
STREET ADDRESS: 111 East Main Street
MAP a PARCEL: 33-248
CENSUS TRACT AND BLOCK: 1-121
PRESENT ZONING: B-4
ORIGINAL OWNER: Thomas M. Farish
ORIGINAL USE: Jewe 1 ry Store?
PRESENT USE: Book Store
PRESENT OWNER: NB Corporat i on

ADDRESS: 123 E. Main Street
Charlottesvi l le , VA

<fi/~n Iij/r.({/t"{)1/
HISTORIC NAME: Farish-Driscoll Bui lding
DATE / PERIOD: 1892
STYLE: Victorian
HEIGHT (to cornice) OR STORIES: 3,1 storey
DIMENSIONS AND LAND AREA: 27.5' x 100' (2750 sq. ft.)
CONDITION : Good
SURVEYOR : Bibb
DATE OF SURVEY: Sp r i nq 1979
SOURCES: City Records Mrs. Doris Driscoll Collins

Sanborn Map Co. - 1886,1891,1396,1907,1969
Alexander, Recollections of Early Charlottesville

Charlottesvi lIe Ci ty Directories

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

Only this half remains of a 19th century, duplex store building, but fortunately this half of the facade is complete in
itself. It is three storeys tall and three bays wide. Construction is of pressed brick laid in stretcher bond on the
facade and ordinary brick laid in 6-course American bond elsewhere. The entire facade above the storefront, trim
and all, has been painted brick red. The s t cref ron t has recently been. rerrodeled and is faced with vertical wooden
siding. The entrance to the upper levels is at the left of the storefront, in the center of the original building.
The compl e te building was five bays wide with paired windows in the 2nd and 4th bays and single ones in the l s t , 3rd
and 5th bays. It is the 3rd, 4th and 5th bays that remain. Lach bay is recessed between plain brick piers. Windows
at the second level are double-sash, l r-ove r+] light, a single window in each side bay (3rd and 5th) and a pair of
narrow ones with fluted pilaster between them in the center bay (4th). They have rock-faced stone si lIs, and a band
of rock-faced stone stretches across the entire facade at window-top level and serves as a common lintel. Windows
at the third 'level are somewhat shorter with half-round transoms (now closed). Their flush round arches have
decoratively pierced end blocks. There is a pair of narrow windows in the center bay with a fluted pilaster between
therr and their quarter-round transoms. The round arch in this bay lacks the decorative end blocks. Windows at this
level alsohave rock-faced stone sills. and another band of rock-faced stone stretches across the facade, but is
broken by the transoms. The facade is crowned by a projecting metal cornice on the parapet, with a frieze with
decorated raised panels and egg-&-dart rroulding, a band of moulding with a leaf design below the frieze, and one
ornate cornice stop at the eastern end of the original building. A tar-&-gravel shed roof slopes gently to the rear.
The second and third storeys extend back only half the depth of the bui Iding, and their rear walls and tin-clad.

HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION

in 1891 Thomas M. Farish acquired this lot and the adjacent one ~n the corner (City DB 2-485). Tax records indicate
:hat he erected this building the next year, replacing one or two existing structures. Dr. Owen E. Driscoll purchased
t~e eastern half (I II E. Main) from Farish's widow in 1908 (08 19-200) and had his dental office on one of the upper
;E','els. A number of businesses have occupied the store room over the years. The National Sank & Trust Co.
=~r~hased the building from Dr. Driscoll's daughter in 1969 (08 308-66). The Farish family owned the western half of
:.,e building (107 E. Main) until 1915 (OG 27-468). It then passed through several hands before Albemarle Realty
Cc-nc a nv gave it a new facade c. 1950. The National Bank & Trust Co. acquired it in 1969 also (DB 305-287).
Acd i t ioria l References: City DB 19-196, 376-53. (References for 107 E. Main: City DB 46-395, 59-348,83-395,
116-303. 126-441, 182-144,292-545,297-248).

