackson, Mr. Serafin 
 
ABSENT: None 
 
STAFF: Aaron Grisdale, Nasser Rahimzadeh, Catherine Clayton 
 
VISITORS: Samuel Maddox 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 
 
Chairman Rockwood called for corrections to the minutes of October 9, 2013.  Hearing 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 5-0. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA: 
 
BAR-13-550  Request of Roman Jenkins for a Certificate of Appropriateness to extend the brick 
walkway at the property located at 415 North Braddock Street (Map Number 173-01-A-15-01) 
zoned Medium Density Residential (MR) District with Historic Winchester (HW) District 
overlay.  This is an Eagle Scout project at the Stonewall Jackson house. 
 
Chairman Rockwood called for additional discussion.  Hearing none, he called for a motion.  Mr. 
Bandyke moved to approve and grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to BAR-13-550 stating 
that the bricks are to match the existing walkway as closely as possible.  Mr. Walker seconded 
the motion.  Voice vote was taken and the motion passed 5-0. 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
 
None. 
 
NEW BUSINESS: 
 
BAR-13-550  Request of Roman Jenkins for a Certificate of Appropriateness to extend the brick 
walkway at the property located at 415 North Braddock Street (Map Number 173-01-A-15-01) 
zoned Medium Density Residential (MR) District with Historic Winchester (HW) District 
overlay. 
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Chairman Rockwood stated that as the drawing indicates, the request is to extend the existing 
walkway around the corner to the back entrance where handicap access can be attained.  He then 
stated that this work cannot be seen from the street. 
 
Mr. Bandyke moved to have BAR-13-550 moved to the consent agenda stating the following: 

1. the work will not be seen  
2. it is brick on sand, the brick is designated on the application 
3. provides handicap access 

 
Mr. Serafin seconded the motion.  Voice vote was taken and the motion passed 5-0. 
 
OLD BUSINESS: 
 
BAR-13-462  Request of Tom Anderson, on behalf of Winchester Capital Group, Inc., for a 
Certificate of Appropriateness to construct a roof over the side door at the property located at 
525 Amherst Street (Map Number 172-01-7-B-01) zoned Central Business (B-1) District with 
Historic Winchester (HW) District overlay. 
 
Mr. Grisdale advised that it was his understanding that there were going to be some revisions to 
the application to come back before the Board but to date none has been received. 
 
Chairman Rockwood suggested that the Board move to table.   
 
Mr. Bandyke moved to table BAR-13-462 until the next meeting.  Ms. Jackson seconded the 
motion.  Voice vote was taken and the motion to table passed 5-0. 
 
BAR-13-499  Request of John P. Chesson, MD, for a Certificate of Appropriateness to construct 
a shed, install a condenser surround, gate, and a gated enclosure at the property located at 101 W. 
Cork Street (Map Number 192-01-Q-1-01) zoned Central Business (B-1) District with Historic 
Winchester (HW) District overlay. 
 
Mr. Grisdale stated that he did follow-up with the applicant after the last meeting to advise him 
of the Board’s thoughts and request regarding a sample or photograph of the material to be used; 
however, there has been no contact from the applicant since this email. 
 
Chairman Rockwood suggested that the Board move to table. 
 
Mr. Bandyke stated that the screening should not only subdue the units on the roof but the logo 
on them as well. 
 
Chairman Rockwood called for any additional discussion.  Hearing none, he called for a motion. 
 
Mr. Bandyke moved to table BAR-13-499 until the next meeting.  Ms. Jackson seconded the 
motion.  Voice vote was taken and the motion to table passed 5-0. 
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BAR-13-524  Request of Samuel Maddox, property owner, for a Certificate of Appropriateness 
to replace windows and siding and for exterior paint for the property at 16 W. Monmouth Street 
(Map Number 193-01-I-9-01) zoned Residential Business (RB-1) District with Historic 
Winchester (HW) District overlay. 
 
Chairman Rockwood questioned whether the applicant has been told to stop work to which Mr. 
Maddox responded that no one has advised him of such.  Mr. Maddox then explained that he was 
unaware that he had to come before the Board.  Chairman Rockwood explained that in the past 
the Board has approved Hardy plank on side elevations but not vinyl siding.  Chairman 
Rockwood then asked the applicant for some insight in to the project that he is proposing so that 
the Board can address the concerns, especially the vinyl siding. 
 
