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Lasley, Timothy G

From: Lasley, Timothy G
Sent: Wednesday, June 19, 2019 4:30 PM
To: Tom Ross
Cc: Werner, Jeffrey B
Subject: RE: BAR Action - June 18, 2019 - 129 Chancellor Street

Sorry Tom, 
 
One of the BAR members asked me to correct one little thing in your motion regarding the lighting, I have highlighted 
the change. This will be your new motion: 
 

Motion: Schwarz moved having considered the standards set forth within the City Code, 
including City Design Guidelines for Site Design and Elements, and Rehabilitations, I move 
to find that the proposed retaining wall replacement, stair, walk and patio pavers satisfy 
the BAR’s criteria and are compatible with this property and other properties in the 
Corner ADC District, and that the BAR approves the application as submitted, except that 
the site wall be replaced to match existing, and that all lamping be equal to or lower than 
3500k to produce a warm color. Lahendro seconded. Approved (8-1 with Miller opposed). 

 
As far as the question of what the BAR wants exactly, I will let Jeff speak with you on that matter. 
 
Best, 
Tim Lasley 
 

From: Tom Ross <tnross@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, June 19, 2019 4:19 PM 
To: Lasley, Timothy G <lasleyt@charlottesville.org> 
Cc: Werner, Jeffrey B <wernerjb@charlottesville.org> 
Subject: Re: BAR Action ‐ June 18, 2019 ‐ 129 Chancellor Street 

 
** WARNING: This email has originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.** 

 
Hi Tim and Jeff, 
 
Has anyone in Charlottesville built this type of wall within the past 10 years...so we can see exactly what the BAR wants?   
 
If so, could you provide a specific building(s) or address(s) in Charlottesville that we can take a look at? 
 
Thanks, 
 
Tom Ross 
 
 
On Wednesday, June 19, 2019 03:57:20 PM EDT, Lasley, Timothy G <lasleyt@charlottesville.org> wrote:  
 
 

June 19, 2019 
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Certificate of Appropriateness  

BAR 19-06-04 

129 Chancellor Street 

Tax Parcel 090134000 

Beta Psi Housing Corporation, Owner/Tom Ross, Applicant 

Front Yard Renovations and Retaining Wall Replacement 

  

Dear Applicant, 

  

The above referenced project was discussed before a meeting of the City of Charlottesville Board of Architectural Review (BAR) on 
June 18, 2019. The following action was taken: 

  

Motion: Schwarz moved having considered the standards set forth within the City Code, including City 
Design Guidelines for Site Design and Elements, and Rehabilitations, I move to find that the proposed 
retaining wall replacement, stair, walk and patio pavers satisfy the BAR’s criteria and are compatible with 
this property and other properties in the Corner ADC District, and that the BAR approves the application as 
submitted, except that the site wall be replaced to match existing, and that all lamping be equal to or lower 
than 500k to produce a warm color. Lahendro seconded. Approved (8-1 with Miller opposed). 

  

If you would like to hear the specifics of the discussion, the meeting video is on-line at: 

http://charlottesville.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=2&clip_id=1370 

  

This certificate of appropriateness shall expire in 18 months (December 18, 2020), unless within that time period you have either: been 
issued a building permit for construction of the improvements if one is required, or if no building permit is required, commenced the 
project. You may request an extension of the certificate of appropriateness before this approval expires for one additional year for 
reasonable cause. 

  

If you have any questions, please contact either myself, or Jeff Werner at 434-970-3130 or wernerjb@charlottesville.org. 

  

Sincerely yours, 

Tim Lasley 
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-- 

Tim Lasley 

Acting Assistant Historic Preservation and Design Planner 

City of Charlottesville | Neighborhood Development Services 

University of Virginia | Class of 2020 

School of Architecture 

  

Phone: (434)-970-3398 

Email: lasleyt@charlottesville.org 
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE 
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW 
STAFF REPORT  
June 18, 2019 
 
Certificate of Appropriateness Application  
BAR 19-06-04 
129 Chancellor Street 
Tax Parcel 090134000 
Beta Psi Housing Corporation, Owner/Tom Ross, Applicant 
Front Yard Renovations and Retaining Wall Replacement 
 

   
 
Background 
Constructed in 1906, the Woods House is a contributing structure within the Corner ADC District. This 
two-story Colonial Revival detailed house has historically been a rental property and fraternity housing. 
(Historic survey is attached.) 
 
