CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO:

Downtown Board of Architectural Review [DBAR]

FROM: Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Community Development <=..< .\W-

DATE: March 21, 1984

RE:

DBAR Meeing

The purpose of this memorandum is to inform you that the next DBAR Meeting
will be held on Tuesday, March 27, 1984, at 11:00 a.m., in the Community Development
Conference Room. We will be meeting to discuss a Certificate of Appropriateness
application for 100 West South Street. Please find attached the following information:

— An application for Certificate of Appropriateness.

— Copies of photographs of the building as it now exists.

— Sketches of the front and rear of the building showing proposed alterations.
— A Historic Landmark Survey sheet for this building.

The applicant proposes to convert this building into offices and residential
condominiums. Proposed alterations needing review by the Board include the following:

— Addition of windows to the secand and third story at the rear of the building.
— Changes to the central entrance and the replacement of the small roof over

the front doorways.
— Repainting the building a new color [color samples are available at our office

for your reviewl.

Please also find attached an agenda and the minutes of our last meeting. Should
you have any questions, please call me or Glenn Larson at 97(-3182.

GL /bgj
Attachments



MINUTES
CHARLOTTESVILLE DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
MARCH 27, 1984 - 11:00 A, M,
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONFERENCE ROOM

Present Absent
Jack Rinehart. Chairman John Allen

Michael Bednar, Vice-Chairman
Genevieve Keller

Stan Tatum

Carol Troxell

Staff Present

Satyendra Singh Huja
Glenn Larson

Mr. Rinehart called the meeting to order at !1:05 a.m. and called for consideration of the
minutes.

A, MINUTES

A motion was made by Mrs. Troxell, seconded by Mrs. Keller, for approval of March 2.
1984 minutes with correction of Mr. Troxell to Mrs. Troxell. The motion carried unanimously,

B. APPLICATIONS FOR CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS

1. DBAR 84-3-1 - C & O Warehouse
100 West South street
General Rehabilitation
Mrs. Roulhac Toledano. Applicant

Roulhac Toledana, the applicant, made a presentation of renovation plans using photo-
graphs and sketches.

The staff report recommended deferral of renovated elevation approvals pending sub-
mission of final detailed drawings.

The Board discussed various issues including facade calors, facade design, parking ares
along South Street, and canopy of materials.

A mation was made by Mr. Tatum, seconded by Mr. Bednar, for approval of Sierra Sand
color, Martin-Senour paint. for the main body of the building. This motion was subsequently

withdrawn.

A motion was made by Mrs, Troxell, seconded by Mr. Tatum, to apprave the conceptual
designs of the South elevation subject to submission of detajled drawings. The motion

carried unanimously.

C. OTHER ITEMS

2. DBAR BY-3-2 - 213 Second Street, S. E.
Construction of deck and fence

Ann Memory, the applicant, made a presentation of plans for a backyard improvement
plan, including a deck and fence.

Staff recommended approval of the deck and deferral of other items.



A motion was made by Mrs. Troxell, seconded by Mrs. Keller, for approval of rear
deck construction, according to plans submitted, subject to subsequent construction of
an approved fence within one year. The motion carried unanimously.

D. OTHER MATTERS BROUGHT BY THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE AGENDA

There were none.

E. CHAIRMEN'S REPORT

Mr. Rinehart regquested that for future meetings the staff should make a determination as
to whether the Board is conducting a preliminary hearing or a final approval,

F. BOARD MEMBERS REPORTS

There were none.

G. DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REPORT

Glenn Larson announced that a meeting in April was being set up with a representative
of the Virginia Landmarks Commission.

Mr. Huja pointed out that since this was a new Board, it should be careful to establish
proper precedent for submission requirements.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:35 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Michael Bednar, Secretary

Approved:

Jack Rinehart, Chairman

/bgj



MINUTES
CHARLOTTESVILLE DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW [DBAR)

March 2, 1984
Present Staff Present
John Allen Satyendra Huja
Michael Bednar Glenn Larson

Genevieve Keller
Jack Rinehart
Stan Tatum
Carol Troxell

General Discussion
Mr. Huja opened the meeting with a review of why the Downtown Board of Archi-

tectural Review was created. He explained the distinctions between the various historic
districts in Charlottesville, and went over the various responsibilities of the DBAR.
It was stressed that the DBAR should be objective in its review, weighing the economic
realities of rehabilitation with the need for historic preservation. He explained the
educational role of the DBAR, as well as how DBAR members need to be "watchdogs"
over changes to Downtown buildings that may need review.

In an election of officers, Mr. Bednar nominated Mr. Rinehart for the position
of Chairman. This nomination was seconded by Mr. Troxell. and approved unanimously.
Mr. Rinehart then nominated Mr. Bednar for the position of Vice-Chairman/Secretary.
This nomination was seconded by Mrs. Keller, and approved unanimously. It was also
agreed that the Board would meet at 11:00 a.m. every fourth Tuesday of the month.

The meeting adjourned at 4:15 p.m.



AGENDA

DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
MARCH 27, 1984 -- 11:00 P.M.
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONFERENCE ROOM

MINUTES
1. March 2, 1984 - Introductory Meeting
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
1. DBAR 84-1 --C & 0 Warehouse
--100 West South Street

--General Renovation
—--Roulbac Toledano, Applicant

OTHER ITEMS

OTHER MATTERS BROUGHT BY THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE AGENDA
CHAIRMAN'S REPORT

BOARD MEMBERS REPORTS

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REPORT



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
-DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

App!ication is herepy made for the property listed below for the issuance of
a Certificate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City

Code.

1. Address of Property Applied For: IOO Sou Hw SDT. WQ S—r—
2. Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent): ?em Q. %L_ gd@r AN O
3. Mailing Address of Applicant: ? O.PO\L ToT
CHaRLoTTESVIle, Up. 02902
4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Business) 77/‘305?7 (Home) 295 -% 7 7-5—

5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if necessary):

General:The approach to this rehabilitation is a conservative one with as little
alteration to the existing building and decorative details as possible to provide
residential use for the 2nd and 3rd levels and retail space at the lst level.Throughout
the cornice shall be repairedin place with new downspouts and gutters as needed
Existing plaster to be cleaned and painted. Existing windows on the front

and side elevation, which are a major architectural feature, shall be repaired

in place and reglazed where broken. These windows are 6 over 6 wood double hung
windows, 36 x 64.

South Street Facade:All windows and three exisiting warehouse wood doors and other
fenestration to remain as is, along with extant steps. The central 10 panel warehouse
loading door with overlight (7' x 7') to be split down the middle between panels (3'6"
each side)to create solid shuttets or panelled reveals opening inward, with a
recessed double door within, not visible from the street.Staps of concrete with

¢ riset W}{Tldtﬁdms i of doors (7 feet plus 18 inches either side for a low concrete
retaining wall.) Steps to be similar in concept to existing steps on West end of the
South Street facade. Front overhang:Existing front overhang frame to remain. The 2 x 4

PAINT CHIPS,4 8 x 10 PHOTOGRAPHS SHOWING FRONT FACADE, EXISTING FRONT STEPS, 1ST
STREET ELEVATION,REAR ELEVATION WITH NEW WINDOWS (6)at second and (6) at third levels
INDICATED. SNAPSHOTS OF NEIGHBORHOOD.

7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes _) No . (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-
ateness does not ‘assure certification of rehabilitation work for Federal
historic preservation tax incentives.) ’

I hereby attest that the information I have provided is, to the best of my
knowledge, correct.

Signature of Owner or Agent: (EE;¢¢ZQQ?Q,£? bZ;égééQg%;o Date:

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
Received By: ,}4S£lf——- ;z{i*yr--—~ Approved: Date:

Date: 2/ 2o /e Disapproved: Date:

DCD 3/9/84



rafters of which four remain at East end, will be replaced to continue the existing
East end appearance. Tongue and groove boards, perhaps beaded to be placed on top

of rafters.These will be visible upon entering building, and shall be painted.
Evidence indicates that tar paper was originally placed on top with mopped tar surface
painted aluminum color to reflect light. That can be done or grey rolled asphault

roofing may be applied. _
First Street Elevation: No alterations or replacements except general stabalization of

all existing features.

