7/16/2021 Mail - Watkins, Robert - Outlook

June 2021 BAR Decision

Watkins, Robert <watkinsro@charlottesville.gov>
Wed 6/16/2021 10:48 AM

To: Narkie, RJ <NARKIE@charlottesville.gov>

Certificate of Appropriateness

BAR 21-06-01

605 East Market Street (City Hall), TMP 530080000

Downtown ADC District

Owner: City of Charlottesville

Applicant: RJ Narkie/City of Charlottesville

Project: Install security gate at alley between City Hall and the General District Court

Dear RJ,

On Tuesday, June 15, the Charlottesville Board of Architectural Review reviewed the above-referenced project.
Please accept this email as formal acknowledgment of the BAR'’s decision. The project was approved as part of the
consent agenda. Please find the motion to approve the consent agenda, as well as the motion to approve your
project from the staff report below:

James Zehmer moves to approve the remaining items on the consent agenda.
Jody Lahendro seconds motion. Motion passes (7-0).

Having considered the standards set forth within the City Code, including the ADC District Design Guidelines, I move to find
the proposed gate 605 East Market Street satisfies the BAR'S criteria and is compatible with this property and other properties
in the Downtown ADC District, and that the BAR approves the application as submitted.

Please let me know if you have any further questions.
All the best,

Robert

Robert Watkins

Assistant Historic Preservation and Design Planner
Neighborhood Development Services

PO Box 911
Charlottesville, VA 22902

https://outlook.office365.com/mail/id/AAQkAGVhNmUSMDkxLThhYzktNGU3Yy1hODkyLWJhNjMyY2RINjNkMQAQANG6y9JfaiSRNnP7qSRVtkdA%3D
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City of Charlottesville

Board of Architectural Review
Staff Report

June 15, 2021

Certificate of Appropriateness Application

BAR 21-06-01

605 East Main Street and 606 East Market Street (City Hall), TMP 530080000
Downtown ADC District

Owner: City of Charlottesville

Applicant: RJ Narkie/City of Charlottesville

Project: Install security gate at alley between City Hall and the General District Court

Background
Year Built: c1967

District: Downtown ADC District
Status: Contributing

City Hall and the General District Court, both designed by Stainback & Scribner (c. 1967).

Prior BAR Reviews
N/A

Application
e Submittal: City of Charlottesville Dept. of Public Works drawings GDC/Michie Annex Security
Gate, dated May 7, 2021: Sheets AO1 and A02.

Request for CoA to install an 8-ft tall, metal security fence/gate in the small alley facing Market
Street between City Hall and the General District Court (GDC).

Recommendations and Discussion

Staff recommends approval. The security fence/gate is necessary for the Charlottesville General
Court. While the height exceeds the recommend 6’-0” and the design is contemporary, the 7°-6”
wide gate/fence will be approximately 50° from the curb and approximately 42’ from the building
facade. Furthermore, the BAR informally reviewed the preliminary designs and expressed a
preference for this design over the others presented.

Suggested Motion

Approval: Having considered the standards set forth within the City Code, including the ADC
District Design Guidelines, I move to find the proposed gate 605 East Market Street satisfies the
BAR’s criteria and is compatible with this property and other properties in the Downtown ADC
District, and that the BAR approves the application [as submitted. ]
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[as submitted] with the following conditions: ...

Denial: Having considered the standards set forth within the City Code, including the ADC District
Design Guidelines, I move to find the proposed gate 605 East Market Street does not satisfy the
BAR’s criteria and is not compatible with this property and other properties in the Downtown ADC
District, and that for the following reasons the BAR denies the application as submitted:

Criteria, Standards, and Guidelines

Review Criteria Generally

Sec. 34-341(a) 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_conservation district design guidelines; and

2. The proposal is incompatible with the historic, cultural or architectural character of the
conservation district in which the property is located.

Standards for Review of New Construction and Additions include:

1. Whether the form, height, scale, mass and placement of the proposed construction are
visually and architecturally compatible with the site and the applicable conservation district;

2. The harmony of the proposed changes in terms of overall proportion and the size and
placement of entrances and windows;

3. The impact of the proposed change on the essential architectural form and integrity of the
existing building;

4. The effect, with respect to architectural considerations, of the proposed change on the
conservation district neighborhood;

5. Any applicable provisions of the city's conservation district design guidelines.

Pertinent Design Review Guidelines for Site Design and Elements include:
C. Walls and Fences
5. For new fences, use materials that relate to materials in the neighborhood.

6. Take design clues from nearby historic fences and walls.

7. Chain-link fencing, split rail fences, and vinyl plastic fences should not be used.

12. Fences should not exceed six (6) feet in height in the side and rear yards.

13. Fence structure should face the inside of the fenced property.

14. Relate commercial privacy fences to the materials of the building. If the commercial property
adjoins a residential neighborhood, use brick or painted wood fence or heavily planted screen as
a buffer.

15. Avoid the installation of new fences or walls if possible in areas where there are no are no
fences or walls and yards are open.
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