Application 
Applicant submitted: 
• The Grow Company submittal dated May 28, 2019: Existing conditions (dated May 31, 2019), 

schematic site plan, planting plan, proposed materials, adjacent brick walls, and adjacent concrete 
curbing. 

 
Request to: 
• Replace existing concrete retaining wall with a brick retaining wall with bond and material similar to 

that at 127 Chancellor Street.  
• Remove and reconstruct the concrete stair [at the wall]. New stair to be wider and have bluestone 

treads and brick risers.  
• At front yard, replace concrete walk with bluestone pavers set on a concrete base and on adjacent 

yard area install [dry set] bluestone pavers with pea gravel joints and brick edging.  
• Install four benches on new bluestone patio area. 
 
Discussion 
Staff finds that contextually the retaining wall replacement seems appropriate for the wall’s size, seeing 
that the concrete curb walls that surround the property are minimal compared to the proposed retaining 
wall. However, the BAR should discuss the appropriateness of replacing the existing concrete wall with a 
brick retaining wall, since this wall appears to have historically a concrete or parged CMU wall.  
 
Staff finds all patio alterations and modifications appropriate, although staff recommends that all patio 
and recessed lighting’s color temperature be equal to or below 3000k. 
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Suggested Motions 
Approval: Having considered the standards set forth within the City Code, including City Design 
Guidelines for Site Design and Elements, and Rehabilitations, I move to find that the proposed retaining 
wall replacement, stair, walk and patio pavers satisfy the BAR’s criteria and are compatible with this 
property and other properties in the Corner ADC District, and that the BAR approves the application as 
submitted.  
 
(or with the following modifications…)  
 
Denial: Having considered the standards set forth within the City Code, including City Design Guidelines 
for Site Design and Elements, and Rehabilitations, I move to find that the proposed retaining wall 
replacement, stair, walk and patio pavers do not satisfy the BAR’s criteria and are not compatible with 
this property and other properties in the Downtown ADC District, and that the BAR denies the 
application as submitted, for the following reasons…. 
 
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;  
(5) 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; 
(7) Any applicable provisions of the City’s Design Guidelines. 

 
Pertinent Guidelines on Site Design and Elements 
B. PLANTINGS 
Plantings are a critical part of the historic appearance of the residential sections of Charlottesville’s 
historic districts. The character of the plantings often changes within each district’s sub-areas as well as 
from district to district. Many properties have extensive plantings in the form of trees, foundation 
plantings, shrub borders, and flowerbeds. Plantings are limited in commercial areas due to minimal 
setbacks. 

1) Encourage the maintenance and planting of large trees on private property along the streetfronts, 
which contribute to the “avenue” effect. 

2) Generally, use trees and plants that are compatible with the existing plantings in the 
neighborhood. 

3) Use trees and plants that are indigenous to the area. 
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4) Retain existing trees and plants that help define the character of the district, especially street trees 
and hedges. 

5) Replace diseased or dead plants with like or similar species if appropriate. 
6) When constructing new buildings, identify and take care to protect significant existing trees and 

other plantings. 
7) Choose ground cover plantings that are compatible with adjacent sites, existing site conditions, 

and the character of the building. 
8) Select mulching and edging materials carefully and do not use plastic edgings, lava, crushed rock, 

unnaturally colored mulch or other historically unsuitable materials. 
 
C. WALLS AND FENCES 
There is a great variety of fences and low retaining walls in Charlottesville’s historic districts, particularly 
the historically residential areas. While most rear yards and many side yards have some combination of 
fencing and landscaped screening, the use of such features in front yards varies. Materials may relate to 
materials used on the structures on the site and may include brick, stone, wrought iron, wood pickets, or 
concrete. 

1) Maintain existing materials such as stone walls, hedges, wooden picket fences, and wrought-iron 
fences. 

2) When a portion of a fence needs replacing, salvage original parts for a prominent location. 
3) Match old fencing in material, height, and detail. 
4) If it is not possible to match old fencing, use a simplified design of similar materials and height. 
5) For new fences, use materials that relate to materials in the neighborhood. 
6) Take design cues from nearby historic fences and walls. 
7) Chain-link fencing, split rail fences, and vinyl plastic fences should not be used. 
8) Traditional concrete block walls may be appropriate. 
9) Modular block wall systems or modular concrete block retaining walls are strongly discouraged 

but may be appropriate in areas not visible from the public right-of-way. 
10) If street-front fences or walls are necessary or desirable, they should not exceed four (4) feet in 

height from the sidewalk or public right-of-way and should use traditional materials and design. 
11) Residential privacy fences may be appropriate in side or rear yards where not visible from the 

primary street. 
12) Fences should not exceed six (6) feet in height in the side and rear yards. 
13) Fence structures 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 a 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. 

