From: Scala, Mary Joy

Sent: Monday, April 02, 2012 2:54 PM
To: pastorhodari@gmail.com
Subject: BAR Action

March 30, 2012

First Baptist Church
Pastor Hodari

632 W Main Street
Charlottesville, VA 22902

RE: Certificate of Appropriateness Application

BAR 12-03-06

632 W Main Street

Tax Map 29 Parcel 1

Pastor Hodari Hamiiton, Applicant/ First Baptist Church, Owner
Change window to door for emergency exit

Dear Applicant,

The above referenced project was discussed before a meeting of the City of Charlottesville Board of Architectural Review (BAR)
on March 20, 2012.

The following action was taken:
The BAR accepted (9-0) the applicant’s request for deferral.

Please resubmit no later than Tuesday April 3 in order to be heard at the next meeting on Tuesday April 17.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 434-970-3130 or scala@charlottesville.org.

Sincerely yours,

Mary Joy Scala, AICP
Preservation and Design Planner

scala@charlottesville.org




CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE

BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
STAFF REPORT

March 20, 2012

Certificate of Appropriateness Application

BAR 12-03-06

632 W Main Street

Tax Map 29 Parcel 1

Pastor Hodari Hamilton, Applicant/ First Baptist Church, Owner
Change window to door for emergency exit

Backeround

The Delevan/First Baptist Church (1877-1883) is a contributing structure in the West Main Street ADC
district. The historic survey is attached.

January 15, 2002 - A preliminary BAR discussion was held regarding the proposed expansion of First
Baptist Church, including demolition of the Priority Press building.

April 16, 2002 - the BAR granted a COA to partially demolish all but the front 20 feet in depth of the
Priority Press building. Staff had recommended denial of the demolition because it did not meet most of
the review criteria for demolition. The BAR approved the partial demolition 6-1, with a suggestion that
the east wall also be considered to be retained. This approval was extended by the BAR for one year, or

until April 16, 2004.

May 20, 2003 — The BAR voted 6-1 to deny your request to demolish the rear (6 ft. deep service
stair/corridor) portion of First Baptist Church based on City Code Sec. 34-577b (1-7) and the Design

Review Guidelines demolition criteria (1-5).

The BAR made generally positive comments regarding the preliminary plan for the proposed addition.
The majority accepted the proposed plan for handicapped access that would alter the front east stained
glass window. Concern was expressed that the changes should not jeopardize the National Register
listing. The BAR also suggested that the church look into selling historic tax credits.

Application

The applicant is requesting approval to replace an existing 43” x 72” window with a door on the basement
level of the 7™ Street SW fagade. That facade has six bays; the subject window is located in the third bay
from the rear. The new door is proposed to match a door located in the front bay that leads to stairs up to

the sidewalk.

The proposed door would exit onto an areaway located several feet below the sidewalk. The purpose of
the door is to provide access via wheelchair and walker, and to allow additional children in the space. The
application does not include further information about a ramp to the sidewalk.

Criteria, Standards and Guidelines

Review Criteria Generally

Sec. 34-284(b) of the City Code states that,



In considering a particular application the BAR shall approve the application unless it finds:

(1) That the proposal does not meet specific standards set forth within this division or applicable provisions of the
Design Guidelines established by the board pursuant to Sec.34-288(6); and

(2) The proposal is incompatible with the historic, cultural or architectural character of the district in which the
property is located or the protected property that is the subject of the application.

Pertinent Standards for Review of Construction and Alterations include:

(1) Whether the material, texture, color, height, scale, mass and placement of the proposed
addition, modification or construction are visually and architecturally compatible with
the site and the applicable design control district;

(2) The harmony of the proposed change in terms of overall proportion and the size and
placement of entrances, windows, awnings, exterior stairs and signs;

(3) The Secretary of the Interior Standards for Rehabilitation set forth within the Code of
Federal Regulations (36 C.F.R. §67.7(b)), as may be relevant;

(4) The effect of the proposed change on the historic district neighborhood;

(3) The impact of the proposed change on other protected features on the property, such as
gardens, landscaping, fences, walls and walks;

(6) Whether the proposed method of construction, renovation or restoration could have an
adverse impact on the structure or site, or adjacent buildings or structures;

(8) Any applicable provisions of the City’s Design Guidelines.