Rear Elevation: The rear elevation, facing the railroad track has two loading doors,
two small square windows at the first level and three windows each at the 2nd and
2rd levels. These windows are 36"x71" of heavy steel frame and chicken wire glass.
They open in with chain pulls. Judging from the frames and the wall penetration, the
windows post date the building. This South Street elevation provides a potential
means to introduce an aesthetically pleasing view of the mountains and to provide cross
ventilation and fresh air for the proposed living quarters on the 2nd and 3rd levels.
The rear elevation is bo be articulated at the 2nd and 3rd level by the introducition
of 6 additional windows of the same size as the present openings and aligned with them.
The 6 new windows and 3 replacement windows for existing openings to be wood,

one over one, thermopane, double hung windows. The rhythm of the fenestration to be
adjusted to exiding openings and resemble that of the First Street elevation in
groupings of 2-3-3. The decision to use one over one double hung wood windows was
based on air and heat and ventilation needsas well as a desire to get a full view of
the mountains and greenery, introducing some open air enviroment into an otherwise
urban, commercial and sometimes mutilated street scene. The windows are to be double
glazed for sound insulation as well as climate control. They are wood because of the
residertial use of the windows. Thematically one over one windows tie the elevations
together since there are one over one wood windows at the first level on the First
Street elevation.

Paint: Building to be painted a warm tone with cadmium red, yellow as well as sienng
and umber. Matin Senour or similar quality top of the line masonry paint 1)

Waverly 2-17 or 2)Valencia 2-18 or a light ochre hue 1)Mango 36-6 2)meteor (my

four children would like to see samples of these, since they will have to live in
the warehouse) Woodwork, cornice and pilasters to be white or parchment, thus
emphasizing the classical elements of the structure and articulating the restrained
decorative detail of the neo classic revival warehouse.

Outside Seating area: Twelve feet of hollow tile wall to be removed, from the window
sill level to the cornice line (ceiling height) at the 2nd and 3rd level to introduce
a roofed (covered) gallery or terrace, corrsponding within the building to space
deliniated by a large load bearing wood beam and two pine columns or pillars. The
introduction of an outside sitting area or fresh air space is thought to be essential
to the marketing of the residential spaces since there is no courtyard, garden or
outside space on the property. Owners made an effort to locate and puchase vacant
space in the vicinity to create nearby or visible amenities such as landscaping,

a green area or outside seating, but were unsuccessful. The rear elevation of

the building is not mutilated by removal of the hollow tile nat the window sill

level upward because it may be infilled easily at "any future time.

Rear First Level (Railroad elevation)One loading door 7' wide to the West to be divided
in two to act as service entrance for commercial area. Two small windows to remain as
is, glazed with one piece of glass each. East side service entrance with loading

door to be divided in two. Half to be garbage disposal door leading to refuse room
within. Half to be used as code required egress door. Since the property terminates

at the edge of the building, the egress stair leading from the rear of the building
towards the ground level atrium walk around, will be recessed into the building. The
first rise will be flush with the face of the building, thence receding inward.

Steps to be approximately 3'6''wide.
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IDENTIFICATION BASE DATA
Street Address: 100 South Street, West Historic Name: Albemarla Grocery Co. Yarehouse
Map and Parcel: 28-102 Date/Period: 1916
Census Track & 8lock: 1-219 Style: No identifiable style

Height to Cornice:

Q0 Railway, inc.
Height in Stories: 3

[}

Present Owner: C

Address:
i Present Use: C & 0 Warehouse Present Zoning: M=
Qriginal Qwner: Hollis Rinehart Land Arez {sq.ft.): |4, qgo
’ Assessed vValue (‘and ~ imp. 395 &60

Wholesale Grocary

o v e PR

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

The Albemarla Grocary Companyv Warenouse axhibits no identifiable style, unlass one cculd say the nresence of
nilaster-liks niers and classical styie ccrnice indicate a Colonial Revival influence. The building fills

corner of First and South Stre2ts lying between South Straer and the railroad
tracks, creating a form squars on zhree sides but conforming on the fourth o the run of the tracks. A basically
industrial building, the structura 3hows a Tour-bay ''facade'' along South Street, three storeys in height. Wide
niers define tie cornars witn narrowar ones Yetween bays. Three bSays of the ground floor consist of loading

bays with continuous loading dock. A shed roof covers the dock. Construction is masonry covered with stucco,
sainted light grev. Pairad windows, six-over-six-light sash type, ars centered in each bay at second and third
Strae: =‘evation are scmewhat randomly piaced. A large, classical
the alevations.

Original Use:-

the entire lot oan the south-west

floor levels. Windocws 2n other than the 3outh
style entaolature on a saracet ~all 2ncircles the teco of al

[

xR .o,

" HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION

Y

On March 5, '915, A.P. walker divided into two parcels and sold the lot he had purchased a mere two weaks before

from RLP. Yalentine {(JB23-i32). The lot on the south-west corner of South and First 3:ireets, the larger of the

mwo, was sought 3y doliis Rinshart (0823-3C3), whose deed noted an agr2ament fo share 3 commen pariy wall with

the purchaser of the acdjoining lot. Tax recards of 1917 show the nctation suilcing added, with a new assessment IR

for Suildings of $12,303. in dugust 1919, the Albemarle Grocery lompany scugnt tne warehouss that Rinehart had

constructad 0B8-33-211}. Merzing in 1229 with the Michis Srocery Zcmoanv, Albemariz Irocery cecame the Albemarle-

Michis Comcany 3nd continuad i3 2oeration from this warehouse anc the one ag;cinirg. The present owner, ne 5
2n3 3nio Rallway Comoany acught the building from Albemarle-Michie in July 1353 [08214-307. L

Crhesaceane

J
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CITy GF CHARLGT 2% "
APPLICATIG: FOR CERTIFICATE ¢: . i n&IATLRISS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTU.. . AN

-DOWRTOL: BOARD OF ARCHITLC % . REVIEK

Application is hereby made for the property listed below for the issuance of
a Certificate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City
Code.

1. Address of Property Applied For: DN?Dy ool :\X o\ T, - J9 90/
2. Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent): D A Y <A

X

3. Mailing Address of Applicant: TS i Cos aNY L

4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Business) </ 353 ¥ (Home) 2 <& - 7659

5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if necessary):

<\ AQC\-,‘ Qé\lbnf\(\ -5‘—\:\.1__ AD D \chq,,\k‘ \/\'ch\\‘b ;,:Xv' X\"'n““‘-
N o oo -~ Q__. (P, \\ \(bQ__, \{bu\\\v— Q‘\\"“ QTQ.‘D%MWQ" &'\c'e_.m\‘ Qé \’0005\ ;
i—\“\’\b- Qe e sions —aN\\ \ne N/ 27 %\ Qr SN SAREEE
Lx'QV\C_e_* Q\o«—\o\ 3\—\:\4._, "(\o'v\'\\ef‘ . wig\ﬁ-ch CL\(\Q\ o

o\(\oc:\. QQQ_\_\O{\ OX- \—\\_L_. Qc.o&?\e-r‘(\ \{bobﬂ-t\é\a\rlf%

o~ GQ\ \TB;LJ C o é\kﬁf-c>\~eéh . ._Y5w~m__\:xgkiw”»c_fg__ \FV“»CKAJ\ <?<3AF\C\fL_

SN e C\;f\\v Necow— 3 Na W el N\ wao c>>& WER

Te&wros o~ ~r“\c:\r~»-¢‘c;\\

6. List of Enclosures:

7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes v~ No . (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-
ateness does not assure certification ofirehabilitation work for Federal
historic preservation tax incentives.)