16) Retaining walls should respect the scale, materials and context of the site and adjacent 
properties. 

17) Respect the existing conditions of the majority of the lots on the street in planning new 
construction or a rehabilitation of an existing site. 

 
E. WALKWAYS & DRIVEWAYS 
Providing circulation and parking for the automobile on private sites can be a challenging task, 
particularly on smaller lots and on streets that do not accommodate parking. The use of appropriate 
paving materials in conjunction with strategically placed plantings can help reinforce the character of 
each district while reducing the visual impact of driveways. 

1) Use appropriate traditional paving materials like brick, stone, and scored concrete. 
2) Concrete pavers are appropriate in new construction, and may be appropriate in site renovations, 

depending on the context of adjacent building materials, and continuity with the surrounding site 
and district. 
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3) Gravel or stone dust may be appropriate, but must be contained. 
4) Stamped concrete and stamped asphalt are not appropriate paving materials. 
5) Limit asphalt use to driveways and parking areas. 
6) Place driveways through the front yard only when no rear access to parking is available. 
7) Do not demolish historic structures to provide areas for parking. 
8) Add separate pedestrian pathways within larger parking lots, and provide crosswalks at vehicular 

lanes within a site. 
 
Pertinent Guidelines for Rehabilitations 
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 decorative elements incompatible with the existing structure. 
9) In general, avoid adding a new entrance to the primary facade, or facades visible from the street. 
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) Original door openings should not be filled in. 
14) When possible, reuse hardware and locks that are original or important to the historical evolution 

of the building. 
15) Avoid substituting the original doors with stock size doors that do not fit the opening properly or 

are not compatible with the style of the building. 
16) Retain transom windows and sidelights. 
17) When installing storm or screen doors, ensure that they relate to the character of the existing door. 

a) They should be a simple design where lock rails and stiles are similar in placement and size. 
b) Avoid using aluminum colored storm doors. 
c) If the existing storm door is aluminum, consider painting it to match the existing door. 
d) Use a zinc chromate primer before painting to ensure adhesion. 
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NOTES:
				1.		Bluestone	walkway	set	on	concrete	base.	Mortar	joints.
			2.		Bluestone	patio	dry	laid	with	gravel	joints.
			3.		Brick	edging	around	patio	area	set	in	mortar	base.
			4.		Brick	retaining	wall	(with	brick	caps)	to	match	existing	brick	types	found	in	
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for	all	steps,	to	make	steps	uniform	in	dimension.
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Tressie E. Daniels 
150 Chancellor Street 

Charlottesville, VA 22903 
 

Board of Architectural Review       June 10, 2019 
City of Charlottesville, Virginia 
 
 
Dear Board of Architectural Review, 

My name is Tressie Daniels and I am the House Director and Property Manager of the Delta 
Zeta Sorority house at 150 Chancellor Street across the street from the Sigma Alpha Mu 
property at 129 Chancellor St. 

I am writing to you regarding the request of the Sigma Alpha Mu Fraternity house at 129 
Chancellor Street, the proposal to do upgrades and renovations to the front of their property. 

I understand there has been some concern on the part of the Board of Architectural Review as 
to the materials they wish to use for their project. 

I have reviewed the plans on the renovations they are applying for and find them to be a 
wonderful improvement to their property and to the esthetics of Chancellor Street overall. 

I have done a little investigating on my own by extensively driving through the Rugby Road 
Historic Area and I saw a significant number more brick retaining walls than concrete ones. I 
also saw more rock walls than concrete walls.  

I understand and respect your responsibilities to maintain the historic preservation of 
properties in Charlottesville, however, The University of Virginia is a beast all its own and due to 
housing requirements, there is sometimes a need to find compromise with the B.A.R. 

In reviewing all information at hand for this project, I feel you should allow it to continue as 
planned. It will be a major improvement to the neighborhood and keeping well enough within 
historic guidelines to maintain the historic integrity of the property. 