Pertinent Design Review Guidelines — Rehabilitation
p-44&45
WINDOWS

1) Prior to any repair or replacement of windows, a survey of existing window conditions is
recommended. Note number of windows, whether each window is original or replaced, the material,
type, hardware and finish, the condition of the frame, sash, sill, putty, and panes.

2)  Retain original windows when possible.

3)  Uncover and repair covered up windows and reinstall windows where they have been blocked in.

4)  If the window is no longer needed, the glass should be retained and the back side frosted, screened, or
shuttered so that it appears from the outside to be in use.

5)  Repair original windows by patching, splicing, consolidating or otherwise reinforcing. Wood that
appears to be in bad condition because of peeling paint or separated joints often can be repaired.

6) Replace historic components of a window that are beyond repair with matching components.

7)  Replace entire windows only when they are missing or beyond repair.

8) If awindow on the primary facade of a building must be replaced and an existing window of the same
style, material, and size is identified on a secondary elevation, place the historic window in the window
opening on the primary facade.

9)  Reconstruction should be based on physical evidence or old photographs.

10) Avoid changing the number, location, size, or glazing pattern of windows by cutting new openings,
blocking inwindows, or installing replacement sash that does not fit the window opening.

p46&4.7
D. Entrances, Porches, and Doors

Entrances and porches are often the primary focal points of a historic building. Their decoration and articulation
help define the style of the structure. Entrances are functional and ceremonial elements for all buildings. Porches
have traditionally been a social gathering point as well as a transition area between the exterior and interior of a

residence.

The important focal point of an entrance or porch is the door. Doors are often a character-defining feature of the
architectural style of a building. The variety of door types in the districts reflects the variety of styles, particularly of

residential buildings.

1. The original details and shape of porches should be retained including the outline, roof height, and roof pitch.



2. Inspect masonry, wood, and metal or porches and entrances for signs of rust, peeling paint, wood deterioration,
open joints around frames, deteriorating putty, inadequate caulking, and improper drainage, and correct any of
these conditions.

3. Repair damaged elements, matching the detail of the existing original fabric.

4. Replace an entire porch only if it is too deteriorated to repair or is completely missing and design to match the
original as closely as possible.

5. Do not strip entrances and porches of historic material and details.

6. Give more importance to front or side porches than to utilitarian back porches.

7. Do not remove or radically change entrances and porches important in defining the building’s overall historic
character.

8. Avoid adding “Colonial” decorative elements, such as broken pediments, columns, and pilasters or installing
decorative iron supports.

9. Avoid adding a new entrance to the primary elevation.

10. Do not enclose porches on primary elevations and avoid enclosing porches on secondary elevations in a manner
that radically changes the historic appearance.

11. Provide needed barrier-free access in ways that least alter the features of the building.

a. For residential buildings, try to use ramps that are removable or portable rather than permanent.

b. On nonresidential buildings, comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act while minimizing the visual impact
of ramps that affect the appearance of a building.

12. The original size and shape of door openings should be maintained.

13. New door openings should not be introduced on facades visible from the street.

14. Original door openings should not be filled in.

15. Reuse hardware and locks that are original or important to the historical evolution of the building.

16. Avoid substituting the original doors with stock size doors that do not fit the opening properly or do not blend
with the style of the building.

17. Retain transom windows and sidelights.

Pertinent Standards for Review of Demolitions include:

(a) The historic, architectural or cultural significance, if any, of the specific structure or property, including,
without limitation:

(1) The age of the structure or property;

(2) Whether it has been designated a National Historic Landmark, listed on the National Register of Historic
Places, or listed on the Virginia Landmarks Register;

(3) Whether, and to what extent, the building or structure is associated with an historic person, architect or master
crafisman, or with an historic event;

(4) Whether the building or structure, or any of its features, represent an infrequent or the first or last remaining
example within the city of a particular architectural style or feature;

(5) Whether the building or structure is of such old or distinctive design, texture or material that it could not be
reproduced, or could be reproduced only with great difficulty; and

(6) The degree to which distinguishing characteristics, qualities, features or materials remain;

(b) Whether, and to what extent, a contributing structure is linked, historically or aesthetically, to other buildings or
structures within an existing major design control district, or is one of a group of properties within such a district
whose concentration or continuity possesses greater significance than many of its component buildings and
structures.