I hereby attest that the information I have provided is, to the best of my
knowledge, correct.

Signature of Owner or Agent: %W ‘//)/Wc,cz/c,c// Date: el D0, 177
4 7
FOR OFFICE USE ONLYY

Received By: %3,@/\”%/‘06\/—“ Approved: Date:

Date: 3/¢(sr/g/t{ Disapproved: Date:

DCD  3/9/84



CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO: Board of Architectural Review

FROM: Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Community Development =~ .<=.\\.

DATE: March 20. 1984
RE: Case #I65 — Alterations to Propased CAARC Facilities at 517 Park Street

Please find attached. for your consideration of the above item, the following:

-- A photocopy of the approved walkway ta Parkway.

— A photocopy of the proposed revision to remove that walkway.

— A photocopy of the approved steps and entrance way on the Parkway elevation.
-— A photocopy of the proposed alteration to that elevation.

The architect informs us that the ariginal intent to have a center doorway was
based on the proposal to introduce a new pedestrian access off of Parkway via new
steps and a sidewalk. They have decided that this access is unnecessary for functional
reasons and are requesting approval of the following changes. Staff has no objection
to the proposed changes since it creates less of an impact on the Parkway elevation

and the wall.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me or Ron Higgins at 97!-3182.
Thank you.

RLH/bgj
Attachments
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CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO:

FROM:
DATE:

RE:

Board of Architectural Review
Satyendra Singh Huja. Director of Planning and Community Development <. = W,

March 20, 1984

Case #132 — Paint Calors for the Proposed Additions/Alterations to 408-410 Park 5t.

Please find attached, for your consideration of the above item, the following:

— A letter dated March 7, 1984 from M. Jack Rinehart. Jr. to Mr. Neil R. Ackley
which outlines in detail! the proposed colars for the above referenced project.

The architect has informed us that since your reapproval of the proposed connectiaon

from the bank to this building. the developers have decided to apply for tax reformat benefits
for the proposed construction and alterations. The colors which are being proposed have been
discussed with the State Landmarks Commission's architect, Mr. Doug Harnsberger, and he

has no problem with them.

The numbers encircled an the attached letter are keyed to the actual paint samples

which we will have in our office untit the meeting and which will be available at the meeting
for your review.

If you have any questions or wish to review the color samples. please feel free to

contact me or Ron Higgins at 871-3182. Thank you.

RLH/bgj
Attachment



@ ©® 0P o

M. JACK RINEHART, JR.

ARCHITECT

MEMBER OF THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS

March 7, 1984

Mr. Neil R. Ackley
R. E. Lee & Son, Inc.
P. 0. Box 7226

Charlottesville, Virginia

22906

Subject: Gilmer House Renovation
United Virginia Bankshares

Dear Neil:

Please note the following color selections for the subject building that
I am recommending to the Architectural Review Board for their final
approval. If you must proceed prior to their approval please proceed
with only one coat (whether the primer, or the first coat).

Existing Building

Painted brick cornice,
window trim and (2) rear
and side doors:

Porch Ceilings:

Iron Railings:

Stucco:

Front Doors:

Connecting Covered Walk

Roof:

Columns, fascia, and
rafters (staining before
ceiling added):

407 WATER STREET. CHARLOTTESVILLE. VIRGINIA 22901

Bracken House Biscuit W81-1064 by Martin
Senour lightened by adding white to the
value of Y352W Ceylon Ivory by Pratt and
Lambert.

Navajo White by Benjamin Moore.
Gloss Black

To be selected to match bxrick when completed.

Chowning's Tavern Brown W85-1070 by Martin
Senour.

s

Light Red Tin-0-Lin by Calbar (to match
existing metal roof at bank buildings).

IM11 Olympic Opaque Stain (to match existing
fencing at bank parking lot). '

TELEPHONE 804/295-7128



Mr. Neil R. Ackley
page 2
March 7, 1984

Ceiling (pre-stain prior ¥352W Ceylon Ivory stain by Pratt and Lambert.
to installation):

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Jack Rinehart, Jr.
JR/rb

cc: John M. McElwee
JAzctritectural Review Board



CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO: Board of Architectural Review

FROM: Satyendra Singh Huja. Director of Planning and Community Development —< ~= \\ -

DATE: March 20, 1984

RE: Case #93 — Reapproval of Addition to 433 North First Street

Flease find attached, for your consideration of the above item, the following:

— An application for Certificate of Appropriateness,
—A South elevation showing the proposed additions .
~—An east elevation showing the proposed additions.
—A perspective drawing from the south-east.

A similar addition. approved in October of 1979, was never constructed. Mr. &
Mrs. Bell plans to begin construction on this addition in April, if possible. The
major changes proposed in this scheme involved the hipped roof instead of a shed
roof and the re-use of double-home windaws instead of new casement windows.

Mr. Bell will be asked to attend to answer any questions you may have. If you

need further information until then. please feel free to contact me or Ron Higgins
at 871-3182. Thank you.

RLH/sdd

Attachments



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
-DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

Application is hereby made for the property listed below for the issuance of
a Certificate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City

Code.
433 Nerfn ARE Shaedi™

Mad el oned iy 3t

1. Address of Property Applied For:

2. Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent):

3. Mailing Address of Applicant: o abne

4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Business) 424y 354 (Home) 193 3%¥4§

5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if necessary):

T stovy ddal fo 1y < bk, BTy st o S5 Gz 5

e f?:j Flwy w conaist < b ob foan aasd Gk ’ fﬁ4_5c¢am4( o éedrzwnq/sfudi;

The desiin 5 grwular do e I)vvpc.)«;»( Wepdle Lin Sk vMWcmm(« Celtfrate
v Wigo¥ clatiged quL fhe bipp e VS GWT@( recaed d,ou,bte_dww?

A Mfynu(ﬁw“ ' ‘ . il
g'\‘ﬁnga o P e FWY)L’HL\: Celovg @) Exishie Eace .

6. List of Enclosures: ¢ ¢leibion
¢ . eeynlinn

pews {ww‘. ve AV a

7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes ‘No L . (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-
ateness does not assure certification of rehabilitation work for Federal
historic preservation tax incentives.) :

I hereby attest that the information I have provided is, to the best of my
knowledge, correct.

Signature of Owner or Agent:

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Approved: Date:

f)rcxl\ /6‘ / ng Disapproved: _  Date:

Received By:

Date:

DCD 3/9/84
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CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

Board of Architectural Review

Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Community Development = =N

March 20, 1984

Case #184 — Painting and Alterations to 1118 East Market Street

Please find attached for your consideration of the above item, the foliowing:

—An application for Certificate of Appropriateness.

—A drawing of the building from the northwest.

—1982 Historic Landmarks Sheet,
Mr. Gilmer has provided us with a pastel drawing of the building with exterior
colars shown. He has also provided us with paint samples and specifications on
the proposed colors. These, of course, will be made available at the meeting for
your review and action. Mr, Gilmer has told us that he also plans to replace the
rotted gutters and downspouts, most of which has long since been removed. Other
work is involving the replacement of same windows which are beyond repair.
However, these will be wooden double home windows to match the old ones.

By copy of this memorandum we will ask Mr, Gilmer to be present to answer any

guestions you may have. If you need further information before then, please feel
free to contact me or Ron Higgins at 871-3182. Thank you.

RLH/sdd 5

Attachments



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
-DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

Application is hereby made for the property listed below for the issuance of
a Certificate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City

Code.

1. Address of Property Applied For: 1118 Fast Market Street

2. Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent):George Gilmer, Jr.

3. Mailing Address of Applicant: 414 Park Street, Suite D

Charleottesville, Virginia 22901

4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Business) 295-3556 (Home) 973-3420

5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if necessary):

Renovation of old house, converting inside to three separate offices, i
leaving to outside of building in original state, except for paint emmgasstess
and roof.