Respectively Submitted, 

Tressie E. Daniels 

House Director and Property Manager 

Lambda Delta Chapter of Delta Zeta Sorority (For Delta Zeta National Housing Corp) 

150 Chancellor St, Charlottesville VA 22903 

Email: tressiedenise@gmail.com 

mailto:tressiedenise@gmail.com


 

Cynthia Milton 

136 Chancellor St 

Charlottesville VA 22903 

 

Board of Architectural Review         June 7, 2019 

City of Charlottesville, Virginia 

 

Dear City of Charlottesville Board of Architectural Review, 

We, the Beta Alpha Chapter of Kappa Delta Sorority House Corporation, own the property at 136 Chancellor 
Street, directly across the street from the Sigma Alpha Mu property at 129 Chancellor Street. We have 
reviewed the schematic plans for a new retaining wall, yard, and steps and strongly support them based on 
several factors.  

The structures themselves are beautiful and tactful and the design will fit seamlessly into the architecture of 
similar structures in the area around Rugby Road, Madison Lane and Chancellor Street. The design appears to 
be timeless and will look as if it has always been present on that site. We support the brick facade and feel 
that the overall design will enhance the streetscape and improve the value of the surrounding properties.  

The current home, while longstanding at this address, has obviously had some shifting and cracking occur in 
the retaining walls and has significant damage to the walkways. The new design is a logical visual “upgrade” to 
the old, brittle concrete that obviously has been strained beyond its intended lifespan. We presume that the 
brick color will be as close to the color of the existing house as possible so that it won’t read as “too new” or as 
an afterthought. 

Our home is the closest in proximity to the Sigma Alpha Mu proposed construction. We realize that there will 
be a period of tolerance during construction, but we look forward to the final product and are confident that it 
will be a beautiful complement to our block of Chancellor Street. 

 

Sincerely, 

Cynthia Milton 

President 

Beta Alpha Chapter of Kappa Delta Sorority House Corporation 

136 Chancellor St, Charlottesville VA 22903 

Email: cindyr.milton@gmail.com 

mailto:cindyr.milton@gmail.com
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Lasley, Timothy G

From: Tom Ross <tnross@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2019 12:09 PM
To: Lasley, Timothy G
Subject: Re: BAR Submittal Receipt - Sigma Alpha Mu - 129 Chancellor St
Attachments: 127 Chancellor Street_Historic Survey - 1980.pdf

** WARNING: This email has originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.** 

 
Hi Tim, 
 
I wanted to follow-up on with a couple more houses that show a variety of retaining walls on Chancellor St: 
 
1 - The attached Historical Survey of 127 Chancellor St includes a photo from 1980...showing a stone retaining wall with 
the splayed opening from the sidewalk to the front steps.  The stone wall was eventually replaced with the existing brick 
wall. 
 
2 - 150 Chancellor St - Google Street View - The current photo also shows the existing low stone retaining wall, 
 
Tom Ross 
 
 
 
 
On Wednesday, May 29, 2019 06:49:19 PM EDT, Tom Ross <tnross@yahoo.com> wrote:  
 
 
Tim, 
 
Thanks, 
 
Tom Ross 
 
 
On Wednesday, May 29, 2019 05:05:23 PM EDT, Lasley, Timothy G <lasleyt@charlottesville.org> wrote:  
 
 

Dear Applicant, 

  

This is to confirm receipt of your COA application for 129 Chancellor Street and that it has been put on the Board of 
Architectural Review Agenda for June 18, 2019.  To allow city staff, the BAR, and members of the public adequate time to 
review the materials and prepare for the meeting, no revisions to the application will be accepted after 4:00 pm on June 
11, 2019.  Furthermore, in its review of your application, the BAR will only use the plans and drawings submitted prior to 
June 18, 2019; no new or revised plans or drawings will be accepted at the meeting. You may bring to the meeting 
material samples, photos, etc., however these will be reviewed and considered only at the BAR’s discretion. 

  



2

The June BAR Agenda will be e-mailed to you when finalized.  At the meeting, an applicant is allowed up to ten minutes to 
make a presentation. Following the BAR’s discussion, and before the vote, the applicant is allowed up to three minutes to 
respond, for the purpose of clarification. 

  

Also, if you have not already done so, in addition to the ten paper copies applicants must provide digital copy of the 
application materials. 

  

If you have any questions, please let me know! 