Mr. Maddox advised the Board that he is trying to make some improvements on his house and 
that he did not realize that the work had to come before the Board.  He stated that he started at 
the back of the house and worked forward and that he does have siding on the side.  He added 
that there is a tree out front that blocks most of the view at the driveway and, as a possible to 
solution to the siding; he could possibly put up a gate across the driveway which would block 
most of the view of his driveway and the side of the house.  Mr. Maddox further advised that 
there previously was a gate there and he took it down because it was rotted. 
 
Chairman Rockwood then stated that the photographs of the front of the house do not indicate 
the new board that was used to enclose the underside of the front porch area.  He added that the 
photograph seems to indicate an old coal chute and asked if it was still functional.  Mr. Maddox 
responded that it is not functional but that he does still have the original door from it.  He added 
that he removed the door and was planning to use it on the side of the house.  Chairman 
Rockwood then asked if the applicant used vertical 1x4s as the skirt part underneath the porch.  
Mr. Maddox stated yes and also that he installed new front porch steps as well. 
 
Chairman Rockwood then advised Mr. Maddox that the other difficulty he has is that the vinyl is 
a German siding pattern with an indentation at each board and it is noticeably different than the 
siding on the front which is wood.  He then asked if the applicant considered using wood in the 
places where he has installed the vinyl to which Mr. Maddox responded that he did not consider 
it.  Chairman Rockwood stated that it appears that the siding is covering clapboard siding and 
asked what kind of shape it is in.  Mr. Maddox responded that it is in pretty bad shape.  Most of 
the planks were rotted and broken and covered with brick. 
 
Mr. Serafin then asked the Board that if Mr. Maddox had come to the Board first, what they 
would suggest.  Chairman Rockwood stated that the Board has in the past approved Hardy plank 
on the non-front façade of projects such as this but not vinyl and that the Board would expect 
that the dimensions and style of the siding would match front and side. 
 
Mr. Serafin then asked about the back.  Mr. Bandyke stated that what they are trying to say is 
that they treat the back like it is Hardy plank because vinyl is not in the vernacular.  He then said 
that Hardy plank on the back and possibly on the sides but only if it cannot be seen from a public 
right-of-way.  Mr. Serafin then stated that clearly the corner is right there at the sidewalk.  
Chairman Rockwood stated that the Board has approved Hardy plank which is technically visible 
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from the street but it was not a primary façade.  He added that it can be painted and it can be 
sized to match the wood in the front.  It is a pretty good duplication, if you will, of the wood 
siding.  It is a tough call and with the cost factor it might even be cheaper.  Ms. Jackson stated 
that that might be the coefficient. 
 
Chairman Rockwood stated that the applicant mentioned windows but stated that he has not seen 
which windows the applicant is referring to.  Mr. Maddox stated just the window on the back of 
the house.  Chairman Rockwood then asked if that is the only window that the applicant is 
seeking to replace.  Mr. Bandyke asked if it would be the picture window to which Mr. Maddox 
responded yes.  Mr. Bandyke then asked about the two windows up above the picture window to 
which Mr. Maddox responded that one has been replaced and that he hopes to do the other one.  
Chairman Rockwood then stated that given they are not visible from the street, we should 
encourage saving those windows or at least putting back windows of similar design but if Mr. 
Maddox wants to use the windows that he described, he is within his right to do so but only on 
the back façade. 
 
Chairman Rockwood then added that they did have a house about a year ago that had the fake 
brick on it and that the Board suggested that they remove it to determine what condition their 
siding was in and it turned out to be in pretty good condition.  The applicant painted the siding 
and it looks good.  He then stated that it looks like there are some spots where the siding is just 
missing and not knowing to what extent the other siding is sound or what, maybe if it is not too 
bad you could maybe patch or infill with siding to match and then just paint the back.  This is 
just a suggestion, not a requirement. 
 
Mr. Maddox then stated that the way the Board was speaking about the vinyl siding, they were 
making it sound like it doesn’t match but it does match the wood to the length, the width, and the 
color.  Ms. Jackson then stated that the style is different.  Chairman Rockwood stated that the 
vinyl siding has a little curve at the top and it is German siding, so called.  The siding on the 
front is just straight with no indentation, no profile and if this had come to us before you began 
work, they would expect that all of the siding would be identical in specification. 
 