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION - DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
i]7~',~~E: ~ _



.Company protests
~.

demolition of buildings
.l ~ 'f'

By JAKE MOONEY
Daily Proqress staff writer

: D&R' Development's owners said
'l;uesday that the Charlottesville City
. Council bowed to a small "special interest
group" of preservationists in rejecting a
.plan to, demolish four buildings on the.
hcity's Downtown Mall. "
:,. The company will put the buildings at
'.J,bl, 105, 107 and 111 E. Main St. on the
• k "mar et very soon," possibly as soon as

today, D&R President Tim Slagle said. If
She buildings remain unsold for a year, the

" .,t9mpany Will be allowed to proceed with

~

city's Board of Architectural Review
against any demolition on the site.

The company had presented a revised
proposal at Tuesday's meeting \ that
involved saving the facade of 111 E. Main
and incorporating certain. design features
of 101 and 105 into a new building on the
rest of the site, but the' council instead

demolition. ' allow demolition of 107 E. Main, all but 'approved its own solution.
Meanwhile, councilors hailed their deci- the fac de of 111 E. Main and a rear por- '''Everybody's afraid that somebody

sion Tuesday, saying it will promote a tion of i05 E. Main. . might be angry with them," D&R co-owner
more creative development than the com- D& had hoped to knock down. all four Lee Danielson said, adding that council
pany had proposed, while at the same time buildings to make room for a' retail, resi- members "spend all their time looking for
preserving vital historic character. I dential and office development project .. a' compromise. They don't understand
. The council voted Monday night to The council's vote followed rulings by the See BUILDINGS on A9

D&R Development will put the buildings at 101, 105, 107 and
111 E. Main St. 9n the market "very soon," D&R President
Tim Slagle said. If the buildings remain unsold for a year,
the company wilt, be allowed to proceed with demolition.
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there are' some things where
right is right, and the law is the
law." '

D&R officials contend that
although the Downtown Mall is a
historic-design district, the build-
ings in question are historically
unremarkable and cannot be pro-
tected from demolition under city
law.

"If you look at last night, it's a
small group of people saying no,"
D&R co-owner Colin Rolph said.
"The council' represents the
majority of the people, and not
just one little group."

Most Charlottesville resi-
dents, Rolph said, "would much
rather see a good, quality, smart
development there than what is
there now. Guaranteed," . Vi

But Councilor Maurice' Cox
called that claim "pure conjEi:-
ture," adding, ''We are in a posi-
tion where we have to represent
the public good, and the public
has told us unequivocally that
the preservation of the historic

, district is of importance to them."
Few opponents of the proposed,

'demolition have argued that the
individual buildings, which: have

~ stood largely vacant for more
than 20 years, are historically
valuable. Rather, they maintain
that the structures contribute to
the mall's overall historic charac-
ter.

Cox said the council's restric-
tions on D&R's project will lead
to a more creative development.

"I feel that the more the site
has restraints, character, some
level of history, the better their
development will be," he said. "I
know that we opened up new
opportunities for them to see the
site in a different way."

Councilor David J. Toscano
dismissed suggestions Tuesday
that he had buckled to pressure
from preservationists.

"I think that if you were to
survey preservationists today
after the vote, none of them are
very enthused about what we
did," Toscano said. ''We voted to
demolish a building that many of
them consider historic."

Still, Toscano called the possi-
bility that D&R will wait 'a year
and then knock down all four
buildings "a real worry," adding,
"That's why it's in the interest of
both the council and the develop-
ment team to develop a project,
that works sooner rather than
later."

Councilors and BAR members
are prepared to work with the
company on whatever project it
proposes for the site, Toscano
said. Any such project would
have to go before the BAR to go,
forward.

Danielson said waiting a year
to proceed with development
would cost the company upwards
of $200,000 in taxes, interest
payments, lost opportunities and
other costs, and Slagle added
that such a delay is "clearly not
the most desirable option."

But Danielson and Rolph also
predicted they will be unable to
sell the buildings, and claimed
the city's restrictions will hurt
their ability: to get a .sufficient

- return on tbeir investment - at
least 20 percent. The company
bought the buildings at an auc-
tion in October for $1.7 million.

"If I'm going to invest the '
money ... .and get a 6 percent
return, I'm going to go stick it in
a CD for 12 months or 24 months,
and I'm going to go and ... have a
great time," Rolph said. "You
think I'm going to go through all
the hassle and headaches of
[planning] a development like
this for 6 percent?"

If city officials or preservation-
ists want to dictate how the
development' is handled, Rolph
said, "let them come forward and
buy the buildings. It's a free
country. Buy the buildings."
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