  

Best, 

Tim Lasley 

  

-- 

Tim Lasley 

Acting Assistant Historic Preservation and Design Planner 

City of Charlottesville | Neighborhood Development Services 

University of Virginia | Class of 2020 

School of Architecture 

  

Phone: (434)-970-3398 

Email: lasleyt@charlottesville.org 
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Lasley, Timothy G

From: Tom Ross <tnross@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 13, 2019 2:30 PM
To: Werner, Jeffrey B; Lasley, Timothy G; Cabell Cox; Howard Siegel
Subject: Sigma Alpha Mu - Front Yard Project - 129 Chancellor St

** WARNING: This email has originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.** 

 
Hi All, 
 
We also reached out to the University of Virginia Office of the Architect for their advice on a new brick 
retaining wall versus a new concrete retaining wall.  Both Brian Hogg and Helen Wilson allowed us to 
pass along their expertise and advice.  Here are their comments: 
 
1 - From Brian Hogg, Senior Historic Preservation Planner, "These walls must almost all post-date the 
construction of the buildings. The concrete is less a character defining feature than a sign of 
expedience and low budget when the street was widened sometime in the past. There’s enough 
variety on the street that changing from concrete to brick won’t diminish its character."  

2 - From Helen Wilson, Senior Landscape Architect, "That concrete finish quality, especially on 
vertical surfaces, is very difficult to achieve locally.  Brick quality is much easier to achieve.  To 
achieve an historic appearance with the concrete, it will need to be finished, and that craftsmanship 
seems to be lacking in our area." 

Please let me know if you think this is helpful.  Thanks, 

Tom Ross, President 

Beta Psi Housing Corporation 

 



Lambda Gamma of Chi Omega  
HOUSE CORPORATION 
123 Chancellor Street, Charlottesville, VA 22903 
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Holly Stancil 
Vice President 
 
Sarah Tesoriere 
Secretary 

	
  
	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
   	
  	
   June	
  17,	
  2019	
  
	
  
	
  
Dear	
  City	
  of	
  Charlottesville	
  Board	
  of	
  Architectural	
  Review,	
  
	
  
The	
  Lambda	
  Gamma	
  of	
  Chi	
  Omega	
  House	
  Corporation	
  owns	
  the	
  
property	
  at	
  123	
  Chancellor	
  Street.	
  Tom	
  Ross	
  of	
  the	
  Beta	
  Psi	
  Housing	
  
Corporation	
  has	
  shared	
  with	
  us	
  the	
  schematic	
  plans	
  for	
  a	
  new	
  
retaining	
  wall,	
  yard,	
  and	
  steps	
  for	
  the	
  Sigma	
  Alpha	
  Mu	
  house	
  at	
  129	
  
Chancellor	
  Street.	
  We	
  are	
  in	
  full	
  support	
  of	
  the	
  brick	
  retaining	
  wall	
  as	
  
proposed,	
  both	
  for	
  its	
  aesthetic	
  appeal	
  and	
  the	
  consistency	
  it	
  will	
  
bring	
  to	
  the	
  Chancellor	
  Street/Madison	
  Lane	
  neighborhood.	
  
	
  
The	
  plans	
  as	
  proposed	
  are	
  tasteful,	
  functional,	
  and	
  in	
  keeping	
  with	
  
the	
  surrounding	
  properties.	
  We	
  support	
  the	
  brick	
  facade	
  and	
  feel	
  that	
  
the	
  overall	
  design	
  will	
  enhance	
  the	
  streetscape	
  and	
  improve	
  the	
  value	
  
of	
  the	
  surrounding	
  properties.	
  We	
  feel	
  that	
  the	
  new	
  design	
  is	
  far	
  
preferable	
  to	
  the	
  existing	
  failing	
  concrete.	
  A	
  brick	
  retaining	
  wall	
  will	
  
be	
  a	
  better	
  match	
  with	
  the	
  house	
  and	
  its	
  neighboring	
  properties	
  and	
  
will	
  instantly	
  appear	
  as	
  if	
  it	
  were	
  part	
  of	
  the	
  original	
  design.	
  
	
  
The	
  property	
  owners	
  on	
  Chancellor	
  Street	
  work	
  together	
  to	
  maintain	
  
our	
  properties	
  in	
  a	
  way	
  that	
  honors	
  their	
  original	
  design	
  and	
  
historical	
  significance	
  while	
  serving	
  an	
  ever-­‐changing,	
  youthful	
  
population.	
  We	
  appreciate	
  your	
  partnership	
  as	
  we	
  work	
  to	
  ensure	
  
beautiful,	
  safe,	
  and	
  functional	
  housing	
  for	
  our	
  constituencies.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
	
  
Sincerely,	
  
	
  
Holly	
  Stancil	
  
Vice	
  President	
  
Lambda	
  Gamma	
  of	
  Chi	
  Omega	
  House	
  Corporation	
  
hollymstancil@gmail.com	
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