(c) The overall condition and structural integrity of the building or structure, as indicated by studies prepared by a
qualified professional engineer and provided by the applicant or other information provided to the board;

(d) Whether, and to what extent, the applicant proposes means, methods or plans for moving, removing or
demolishing the structure or properly that preserves portions, features or materials that are significant to the
property’s historic, architectural or cultural value; and

(e) Any applicable provisions of the city’s Design Guidelines.

Pertinent Design Review Guidelines — Demolition

The standards established by the City Code (see above).

The public necessity of the proposed demolition.

The public purpose or interest in land or buildings to be protected.

Whether or not a relocation of the structure would be a practical and preferable alternative to demolition.

Ao~
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5. Whether or not the proposed demolition would affect adversely or positively other historic buildings or the

character of the historic district.
6. The reason for demolishing the structure and whether or not alternatives exist.
7. Whether or not there has been a professional economic and structural feasibility study for rehabilitating or

reusing the structure and whether or not its findings support the proposed demolition.

Discussion and Recommendations

More information is needed why this bay was chosen, and where the door will lead, but the request is
reasonable.

Suggested Motion

Having considered the standards set forth within the City Code, including City Design Guidelines for
Demolition and Rehabilitation, I move to find that the proposal to change a window to a door satisfies the
BAR’s criteria and is compatible with this property and other properties in this district, and that the BAR
approves the application with the following modifications ....



PROPOSED PARTIAL DEMOLITION
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HISTORIC NAME Delevan/Firel Baptisy Churcon

STREET ADDRESS 6132 Wes<! Main Strast

MAP B PARCEL 29-1 DATE / PERIOD \B77-1883
CENSUS TRACT AND BLOCK . 1-303 STYLE ® Vicior ian Remanesgur
PRESENT ZONING. M- HEIGHT {to cornice) OR STORIES 1 storey
ORIGINAL OWNER  Deleyan Raptis? fhureh DIMENSIONS AND LAND AREA 2,980 sq. Fr.
DRIGINAL USE f.hureh CONDITION Gt
PRESENT USE Chureh SURVEYOR Thamsen/8i b
PRESENT OWNER rir<r paptist Congregation DATE OF SURVEY 1977/1985

ADDRESS &17 wnst Hain Stromt SOQURCES® City/County Records

Alexander , Recollections of Early (h'ville

Chartnsttesyille, Virginia 22901 5
Richard T. Melianey, Keeping the Faith

ARCHITECTURAL DESCALPTION

first Baptist Church is an excellent example of Victorian Romanesque style. The building is rectangular in form,
threr hays wide by six hays long. A nigh singie-storey facade Ffronts on Main Street, but because of ground slope,
the main flonr is raised above a futl-siarey basement at the sides amd rear.  Constructing is brick, coammun bhond

o tne farade, American clsewhere, A sgquare, projecting tower of Iy ick forms the central bay on the entrance lacaln.
Abowe the peal o1 the ronf gable, tse tower supports a large octagonal lantern on a square hasa, hoth of wond.  The
fantern is decarated with attenuated sorner pilasters and is covered with a domed rocf.  Matching proiecting towss lefs
stand 8t the facade carners and rise slightly abhove the roof eaves. The main structure is covered with a gahle roof
of red, compositinn shingie., taves are finiched wilh a white-painted projecling woord cornice above o corble-arch
supported brick overharg., Projecting piers suggestive of pilasters separate the bays along the side wall of the main
Flaor and sarve to batteass the high walls, A corhelled brick water tabie separates the basemeot from main flone,
Hain $loes wamilias, one each bay, are high, semi-=circuiar headed, double-hung sash witl I[raded stained alass,
Pasepent winidow. stre large, six-over-nins-tight, douhle-bung sash. Main entry is through paneled, double doors,

with seamental-anih liotel, in the base of the tawer, A single window like other main-flonr windows is located in
Lhe tuwer abhove the doar. A low, wiought iron fence, with alternating tal!l and shart piles, and gothic-motif gate-
post s, sutrounds e church yard.,