Mr. Bandyke stated that even if the applicant puts up a fence, you are still going to see this side 
of the house with the vinyl on it.  He added that he does not know any way around this, adding 
that technically the applicant should have put wood on the side and then he could have used 
Hardy plank on the back.  He then stated that their hands are tied and they cannot approve vinyl 
siding.  Also, even the style of the skirting on the front porch needs to be approved by the Board.  
That is one of the things about the Historic District, you own the house but changing the house, 
you have to come before the Board.  He added that even if Mr. Maddox would have shown the 
Board that design, he does not know if they would have approved it for the vertical skirting.  Mr. 
Bandyke then asked if Mr. Maddox was planning to paint the skirting to which Mr. Maddox 
stated yes.  Mr. Bandyke then stated that if he had to vote on this, he could not approve it and 
that the vinyl siding would have to be replaced on the side and the back.  If you have vinyl 
windows in the back and we cannot see it from the right-of-way then there really is nothing that 
the Board can do about it.  He added that the Board does encourage the use of wood windows but 
vinyl can be used back there.  Mr. Serafin added that the Board would not suggest vinyl. 
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Chairman Rockwood then asked if there is a cost factor involved here and if vinyl is significantly 
cheaper to which Mr. Maddox stated yes.  Chairman Rockwood stated that he appreciates that 
Mr. Maddox used wood on the front and then asked if applicant could give an indication of what 
the savings were by using the vinyl.  Mr. Maddox stated that the white cedar is pretty expensive 
and is about double in price versus the vinyl but that he does not know the exact breakdown. 
 
Mr. Bandyke asked what is the thickness of the bottom of the board on the front to which Mr. 
Maddox stated that he believes it is ¾-inches. 
 
Mr. Serafin stated that what it sounds like is that the Board is saying that the vinyl siding on the 
side of the house has to come off.  Ms. Jackson said that it does sound that way.  Chairman 
Rockwood said that that would be his suggestion.  Mr. Serafin said that this seems to be a 
consensus. 
 
Mr. Bandyke asked if the applicant could use another white cedar on the front and that it is a 
protected area there because it is underneath the porch.  He then asked if Mr. Maddox could use 
another species of wood, which would be fine with the Board, for the side and use either a 
yellow pine lap siding or the Hardy plank in the back. 
 
Chairman Rockwood then stated that the vinyl cannot be painted and it will not weather the 
same.  He then asked to what extent the existing siding could be repaired or patched in the areas 
where the boards have split or rotted.  It might be a matter of replacing a few boards rather than 
the whole side and then you (applicant) would have the original siding patched with siding to 
match. 
 
Chairman Rockwood stated that there is some kind of covering, some kind of asphalt sheeting on 
top of this so that the wood was protected to some degree.  Mr. Maddox stated that he thinks it is 
because it is bad.  Chairman Rockwood said that if Mr. Maddox approaches this project with the 
idea that maybe the siding is in good enough shape to keep rather than deciding right away that 
you (applicant) are going to cover it up, maybe that is not such bad siding.  There may be some 
problem areas but you might be able to salvage the bulk of it.  Ms. Jackson then asked about the 
compromising of what is underneath the vinyl now with nail holes from the installation.  Mr. 
Bandyke stated that the nails are not that big so it really is not a problem.  Ms. Jackson then 
asked when weighing the cost, wouldn’t it be less expensive than doing the whole project over in 
wood. 
 
Chairman Rockwood then asked Mr. Maddox if he is doing the labor himself to which he 
advised that he is doing most of it but that he does have a helper who is giving him technical 
advice.  Chairman Rockwood stated that he would recommend repairing what is there, repairing 
holes, and replacing the boards that need to be replaced and that the vinyl has to come off.  He 
then stated that he hates situations like this and that they do sympathize with Mr. Maddox 
because it is going to cost more money.  He added that they have never approved vinyl in the 
historic district and probably never will.  He recommends fixing what is there and painting it. 
 
Chairman Rockwood then stated that he thinks the Board has approved Hardy plank for side 
elevations before to which Mr. Grisdale responded that there have been some limited instances 
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where Hardy plank has been approved on side elevations.  It is has been limited but there have 
been a few and usually it is on newer construction like infill where the Board has been more 
forgiving.  It is not an “always the case situation,” rather it has been on a situational-dependent 
decision by the Board and that it has not been consistent either way. 
 
Mr. Bandyke stated that the applicant advised he would put up a fence but he believes that Mr. 
Maddox would have the fence a little too close and you would need to be able to open and close 
it for parking.  Mr. Maddox stated that the driveway is not really necessary and that he is 
thinking of making it into a patio area. 
 
Mr. Serafin then asked what other windows are going to be replaced.  Mr. Maddox responded 
that he will only replace the three in the back. 
 