6. List of Enclosures:
Pastel drawing of building with the exterior colors.

7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes No x_. (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-
ateness does not assure certification of rehabilitation work for Federal
historic .preservation tax incentives.)

I hereby attest that the information I have provided is, to the best of my
knowledge, correct.

-

[758 *

5

Signature of Owner or Agent: e ek Date: '/ _..

—
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Received By: ~<;Z - Approved: Date:

A
Date: ,A—r-J\ /% /%8{7/ Disapproved:  Date:

DCD 3/9/84
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1118 East ‘arket Street HISTORIC NAME @ e Willow Cottage House
DATE / PERIOD . c. 1855-57, ¢. 1871-75

STREET ADDRESS:
MAP & PARCEL. 54-130

CENSUS TRACT AND BLOCK: 3-202 STYLE .| Vemacular
PRESENT ZONING: M-1 and M-2 HEIGHT (to cornice) OR STORIES ™ I storevs )
ORIGINAL OWNER . DIMENSIONS AND LAND AREA  103.1' x 300" (50,930 sq. £t.)
ORIGINAL U$E; Residence CONDITION : Fair

PRESENT USE: Rental Property (3 apartments) SURVEYOR : Bibb

futiila 8. BHOEn DATE OF SURVEY Spring 1980

SOURCES: City/County Records
Sanborn Map Co. - 1896

Martin J. Romanac {rental agent;

PRESENT OWNER & ra )
ADDRESS | ¢/0 3. P. Chamberlain

224 Court Square
Charlottesville, Virginia

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTICN

“his house is a vernacular interpretation of the Greek Revival stvle which was modernized during the Victerian
era. It 1s a two-storey, three-bay, single pile Virginia I-house, with a one-storey addition across the bazk naking
the rirst level double pile. A semi-octagonal pavillion was later added at the westemn end of the rear wing, proiect-
ing bevond the original section. The house is set on a low foundation. Construction is of brick laid in 3-course
American bond with penciled mortar joints still visible on the porches. It has a low-pitched hip roof coversd with
standing-seam metal with projecting eaves and boxed cormice. Thers are two large rectangular interior chirmnevs with
corbeled caps at the rear of the original section. The central entrance porch has a nearly flat hip roof with boxed
Sirple brackets have been added to the four square wooden pillars. Its concrete floor is at srounc level.
Deeply recessed sidelights, also over panels, extend to the

top oI 2 rectangular stained glass transom. windows are Jdouble-sash, S-over-6 light, with wooden sills and clain
surrounds, and are somewhat shorter at the second lsvel. The window in the center bay at the second level of the
facade, over the entrance, has matching sidelights. The one-storev iddition is Suilt of brick ldaic orimarily in
“-course American bond. Roof and window details are the same as in the original section. There i3 a shed-roofed back
corch. The semi-octagonal pavillion is also in T-course American sond. [t has !-mver-l lizht windews. There is a

crete Zloor, low-pitched

5 an entrance into each

dre

P
“E.

¢ Victorian entrance door has two lights over paneis.

£

suarter-circular porch in the Cormer between it and the main block of the house. It has a oo
At one time there v

uarter-conical root, spindle frieze, Eastlake posts, and no bSaiustrade.

bet
as
)
]

G
section, but the one into the original section has been replaced 5v 3 window and a caneled spandrel. The intecior of
the “ouse has been divided into three apartments. A two-flight dog-leg stair rises crom the central hall.

HISTORICAL DESCRIPTICN

ind s0ll I oacres to

Sut several monthsf

william T. Early and John wood, Jr., bought 73/4 acres of *the "Hors Je Vill:”
R. H. larr in 1356 before receiving a deed (ACDB 54-431). Carr's deed made n

later he sold the lot "with all improvements' to Drury Wood (ACIB 53-137). Il "ear to Ceorge L.
Pevon at g substantial profit rACDB 57-163). The house was probably built set. 1335 and 13537 3w =ither Carr or
hood. Peyton sold it to Thomas L. Farish of "The Famm" in 1871 (ACDB 66-113). == had sought i adjoining 1-acre tract
from Zeyton the vear before (ACDB 66-85). An 1882 deed and an 1885 deed or trust rafer zo the -ombined tracts as

Tax records indicate that Farish nrobably

""The Cottage' and ""The Willow Cottage House'' (ACDB 80-164, 86-4, 85-311). o
built the rear addition ¢. 1871-75. It was sold to Bessie B. Blakev Mrs. James 3lakev) in 1390 is "the Maple Cottage
Property’’ (City DB 1-403). They probably added the Victorian trim and the semi-octagonal pavillicn, as thev lived in
the house wntil 1398 when it was sold to A. Russell Harris, Bessie E. Harris, and .da A. Harris (OB 2-109). The
Harrises sold it in 1905 to W. Q. Watson {DB 16-297) who subdivided the tract as '"The Maple Grove Lots” DB 17-67).
The house had seven owners between 1906 and 1933 when C. C. and Loretta A. wWalker purchased it ‘DB 73-182). The
present owner bought it from Mrs. Walker in 1963 (DB 245-446). The house has been used as rental property Ior many
vears. Additional References: City DB 17-331, 38-412, 48-70, 39-421, 62-200, ~3-148.

SIGNITF I CANCE

This house was most likely built by Drury Wood, Charlottesville's first mavor. !t ~as later surchased by

Thomas L. Farish, a local nero of the Civil War and owner of "“The Farm' (Nomination =18, at the time the
largest farm on the eastern side of Charlottesville. It front's on East Market Strear, at cne time part
of the Tnree Chopped Road. Three Chopped Road was the principal route througnout most of the 180G's between
Charlottesville and the area around Thomas Jefferson's Monticello, as well as the woolen Miils communi ty
on the banks of the Rivanna River. It remains the oldest stanaing house between downrown Charlottesville and

the Woolen Mills area.

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION - DEPARTME{J_T fF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
WTM /121650 /4 2114%0 SEP 7 98 .



CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

Board of Architectural Review

Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Community Development == <X \\-

March 20, 1984

Case #185 — Walkway connection from parking to entrance at 411 East High Street

Please find attached for your consideration of the above item, the following:

—An application for Certificate of Appropriateness.

—-A sketch showing the proposed location of the walkway.

—A photocopy of the original elevation showing the approximate location
of the sculpture and the proposed walkway.

—The 1975 Historic Landmark Survey Sheet.

The reason for this request to provide a direct access from the parking facility
for the Juvenile & Daomestic Relations Court to the front entranceway. This will
require the removal of two of the evergreens which serve as a backdrop for the
sculpture. It would also require the remaval of the one bush at the corner of the
front porch. It is not clear fram the application what type of railings will be used.
The railings on the ramp which was added to the west side of the front porch

are of very simple flat metal. It is also not clear from the application why the
connection is needed to the front sidewalk. The air conditioning unit behind

the evergreens will be relocated to accommodate the steps.

We have no abjections to the proposed additions except for the walkway connection
out to the sidewalk on High Street. This will not relate to the existing statue
and will duplicate other pedestrian connections.

If you have any questions or need further infarmation, please feel free to contact
me or Ron Higgins at 971-3182. Thank you. .

RLH/sdd

Attachments



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
-DONNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

Application is hereby made for the property listed below for the issuance of
a Certificate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City

Code.

1. Address of Property Applied For: 411 E. High Street

2. Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent): Juvenile & Domestic Relations Court

3. Mailing Address of Applicant: 411 E. High Street

Charlottesville, Virginia 22901

4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Business) 979-7165 (Home) -—————---

5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if necessary):

Concrete walk from present front entrance, and from street
sidewalk, along west side of building to rear side entrance.

6. List of Enclosures:

Diagram

7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes No XX . (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-
ateness does not assure certification of rehabilitation work for Federal
historic preservation tax incentives.)

I hereby attest that the infofmation I have provided is, to the best of my
knowledge, correct. ;!.