AISTORICAL DESCRIPTION

tn 1863, the BOO bilack wembers nf tne Charlottesville Baptist Church petitioned for, and were qranted, approval to
separate from the chreh and form their awn congregation.  They conducted servives in ite parent chureh foe awhile
andt later «n the hasement of the olyg Delovan Hotel, taking 1ts name fur the congregatron,  Huilt io the 1820'< by
fener Al John H. Cotke of Bremo a4 a temperance bhotel, the bnilding had lator houced a ¢iassiral whanl and Lad been
naed A% 3 military hospital during the Civil War., A freoe school far placks had hesn condurted therr wince He War,
fhr hotel was popularly konwn as “rhe Mudwal | because of the terre pise wall that enclosed the proprity [ e
vesngrenat ion purahased the hofad building in 1BB8 (ACOB AR-76). when the detpriorating uld bul bding wes condennes
to THI6, it wa< demnlished, and work was hogun immediately on the presant church building.  The cornes lone was taid
ore Howeniheer 7 18727, and Suilders gnd Mechanics Liens give Tiecember 12, 1883 as the date of completion {(ACOR R7-45R,
Bi-261. 1t was aedicated on January 7, 1884, but apparently was nut yet quite ready for occupancy, an there s a
vecoed of the First service belog held there in Lhe hasement on July 3, (BRE. With the complation nf the arw huilding
the congregation changed ite name from Ythe Delevan Baptist Church of Charlottesville’ ta “the First Colneed Bapgise
byt b ot Lhar T teqyi e

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION - DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT



NPS Form 10-900-a OMB No. 1024-0018

(8-86)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
CONTINUATION SHEET Delevan Baptist Church, #104-0376
Charlottesville, Virginia

Section __ 7.8 Page _2

7. Architectural Description (additional information):

Located at 632 West Main Street, at the corner of 7" Street in Charlottesville, the cornerstone for the
First Baptist Church (now the Delevan Baptist Church) was laid in 1877 and the building completed in
1883. This rectangular three-bay brick building is an excellent example of the Romanesque Revival
style and features a projecting brick square entrance tower topped by an octagonal wooden lantern
on a square base. The main entry is at the base of the tower through paneled double-leaf doors with
a segmental-arched lintel. Matching projecting brick towers stand at the facade corners and rise
slightly above the roof eaves. The gabled roof is clad in asphalt shingles. The six-bay sides of the
brick building are articulated into bats by projecting piers that also serve to buttress the high walls,
and contain double-hung, round-arched stained-glass windows and a corbelled brick cornice. The
rear of the building has a hip-roofed rectangular apse with a taller gable-roofed projecting. A
corbelled brick water table separates the basement level from the main floor. The basement level
windows contain square-headed six-over-nine double-hung windows.

8. Significance Statement (additional information):

Originally listed as part of the Charlottesville Multiple Resource Area nomination, the Delevan Baptist
Church was placed in the Virginia Landmarks Register on October 20, 1981 and in the National
Register of Historic Please on October 21, 1982.

First Baptist Church, now known as the Delevan Baptist Church, is directly related to the African-
American community that was growing in the eastern portion of the proposed Fifeville-Castle Hill
Historic District by the 1870s and is a significant contributing resource and visual landmark within this
area. Black Baptists who had formerly worshipped at Charlottesville’s white First Baptist Church
purchased the property on which the Delevan Hospital stood (formerly known as “Mudwall”’) in 1868
and began construction in 1877 of what would be called the First Colored Baptist Church, completed
ca. 1883. Although several other Baptist congregations split off from the “first” church, this building
made a bold statement for the African-American community in downtown Charlottesville. It stands
today as the only institutional building within the proposed district's boundaries and would have been
convenient to the growing number of African-Americans in the Fifeville and Castle Hill neighborhoods.
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
“A World Class City”

Department of Neighborhood Development Services

City Hall Post Office Box 911
Charlottesville, Virginia 22902
Telephone 434-970-3182
Fax 434-970-3359

www.charlottesville.org

AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

To File: 632 W Main Street (BAR 12-03-06)

I, Brenda Weatherford, being first duly sworn, hereby certify that I mailed the attached
letter, by first class United States Mail, to the addresses shown on this affidavit on

March 29, 2012.