Mr. Maddox then asked if he does want to put up a fence, will he need to put in a proposal before 
the Board to which Chairman Rockwood stated yes.  Mr. Bandyke stated that he believes the 
fence can go up to six (6) feet to which Mr. Grisdale responded that it depends on the yard.  He 
then added that if it is in a front yard it can only go up four (4) feet and it has to be at least 25% 
open, so it would depend where the fence is located in relation to the house.  Mr. Bandyke then 
asked that if the applicant ran the fence across the driveway from his house to a post beside the 
neighbor’s house would it work.  Mr. Grisdale stated that if it is behind the front plane of the 
house, it can be up to six (6) feet. 
 
Chairman Rockwood advised that where they are is that the windows on the back can stay if Mr. 
Maddox wants them to.  If he can patch the wood siding on the side, that would be good and it 
may not be too expensive but if he wants to replace the whole side, he guesses that they could 
approve Hardy plank but it may be more costly than doing wood.  No vinyl on the back but can 
do Hardy plank but again, you can do wood.  The front can stay like it is because it is fine.  Mr. 
Maddox stated that he will take the siding down and leave the house like it is. 
 
Mr. Walker stated that they have not talked about the paint but that he does not see any issues 
with it.  Chairman Rockwood asked if they have colors to which Mr. Maddox stated that the top 
floor is what the paint will look like. 
 
Mr. Bandyke then asked the applicant if he can use the old coal chute door on the front along 
with the new skirting to which Mr. Maddox responded that he thinks it was added.  Mr. Bandyke 
stated that he would recommend putting it back even though it is only an architectural detail, it 
does add to the character of the house.  Mr. Serafin added that it is a piece of the historic fabric 
of the building and it makes it look authentic and it gives it character. 
 
Ms. Jackson asked if there is any compensation if the vinyl is removed carefully and can it be 
reused.  Mr. Bandyke stated that they could give it to someone but that is about the only way. 
 
Chairman Rockwood called for any additional comments or discussion.  Hearing none, he called 
for a motion. 
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Mr. Bandyke moved to approve and grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to BAR-13-524 for 
the following: 

 The coal chute needs to be remounted in the same location on the front skirting of the 
porch, and 

 The windows in the back of the house can be replacement windows as applicant wants to 
install, and 

 The vinyl siding on the side and the back of the house needs to be removed and wood 
siding either has to be put back or the existing wood siding utilized, and 

 The paint for the side and the back of the house must match the second story paint on the 
house right now, and  

 Any and all replacement siding must match in width, thickness, and style to what is 
currently on the house. 
 

Mr. Serafin seconded the motion.  Voice vote was taken and the motion passed 5-0. 
 
Hearing the Board’s decision, Mr. Maddox stated that he would like to appeal until such time as 
he put in an application for a fence.  He added that the Board told him that the back of the house 
is not important and now he says that the Board is telling him that he has to take off the siding 
from the back and that the Board is a little worried about what can be seen from the right-of-way.  
He added that if he puts up a fence that will take care of some of the vision issues and so he 
asked if they can go back and revisit some of what can be seen after he gets a fence up.  
Chairman Rockwood stated that the problem with a fence is that obviously it will not block the 
siding on the second story of the property and it is his hope that if Mr. Maddox takes a look at 
the siding underneath the vinyl, it may be repairable and useable as it is. 
 
Mr. Bandyke then asked Mr. Maddox how long he has owned the property to which Mr. Maddox 
responded about twenty years.  Mr. Bandyke then asked if he knew that it was in the historic 
district to which Mr. Maddox stated yes he did know.  Mr. Bandyke stated that the Board’s hands 
are tied and they cannot allow Mr. Maddox to have something different.  This would set an 
adverse precedent but they do accept Hardy plank in some cases and in this case, it is a 
possibility.  Mr. Grisdale advised Mr. Maddox that he will receive a letter stating the Board’s 
decision and that there is a 30-day time period for appeal to Council. 
 
OTHER DISCUSSION: 
 
Mr. Grisdale stated that the applicant at the intersection of Braddock and Monmouth did get 
approval for paint but not to remove the metal siding.  He will make a retroactive application to 
remove the metal siding but he also has some future work that he is planning to do for some 
brickwork and things like that so you will see an application come before the Board for his 
planned work in terms of doing some brick replacement with a stoop going up on the Braddock 
Street side and then also for the siding removal of the old aluminum siding. 
 
ADJOURN: 
 
Having no other business, the meeting adjourned at 4:45 p.m. 