[ .
Signature of Owner or Agent: f:ld Date: 3-15-84
R! VP. zehler, [Jr., Judge

FOR QFF&CE USE ONLY

Received By: Approved: Date:

Date: Disapproved: Date:

DCD  3/9/84
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LANDMARK ‘=== SURVEY

IDENTIFICATION

g Street Address: 411-417 T. High Street

Historic Name:

Map and Parcel: 53-32 Date/Period:

% Style:

g Height to Cornice:

Height in Stories:

¥ Present Zoning:

l Land Area (sg.ft.): 37 x 114

: Assessed Value (land + imp.): 15,290 + 45,170

g Census Track & Block: 3-501

Present Owner: Charlottesville City & Albemarls Zo.
Address: 411 E. High Streset

H Present Use: Juvenile Court

¥ Original Cwner: The Tlks Club

4 Original Use: Lodge Home : 4 ‘
¢ ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

The Elks Lodge Home i3 one of the most ambitious buildings on the Cours Sguare. The facade
i3 rusticated over its entire surface. The rustication is achieved by aaving every fifth
grick iadanted. Two pilasters define tha corners of the front and, hefors the portico was
removed, corrsspondad with tha Doric columns. Other notable features of the facade is the
fandsome wrought iron rail of che =ntrance and the double fan arches of =he front door and
the window above. It once had a handsome two story portico that was lost in a major £firse
after World War II. Floyd Johnson was the architasct for the rebuilding,.

adebh g AT

iyt

¥ N lh e

HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION -

ot P g Ky s Y

The Elk's Lodge Home zrought the property from George Shackelford in 1302 for one thousand
dollars. The existing structure was begun aftar the date of the sale and was finished ia
1903. Deed references: 7-346, 13-113.

CONDITIONS SOURCES

Average City Records

LANDMARK COMMISSION -DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT



CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO: Board of Architectural Review
FROM: Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Community Development <= .= _\).

DATE: March 20, 1984

RE: Case #187 — New Sign for Children Montessori School Visible from High Street

Please find attached. for your consideration of the above item, the following:

—An application for Certificate of Appropriateness.

—A sketch of the sign and its proposed location on the rear building's
facade.

—The 1975 Historic Landmark Survey Sheet.

Mrs. Abbott has supplied us with a proposed paint sample which will be available
in our office and at the meeting. By copy of this memorandum we are asking
her or a representative to be present at the meeting to answer any questions.

Some of you may recall that at the time of the original approval of the playground
and fence for the Montessori Schoaol, a freestanding sign was discussed which was
rejected in concept since freestanding signs already exist on the property. |t

was suggested at that time that a new sign be approved at a later date to be located
on the rear wall as proposed in this application. The present sign was considered

to be temporary until approval of a more permanent sign.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me or Ron Higgins at 971-3182.
Thank you.

RLH/sdd

Attachments



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
-DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

Application is hereby made for the property listed below for the issuance of
a Certificate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City

Code.
LG —
1. Address of Property Applied For: Y B \]E;FFCjiﬁfm) <S%.
2. Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent): sy ’_%H oD L4BRAT
3. Mailing Address of Applicant: |{{ E - !C,kkaﬂfVW cif.
([AU:M L/f{ 22951
4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Business) 47 6744 (Home) 473 I52%

5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if necessary): .
g Syeet

k& 'p«;um Lt L-’!a&mc( Aosigy fle |
ik ql nw Akl baolding L 1 lceated wa e
yeuv avil c} (fecvie [ hlzrs fHML hulci g el {lu ot

pdtess T Al l,’mffqdlu pustress e
e Claldvesrs Hoalssem schal s wn e and Gt

_ 15 el
ol he vsthle nevn !@qm JWU,C

6. List of Enclqsures;A
CLley dinpk
— skeltin o] g
~ skelehve] Gt 82 bl djpear ¢h) mmjm;\l

7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes No .~ . (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-
ateness does not assure certification of rehabilitation work for Federal
historic preservation tax incentives.)

“r

I hereby attest that the information I have provided is, to the best of my
knowledge, correct.

Signature of Owner or Agent:’iﬁbhéé/%3u¥avd é<ﬂ7b0[, Date: 5{1@[5%
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

.
%M Approved: Date:

Date: 7 M /6, /ng Disapproved: __ Date:

T {

Received

DCD 3/9/84
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LANDMARK &5  SURVEY

(

IDENTIFICATION BASE DATA

Street Address: 109 East Jefferson Street Historic Name: "Social Hall"

Date/Period: 1314

Map and Parcel: 33-194
Style: Late Georgian

Census Track & B8lock: 1-107

Present Qwner: First Baptist Church
Address: Second and Jefferson

Height to Cornice: 21

Height in Stories: 2

Present Zcning: B-1

rand Area (sg.f%.): 112 x 119

Assessed Yalue (land + imp.):18,400 + 12,530 = 31,030

fresent Use: Youth Building
Jriginal Owner: Zolonel Joha R. Jones

Original Use: Residence

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

This building is an important sxampls of late Jeorgian archiczacture and one of the faw ramaining

1igh style residences of the early period. Characteristic of the late Georgian styls is <he
formal, symmetrical zomposition, five bays wide, two stories aigh with a low roof. The
house is built of brick laid in Fleamish bond on the Jeffsrson z2nd Second Streecs alavations
and five course common bdbond on zhe remaining sides. Notable features of th2 sxterior
include a fine Federal fanligh:z doorway 2and 5lind windows (=95 preserve syametIy). The
unfortzunats additions of the Colcnial Revival veranda and a small two story wing on zhe
west side tend to disrupt the purity and gracs of the original design. The iatzarior has

T~

suffered alterations but much of the 9rigiaal woodwork rsmains intacc.

HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION

nhn R. Jonss, a merchant who occupied the southern nalf of Number Nothing, purchased lots
and 54 an April 28, 1314 from Chiles 3rand Zor 136 p»ounds (ACDB 13-33). Jones, whnose

alth came from his position as financial agent for several large plantsrs Lia cthe zounty.,

© about to construct <he mansion shortly after the land was bougnt. Jones :z9oncti:

ive on the property uantil April 1357, when it was sold =c Joha #. 3ibb, who held

24 years. In 1381, 31bb sold the house to Hanna Xaufman who ia tcurn soldi iz t
Williams. It i5 from the Williams' ata that the prssant owners purchasad

rty. Deed Referencas: ACDB 83-530, City OB 3L-22, l53-2367.

Q

g

@0 ow

a
o]

o]

LS TS IR T I TR S DO

CONDITIONS

Average Mrs. Lucille Carr, vy and County Records

Alexanders Reco ctions, pp. 13-29.

LANDMARK COMMISSION -DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT



CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

Board of Architectural Review

Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Cammunity Development ~= = .4

March 20, 1984

Case #188 — New Freestanding Sign at 1000 West Main Street

Please find attached, for your consideration of the above item. the following:

——An application for Certificate of Appropriateness.
—A sketch of the proposed sign.
—~The 1375 Historic Landmark Survey Sheet.

The gpplicant, Mr. Arthur Bormann, Jr., will be a retail tenant in the above referenced
structure. This structure is part of a group of three buildings which have been
purchased by Allied Concrete Company for renovation and re-use. The other

two buildings include the Door Stare and "Shear Power" buildings, one of which

is also within your perview (The Door Store Buildingl. We have been told that

the property awners plan to renovate and repaint all of the buildings. However.

it is not clear what their final proposal will look like. By copy of this memorandum
we will ask the building owners to address this issue,.

Regarding Mr. Bormann's application, we feel that the proposed color scheme

is not in keeping with the existing structure and, without knowing the final colors,
may not be campatible with the structure when painted. We also feel that the
freestanding sign should be discouraged. We would prefer a wall sign on the front
of the building or a projecting sign from the building. This of course would have
to relate to the proposed improvements to this building which are as yet unknown.

If yau have any guestions or need further information, piease feel free to ocntact
me or Ron Higgins at 371-3182. Thank you.