Signed:

Do £ m/im,&

Brenda Weatherford

ADDRESSES

See Attachments

STATE OF VIRGINIA
CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, to-wit: 7 M\
2‘ day of

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this
M_ZOIZ, by Brenda Weatherford.

My Commission Expires: T (e e 2 . L0015
% thuws K. @%ua%

Notary Public ¢

N

ICIA R. CARRINGTO

G e

* ISTRATION

' A cgiﬁaonwnuu of v-mn;m
MY COMMISSION EXPIRE
DECEMBER 31, 2015
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3/20/12 Handicap Ramps

Handicap
Ramps

cickenapicure for Standard size is 48" wide

a larger view

with a 0.7" fall per foot.

RAILINGS

| Price per 8’ section with:

Full standard railing

STAIRWAYS 1 side: $1600.00
i 2 sides: $2000.00

HANDICAP =5 " | 3-rail railing
RAMPS - 1 side $1500.00

2 sides $1700.00

TRENCH

GRATING Level platforms are priced

according to size.
METAL ART Standard sizes are:
4' x 4° in-line

SPECIALTY 5" X 5" corner
ITEMS

www.weldedart.com/handicapramps.html

112



3/20/12 Handicap Ramps

Other options:
-Bottom diamond plate
entry ramp
-Inside handrail
-Toe plate

ABOUT US

EMAIL US

vww.weldedart.com/handicapramps.html 212



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
“A World Class City”

Department of Neighborhood Development Services

City Hall Post Office Box 911
Charlottesville, Virginia 22902
Telephone 434-970-3182
Fax 434-970-3359
www.charlottesville.org

AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

To File: 632 West Main Street (BAR 12-03-06)

I, Deronda Eubanks, being first duly sworn, hereby certify that I mailed the attached
letter, by first class United States Mail, to the addresses shown on this affidavit on

March 1, 2012.

Signed:

RO B

Deronda Eubanks

ADDRESSES

See Attachments

STATE OF VIRGINIA
CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, to-wit: /

m The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of

AHZCIN 2012, by Deronda Eubanks.

My Commission Expires: |ECEMIPER. %1\\ o5

Blobeia £ @1@%

Notary Public

PATRICIA R. CARRINGTON
NOTARY PUBLIC
W REGISTRATION # 7093914
/) COMMONWEALTY OF VIRGINIA
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES
DECEMBER 31, 2015




Board of Architectural Review (BAR)
Certificate of Appropriateness

Please Return To: City of Charlottesville
Department of Neighborhood Development Services
P.O. Box 911, City Hall
Charlottesville, Virginia 22902
Telephone (434) 970-3130 Fax (434) 970-3359

Please submit ten (10) copies of application form and all attachments.

For a new construction project, please include $375 application fee. For all other projects requiring BAR approval, please
include $125 application fee. For projects that require only administrative approval, please include $100 administrative
fee. Make checks payable to the City of Charlottesville.

The BAR meets the third Tuesday of the month.

Deadline for submittals is Tuesday 3 weeks prior to next BAR meeting by 4 p.m.

e, & =1 . -~ ¢ N . . M 5
Owner Name_ by - 1)‘:«,%:4;3{‘ (:‘L-\ Wi (v Applicant Name Paﬁc-r H.ﬂc\(«(a Hﬂtw i?‘zv/‘?

Project Name/Description L— mAZ Y Qe N xH" Parcel Number

Property Address Cz :');2 (A esst M St C her ,0“}’1\(2,\;7\“6, Va 2 2LY02

Signature of Applicant
I hereby attest that the information | have provided is, to the

Applicant Information

. ) ) «,.‘_. A b - :

Address:_ w23 e st Maann S best of my knowledge, correct. (Signature also denotes

C haclettesy ;}\é,‘ L VA ommitment to pay invoice for required mail notices.)
Email:_Pagher fodac & Guiadd o ) =
Phone: (W) _& 2 4-1F9. 0942 (H) e ﬂ-&ﬂm%{: ’r/"/_/*az/Zzﬂ L2 Z 1T
FAX: 434 - 295 - iS5 [ Signature 7 Date

r———‘;‘""’ -y ammg = . ]

Property Owner Information (if not applicant) James Dictan lrustee g =171
Address: Print Name ! Date
Ermail: Property Owner Permission (if not applicant)
Phone: (W) (H) | have read this application and hereby give my consent to
FAX: . its submission.