RLH/sdd

Attachments



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
-DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

Application is hereby made for the property listed below for the issuance of
a Certificate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City

Code.
1. Address of Property Applied For: /‘OQD \,&25{ /Y)Am j//,ﬁgg/ C#JRWES\JMLE%\JA 2202
2. Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent): A@/ﬁ}uﬁ, 2. CORMANN , S DRA “AKTZ " [4d, .
3. Mailing Address of Applicant: DO Lox (28D

C RRLOTES e Uk, 229050528

4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Business)&0-9ZX|-209| (Home) - ———

5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if necessary):

70 fwntunCe REJAL SORE MDAME | LOLO 2 PRoMO .

6. List of Enclosures:

SKEH & Piins OF Stlan (N %u@ TN

7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes No . (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-
ateness does not assure certification of rehabilitation work for Federal
historic preservation tax incentives.)

I hereby attest that the information I have provided is, to the best of my

knowledge, correct. .
,Q\‘z éﬂa———/\r pate: /7 MARCIL, A G

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Signature of Owner o

Received Approved: Date:

Date: Disapproved: Date:

DCD 3/9/84



— .5
T h/@?&e '

/'-622'0 e

-——KMLL /Auo:/ wm,in(

H X :".". v, - '._..':."
(7 \ R f [ e

FRSHIBS D ASCES, O e CORSTL.
THEL ARSI

29

.

B

@&m D L o Vst Feterionnges




%/en/tﬁca[[a-w

HISTORIC NAME | C. M. Brand Dormitory

EET ADDRESS Main Stree
AR =00 WSS T SRSt DATE / PERIOD . c. 1855

MAP 8 PARCEL. 10-71

CENSUS TRACT AND BLOCK:. 2-301 STYLE® Vemmﬂar ‘ .
PRESENT ZONING: B-3 and M-1 HEIGHT (fe cornics) OR STORIES: 7 stories
ORIGINAL OWNER: Chiles M. Brand DIMENSIONS AND LAND AREA: 32' x 350' (10,880 sq. ft.)
ORIGINAL USE. Dormitory CONDITION . Fair
PRESENT USE:. Residence SURVEYOR | Bibb
PRESENT OWNER . Ralph W. Holsinger, Jr. DATE OF SURVEY. Winter 1980

ADDRESS . 1000 West Main Street SOURCES: City/County Records

Charlottesville, Virginia Ralph W. Holsinger, Jr.

Sanborn Map Co. - 1896

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

This is a very simple vernacular building built as a two-unit dommitory. It is two stories tall, two bays wide,
and single pile. A central capped chimney serves fireplaces in both rooms at the first level. The building is set
on a low foundation which appears to be still lower because the level of the street and yard have been raised.
Construction is of brick laid in 7-course American-with-Flemish bond, now painted vellow with white trim. The medium-
pitched gable roof has close eaves and verges, and composition shingles have replaced the original metal. There is a
rudimentary corbeled cornice on the east side, but none on the west. A beaded cornice board runs around the whole
‘+1ilding. Windows are double-sash, 6-over-6 light, with wooden sills and louvered shutters. They are the same height

. both levels. There are no windows on the facade (west side), two at the second level having been filled in. Those
on the east side have plain trim and lintels extending beyond the windows. Those on the north and south ends have
architrave trim; it is possible that they were added later. The two entrance doors on the facade have architrave trim
and louvered shutters. Each originally had a small entrance porch. To make the building appear to face West Main
Street, a cornice, an additional architrave surround extending to floor level, and door-sized shutters have been added
to the window at the first level on the north north side.

HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION

This building was part of a small dormitory complex built in the 1850's. William W. Brand purchased a 100 ft.
lot on the south side of the street leading from Charlottesville to the University in 1852 when a five-acre tract was
subdivided (ACDB 51-172). He deeded it to Chiles M. Brand in 1855 (ACIB 55-443). Tax records show that buildings
were erected in 1855 and 1856 and a smaller one or an addition in 1858. When this eastern third of the lot was sold
by Brand's estate in 1862, the deed stated that it contained "a brick dormitory ' (ACDB 60-118). (The western two-
thirds of the lot contained a ""double dommitory."” This building apparently faced the others across a narrow court.
Later the lane between them was designated Tenth Street S. W., but it was never made a public street and is now a
private driveway. Peter Harmon purchased this building in 1863 (ACDB 60-141). He left it to his granddaughter
Lillian Funkhauser Dabney in his will (ACWB 29-498, 1885). She built two small frame houses behind it and used them
all as rental property. The present owner purchased the house from Mrs. Dabney in 1945 (City [B 120-283). He removed
one stair and connected the two units.

SI1GNIFI CANCE
This vernacular structure was built c. 1855 as a privately owned dormitory for rental to University students.

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION - DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT




ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD

Appointed by Council

Lawrence M. Herbert
208 Z2nd Street, N.E.

Elizabeth Booker (Citizen)
2028 Barracks Road

Date
Phone # AQEointed

(0)295-1131 '3/5/84
(h)977-0879

(h)

1/11/83

293-3043 06/16/80 2nd Full

(02/19/80)

977-4480 05/03/82

W. Douglas Gilpin, Jr. AIA (Architect) (o)

112 Monte Vista Avenue (h) 293-3391

R. Stedman Oakey, Jr. (Citizen) (o) 295-0671 02/19/80
1803 Blue Ridge Road (h) 293-9880

rRobert W. Moje, AIA (Architect) (o) 296-5684 9/7/82
1522 Dairy Road (h) 296-4952

Stan Tatum ASLA (Citizen) (o) 296-2108 12/21/81
609 Northwood Avenue (h) 977-0978

Michael Bednar (0) 924-3715 1/03/83
1872 Winston Road (h) 293-3411

Date: 4th Tuesday  (held only when needed)

Time: 4:00 p.m. N

Place: Community Development Conference Room

Term: 4 years = full term

Membership: 7 members (2) Certified Architects

(1) Planning Commission member

(1) Established licensed Real Estate Broker

(3) Other Persons

Appointed by: City Council in these categories

Date of
Term Expiration
1st Full 1/1/88
01/01/88
1st Full 01/01/86
2nd Full 01/01/88
1st Full 01/01/86
1st Full 01/01/86
1st Full 01/01/88

Purpose: The Board of Architectural Review considers proposed construction in the
Historic Preservation and Architectural Design Control District (ADC) to
preserve and protect the old, historic or architecturally worthy

structures, spaces and neighborhoods and their environs and settings

which serve as visible reminders of the history and the cultural and
The Board

architectural heritage of the city, state and nation. ‘
establishes requirements to ensure that any new development or alteration

of existing structures and spaces is in harmony with the historic or

architectural character of the area.

* Chairman of the Board

NOTIFY: DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

CHAIRMAN OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD



CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO: Board of Architectural Review

FROM: Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Community Development —= =.%%

DATE: March 20, 1984

RE: Case #1B6 — Painting of Trim at 211 4th Street. N.E.

Please find attached. far your consideration of the above item, the following:

—An application for Certificate of Appropriateness.
—The 1975 Historic Landmark Survey Sheet.

The applicant and his wife have purchased the above referenced structure which
they plan to renovate in the future. In the meantime they would like to paint
the door and trim. They have provided us with paint samples which are in our
office and will be available at the meeting for your review and action.

If you have any questions, please feel free to cantact me or Ron Higgins at 971-3182.
Thank you.

RLH/sdd

Attachments



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
~-DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

Application is hereby made for the property listed below for the issuance of
a Certificate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City

Code.

1. Address of Property Applied For: _ || 41+ ST
2. Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent): 7:t¢n;n‘ T _T:iLTj/
3. Mailing Address of Applicant: P 0. Bow Rt

CHAQLCTTERNVIUE . A

W

4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Business) (Home) 97 £)37)
5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if necessary):
PEPANT THE WiMDOWY AMD Loo B TAE BACADR, e
ST — A
LRI :)bqu':;ﬁ;\{
TRt TS e RN

6. List of Enclosures:
- FFI0E Tpam g

= EYSSINA PROTNGCA f,;a

7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes v~ No . (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-
ateness does not assure certification of rehabilitation work for Federal
historic preservation tax incentives.)

I hereby attest that the information I have provided is, to the best of my
knowledge, correct.

Signature of w Qx@ 7/ j Date: S~[jl—-H%

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

C;?fzé;ééyvﬂn Approved: Date:
M /6f /?Qf/ Disapproved: __ Date:

Receive

Date:

DCD 3/9/84
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
MARCH 27. 1984 — 4:00 P.M.
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONFERENCE ROOM

A. MINUTES
. February 7, 1984 — Regular Meeting
B. OLD APPLICATIONS -- AMENDMENTS/ADDOITIONS

I. BAR B3-165 — CAARC Adult Facility
517 Park Street
Removal of proposed side steps
and walkway/relocation of side
door panel

2. BAR BI1-132 -- Tower House/Gilmer Building
408-410 Park Street
Paint colors for approved
connections/alterations for
United Virginia Bankshares
Jack Rinehart, Architect

3. BAR 79-93 — Perkins House
433 North First Street
Reapproval of addition with changes
Malcolm and Ruth Beil — Owners/Applicant

C. APPLICATIONS FOR CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS

I. BAR 84-184 — The Willow Cottage House
1118 East Market Street
Painting of trim and renovation
George Gilmer. Jr. —— Applicant

2. BAR B4-185 — Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court
41t East High Street
Walkway connections from parking
to entrance
Judge R. P. Zehler — Applicant

3. BAR B4-186 — 211 4th Street. N. E.
Painting of trim
Peter J. Talty, Applicant

4. BAR 84-187 — "Social Hall"
Rear of 108 East Jefferson Street

New sign replacement for Children's
Montessori School ~ from High Street
Bliss Buford Abbot -~ Applicant

5. BAR B4-I88B -- C. M. Brand Daormitory
1000 West Main Street
New freestanding sign
Arthur E. Borman, Jr. — Applicant



U. OTHER ITEMS
E. OTHER MATTERS BROUGHT BY THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE AGENDA
F. CHAIRMAN'S REPORT
G. BOARD MEMBERS' REPORTS
H. DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REPORT
I. Downtown Board of Architectural Review (D.B.A.R.]

2. Joint Session of B.A.R., D.B.A.R. and Landmarks Commission

NOTE: PLEASE CALL PRIOR TO THE MEETING DAY IF YOU CANNOT ATTEND.
THANK YOU.



MINUTES OF THE CHARLOTTESVILLE
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
FEBRUARY 7, 1884 — 4:00 P.M,
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONFERENCE ROOM

PRESENT ABBENT

Ted Oakey, Chairman Mike Bednar
Stan Tatum, Vice-Chairman Elizabeth Booker
Bob Maoje. Secretary Jim Herndon
Doug Gilpin

ALS0 PRESENT

Ron Higgins, Planner
Mr. Oakey called the meeting to order at 4:08 p.m. and called for consideration of the minutes.

A. Minutes

Mr. Tatum moved that the minutes be approved as presented. Mr. Gilpin seconded the
motion, and the motion passed unanimously.

B. Applications for Certificates of Appropriateness

l. BAR B4-183 — Dr. John C. Hughes House
307 East Market Street
New fence on E. property line
Dr. V. H. Marshall — Applicant

After a brief discussion of the fence's purpose and design by Dr. Marshall, the Board took
the following action:

Mr. Tatum moved that the application be approved with the following two conditions:

I. The top of the fence shall be level. Stepping down of sections would be
acceptablie to accomplish this.

2, After six months a bleaching agent shall be applied to even the color of the
fence as it weathers gray.

Mr. Gilpin seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

2. BAR 84-182 — Gilmer House
611 Park Street

New storm windows
James Treakle —— Owner/Applicant

Mr. James Treakle explained that the request is for the upper windows only, and that they
will match trim color as closely as possible. He added that the old wooden storm windows
are in place on the lower level and have been used wherever possible, especially on the Wine
Street elevation. There was a brief discussion on this,

Mr. Moje moved for approval of the applicants report to install aluminum triple-track
storm windows with the calor to match existing trim color as close as possible.

Mr. Tatum seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.



C. Olid Applications - Amendments

I. BAR 83-165 — CAARC Adult Facility
517 Park Street
Approval of brick sample and
mortar color

After some discussion, Mr. Tatum maved approval of the mortar color in the sample
marked "C-79" which was viewed at the site among others. Mr. Gilpin seconded the

motion. The motion passed unanimously.

There was a brief discussion of the process for selecting such things as brick, mortar
color. other colors. ete. It was pointed out that the Board shall require the applicants
to provide more information. research and justification for approval. The Board would
then not have to make such selections for them.

D. Other Items

There were none.

E. Other Matters Brought by the Public Not on the Agenda

There were none.

F. Chairman's Report

There was none.

G. Board Members' Reports

There were none.

H. Department of Community Development Report

Mr. Higgins reported that the Downtown Architectural Design Control District legislation
is expected to be adopted within the next month. He also reported that Mr, Oakey. Mr.
Bednar and Mrs. Booker had been reappointed for 4-year terms on the B.A.R. Mr. Herndon

is not seeking reappointment.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 4:45 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert Moje, Secretary

Approved:

Ted Oakey. Chairman
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What you don’t notice in Middleburg is a street vista cluttered with commonplace signs. The
town has a strict sign ordinance that keeps the village image intact. The Red Fox Tavern, an old
inn and restaurant, iy appropriately identified with a sign that's in keeping with the establishment.
No N in Middleb
O con in 1 courg iy
To preserve its English cottage com-  the display (hence, no neon) and that  gated by two artists, Ann Lackman and ¥
munity appearance, the town of Mid- signs for night service establishments Emily Sharp, who offered their services ‘
dleburg, Virginia, enforces a strict sign  be illuminated with only 20 footcandles  to local merchants, i
ordinance that has not only helped of light. Ann Lackman succeeded in getting /
preserve the town’s village image, but In addition, all signs are reviewed onc merchant to try an individeal paint- ;
has also revived an old English tradition  prior to installation by a member of ed sign, and ‘other merchants in town : A
—the use of colorful painted signs. the town council. If the member does -have followed suit. s
The ordjnance, enacted in 1973, was not approve the sign, then the entirc The result is a charming streetscape
directed toward traditional outdoor council will be asked to review it. with a fascinating array of signs that
advertising. The ordinance specified that The use of painted signs in place of hover above shop entrances like wel-
there be no artificial lighting as part of traditional advertising signs was insti- coming handshakes. | o
4

Lettering varies throughout the town,

creating interest and displaying individuality, )|
Photographs: Van Chaplin

104 Southern Living

Ve
Sy Loy
RIS 0
«!"\Hy;;.“@"}‘ﬁy SRR
A R o

Wrought iron and beautiful lettering identify
the restaurant L' Auberge. The sign is simply
and functionally downlighted for night use.




CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE

Department of Community Development
City Hall « Charlottesville, Virginia « 22902
Telephone 804-971-3182

April 26, 19684

Mr. and Mrs. Ben C. Toledano
P. O. Box 707
Charlottesville, Virginia 22802

Re: 100 West South Street

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Toledano:

Thank you for your presentation to the Downtown Board of Architectural Review
concerning 100 West South Street. At that meeting., the board voted to issue a Certifi-
cate of Appropriateness for the following:

I. Replacement and/or installation of third floor windows on the south facade
of 100 West South Street as shown on the attached drawing., with any subsequent
proposed changes to be reviewed by the board.