Do you intend to apply for Federal or State Tax Credits

for this project? Signature Date

Print Name Date

[

Description of Proposed Work (attach separate narrative if necessary):_ Je& & Ct;}'{"&c L\ £ (‘}

List All Attachments (see reverse side for submittal requirements):
T Bl AAG O in RS
) i (¥

For Office Use Approved/Disapproved by:

nly
Received by: é' &mf\\&.) Date:

Fee paid: 'Z,SQ Cash/Ck. # Conditions of approval;
Date Received:




Project Summary — Presented 2/28/2012

First Baptist Church plans to add an addition door on the sub-level on the west side of the
Church located across from 632 West Main Street. This door will replace a large window which
is 43 inches wide and 72 inches from top to bottom. Because of the slope one third of the

door will not be seen from the street level.

This side of build a faces the large parking lot for the Amtrak train station. The lot spans more

than an acre.

Need- This will allow:

1) For access via wheelchair and walker.

2.) For approval of additional children in the space.

This door will be uniform with the existing door (see picture below).
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STREET ADDRESS 632 West Main Street HISTORIC NAME Delavan/fivst RBaptise Dher !
MAP 8 PARCEL F ] DATE / PERIOD 1877+~ 1883

CENSUS TRAGT AND BLOCK: 1-303 STYLE . Yictorian Aomanesaye
HEIGHT (to cornicaYOR STORIES 1 staray

PRESENT ZONING . M-t
ORIGINAL OWNER  felevan Baptiar Churon DIMENSIONS AND LAND AREA P2 LO98G ay, Fr,
ORIGINAL USE Lhyrng CONDITION Gesydd
PRESENT USE fhyreh SURVEYOR Thomsens/&ibh
PRESENT OWNER rirs: paptist Crmgregation DATE OF SURVEY 197771985
ADDRESS  £32 west Myin Strent SOURCES ' City/launty Records
Crartottenyitl=, Yirginia 22901 Atexander, Becollections of Ealy h'vilie
= S’,;hami £, Mibinney, Keoping tos Faith

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

Siret Rantist Church is an oxeellient swample of Victorian Rumanesque style.  The bullding is rectanguiar in Yarem,
theor bays wide by six hays lang, & high siegia-storey facade frants on Main Street, but hecause of graved slape,
the main flogr 3 ratsed aboye 3 fu“wrm‘w, bhasement at the sides antd rear. Constructine ix brisk, <armon bond

oy beee Pacade, American elseaher A sguare, projecting tower of hrjck Tarms 1he central
Misve the prak of tne root gabie, (b toaer upparts 3 large octagosal Jantern on a cguare base, both of waed,  The
#owith Fttenuarsd corase pilasters and is covered with o domed el

banberna (o gdacnr ot
stand ot the fasgde cocrers ang rise sligntly above the eoof caves. Tne main
af vreod, compo=ition shingie. Laves are finfshed wilh 2 white-painted arajecting wanl corpice above a corb ia-aroh
supported hriek seerkang,  Projedliog piers suggeslive of pilasters separats the pays aloag tha side wall
Finco and savye 1o byl trassg f?e high walln, A carhalled hrick water tatile separates the basement fremm main {lonr
Mo (o witeluws, ene ech bay, are high, semi-cirzular hesded, doulle-hung sash with Inaded staioed alass.
withline® e barge, sis-ovec-nine-)ight, doshis-hung sash.  Main actey ix throogh paneled, double doors,

A singie window 1iks other main~f loor windpws §s locatsd n
with alternating tall and <hort piles, and gqothic-sntif gate-

s o}
with segeeat sl-arch Lintal, in the hase of the fownr,
e tuaar abuave the deor . A bow, wrought dron fenge,
pasts, surcoundy the charch yard.

AESTORECAL DESCRIPTION

i 1263, the BOD hlack aembers of the Charltottesvitle Baptiqt Church petitioned far, nd were gqrasted, appeaval to
separgie From the churvt and Caem their awn coagregation,  They conducted searyioes i the parest hnes Foor awhi fo
andd fater in ihe hasement of the obd Oefevan Hotel, taking (15 name for the cungregatosa,  Hudtt s The 1220 s ny

General Jobs B, Cocke of Bepmn 34 3 temparance hatel, the bullding had 13ter hooged a classinal wohenl and had been
4% 2 wilitary hospital durieg the Cigi) War, A free schonl for blacks bad hean aomdartegd frmee dnee Phos War,

b
Tie bore b was prpularty kngwn 55 'the Mudwal 1Y hecausse of the feerep piss wall that enalosed the proporty.  The
Vo evat bon prerahased tee botal naiidiog in 188 (ALDB AA-7H1. When tne geterinraiiong obd balbdiog was srgpdened

in 1RO, it was dermordished, and sork was hegun immediately oa the aressatl charch hyf bling.
Gn Hosgephes J, 3R2T and Budldars aed Mechanics Liens give Decamber 12, [BBY s the date of complofios (ALOE R’~¢§“
A3, 1 owan dedicated on Janwaey 2, B84, but apparentiy was not gt auirs ready For octupancy. an Fhess s

venord of the fiest seryies haiopo held thers in the hasemer: an July 3, UIRA,
meutwe freom MEbe Beleovan Baptist {hurch of Charlottesvitle' (o Ythe First Tolored Bapt

Chie g e st s o change!

Chygoe o sif Dhar Dot tened £ e

3y o the sntrance Fagade,

af thee o

The corer 2 oas was batd

matohing projesting towsr latsg
strgetare 15 covered with a4 qahls poof

2]

With tha completion nf the nrw )«urf iy
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(8-86)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
CONTINUATION SHEET Delevan Baptist Church, #104-0376
Charlottesville, Virginia

Section __7.8 Page _2

7. Architectural Description (additional information):

Located at 632 West Main Street, at the corner of 7!" Street in Charlottesville, the cornerstone for the
First Baptist Church (now the Delevan Baptist Church) was laid in 1877 and the building completed in
1883. This rectangular three-bay brick building is an excellent example of the Romanesque Revival
style and features a projecting brick square entrance tower topped by an octagonal wooden lantern
on a square base. The main entry is at the base of the tower through paneled double-leaf doors with
a segmental-arched lintel. Matching projecting brick towers stand at the fagade corners and rise
slightly above the roof eaves. The gabled roof is clad in asphalt shingles. The six-bay sides of the
brick building are articulated into bats by projecting piers that also serve to buttress the high walls,
and contain double-hung, round-arched stained-glass windows and a corbelled brick cornice. The
rear of the building has a hip-roofed rectangular apse with a taller gable-roofed projecting. A
corbelled brick water table separates the basement level from the main floor. The basement level
windows contain square-headed six-over-nine double-hung windows.

8. Significance Statement (additional information):

Originally listed as part of the Charlottesville Multiple Resource Area nomination, the Delevan Baptist
Church was placed in the Virginia Landmarks Register on October 20, 1981 and in the National
Register of Historic Please on October 21, 1982.

First Baptist Church, now known as the Delevan Baptist Church, is directly related to the African-
American community that was growing in the eastern portion of the proposed Fifeville-Castle Hill
Historic District by the 1870s and is a significant contributing resource and visual landmark within this
area. Black Baptists who had formerly worshipped at Charlottesville’s white First Baptist Church
purchased the property on which the Delevan Hospital stood (formerly known as “Mudwall”) in 1868
and began construction in 1877 of what would be called the First Colored Baptist Church, completed
ca. 1883. Although several other Baptist congregations split off from the “first” church, this building
made a bold statement for the African-American community in downtown Charlottesville. It stands
today as the only institutional building within the proposed district’s boundaries and would have been
convenient to the growing number of African-Americans in the Fifeville and Castle Hill neighborhoods.
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