2. Reconstruction of the north facade canopy with the following conditions:
a. The roof be of standing seam metal
b. AIll work is done within the existing frame
c. The ceiling be constructed of wood strips (4"-6"]
d. The color of the roof be decided by the board at a later date

We look forward to working with you on any additional changes that may be
proposed for the outside of this building. Should you have any additional questions,
please call me or Glenn Larson. Thank you.

Sincerely.

—_t X\
Satyendra Singh Huja
Director of Planning

- and
Cammunity Development

GL/bgj

cc: Richard Pace, Inspections



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE

Department of Community Development
City Hall « Charlottesville, Virginia « 22902
Telephone 804-971-3182

May 3, 1984

Mrs. Ann Memory
213 Second Street, S. W.

Charlottesville, Virginia 22901
Re: 213 Second Street, 5. W.

Dear Mrs, Memory:

Thank you for your presentation to the Downtown Board of Architectural
Review concerning 213 Second Street, S. W, The board voted to issue a Certificate
of Appropriateness for the proposed fence as drawn on the plans you submitted with
the fallowing conditions:

I. The fence's posts be spaced approximately six feet on center.
2. The structure of the fence faces to the inside.

3. The fence be stained an opaque color similar to that of your building's
shutters (verde green).

Please call me or Glenn Larson should the spacing of the fence posts need
to be changed from the approximate six feet pwposed. Thank you,

Sincerely,
Satyendra Singh Huja
Director of Planning

and
Community Development

GL/bgj

c: Richard Pace, Inspections



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE

Department of Community Development
City Hall « Charlottesville, Virginia « 22902
Telephone 804-971-3182

May 3. 1984

Mr. Keith Woodard

Office 1

1982 Arlington Boulevard
Charlottesville, Virginia 22803

Re: 201-207 West Main Street

Dear Mr. Woodard:

Thank you for your presentation to the Downtown Board of Architectural Review
concerning 201-207 West Main Street. The board voted to issue a Certificate of
Appropriateness for the design of the facades as submitted, with the following

conditions:
I. Detailed drawings must be submitted for approval.

2. Proposed facade materials, construction details and paint colors must be
appraved by the board.

We look forward to working with you on this project. Please keep in mind that
the submission deadline for review at the next meeting is May i, 1984, Should you
have any additional questions, please call me or Glenn Larson. Thank you.,

Sincerely.

= S\
Satyendra Singh Huja
Director of Planning

and
Community Development

GL/bgj

cc: Richard Pace. Inspections



CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO:

FROM:
DATE:

RE:

Downtown Board of Architectural Review
Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Community Development ==

April 17, 1984

April 25, 1984 Meeting

The purpose of this memorandum is to inform you that the next DBAR meeting
will be on Tuesday. April 24, 1984, at 11:00 a.m. in the Community Development Confer-
ence Room. Please find enclosed the following material:

—-An agenda for the April 24th meeting
—-Minutes of the March 27th meeting
—Three applications for Certificates of Appropriateness

In the future, assuming that we receive applications ten days before the scheduled
meeting date, you will receive a packet similar to this for each meeting. A cover
memorandum will be prepared by my staff for each application outlining details of
each proposal and possible areas of concern.

Please review this material and visit each site before the meeting. Should you
have any questions, please feel free to call me or Glenn Larson at 8971-3182. Thank

you.

GL/bgj
Enclosures



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
APRIL 24, 1984 — 11:00 A. M.
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONFERENCE ROOM

A. MINUTES
. March 27, 19B4 — Regular Meeting
B. APPLICATIONS FOR CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS
I. ODBAR 84-3-2 —213 Second Street. 5. W.
New fence addition
Ann Memory. Applicant
2. DBAR 84-3-1 —C & 0O Warehouse
I8l West South Street

General rehabilitation
Ben C. Toledana. Applicant

3. DBAR 84-4-3 —0Old M. C. Thomas Exchange Store
201-207 West Main

General rehabilitation
Keith Woodard, Applicant

C. OTHER ITEMS
D. MATTERS BROUGHT BY THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE AGENDA

E. CHAIRMAN'S REPORT
. BOARD MEMBERS'REPORTS

G. DEFPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REPORT



MINUTES
CHARLOTTESVILLE DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
MARCH 27, 1984 - 11:00 A. M,
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONFERENCE ROOM

Present Absent

Jack Rinehart, Chairman John Allen

Michael Bednar, Vice-Chairman

Genevieve Keller Staff Present

Stan Tatum

Carol Troxell Satyendra Singh Huja

Glenn Larson

Mr. Rinehart called the meeting to aorder at 11:05 a.m. and called for consideration of the
minutes.

A. MINUTES

A motion was made by Mrs, Troxe!l, seconded by Mrs. Keller, for approval of March 2.
1984 minutes with correction of Mr. Traxell to Mrs. Troxell. The motion carried unanimously.

B. APPLICATIONS FOR CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS

1. DBAR 84-3-1 - C & O Warehouse
100 West South street
General Rehabilitation
Mrs. Roulhac Toledano, Applicant

Roulhac Toledano. the applicant. made a presentation of renovation plans using photo-
graphs and sketches.

The staff report recommended deferral of renovated elevation approvals pending sub-
mission of final detailed drawings.

The Board discussed various issues including facade colors, facade design. parking area
along South Street, and canopy of materials.

A motion was made by Mr. Tatum, seconded by Mr, Bednar, for approval of Sierra Sand
color, Martin=Senour paint, for the main body of the building. This motion was subsequently

withdrawn.

A motion was made by Mrs. Troxell. seconded by Mr. Tatum, to approve the conceptual
designs of the South elevation subject to submission of detailed drawings. The motion

carried unanimously.

C. OTHER ITEMS

2. DBAR B4-3-2 - 213 Second Street, 5. E.
Construction of deck and fence

Ann Memory, the applicant, made a presentation of plans for a backyard improvement
plan, including a deck and fence.

Staff recommended approval of the deck and deferral of other items.



A motion was made by Mrs. Troxell, seconded by Mrs. Keller, for approval of rear
deck construction, according to plans submitted, subject to subsequent construction of
an approved fence within one year. The motion carried unanimously.

D. OTHER MATTERS BROUGHT BY THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE AGENDA

There were none.

E. CHAIRMEN'S REPORT

Mr. Rinehart requested that for future meetings the staff should make a determination as
to whether the Board is conducting a preliminary hearing or a final approval,

F. BOARD MEMBERS REPORTS

There were none.

G. DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REPORT

Glenn Larson announced that a meeting in April was being set up with a representative
of the Virginia Landmarks Commission.

Mr. Huja pointed out that since this was a new Board, it should be careful to establish
proper precedent for submission requirements.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:35 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Michael Bednar, Secretary

Appraved:

Jack Rinehart, Chairman

/bgj



CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO: Downtown Board of Architectural Review

FROM: Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Community Oevelopment =. S\

DATE: April |17, 1984
RE: Staff Report - DBAR #84-3-2, Proposed Fence at 213 Second Street, 5. W.

Please find attached. for your consideration of the above item, the following:

-An application for Certificate of Appropriateness

-A sketch of the proposed fence
-A survey plat showing the location of the fence in relation to the entire property

-A detailed plan showing fence location

At your last meeting. you approved a deck for this property with the provision
that an application for the fence be made within one year. This application is for
that fence. and staff is supportive of its design. A sample of the proposed wood stain
color will be available in our office. The applicant has been asked to attend your

meeting to answer any questions you may have.

Should you have any additional questions, please call me or Glenn Larson at
971-3182. ’

GL/bgj
Attachments



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
-DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

Application is hereby made for the property listed below for the issuance of
a Certijficate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City

Code.

1. Address of Property Applied For: 2\ ™ %';go«é D, LD

2. Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent): ——Q“r\ N = s A

3. Mailing Address of Applicant: Qo OC -

4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Business) _29/-353<5 (Home)

5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if necessary):

AN @\Q\f»e,\- e e ™S Yo Noe e Ng a e\ ed thsurwﬂc\
BQN\J_. —€ o oX N\ NN A S € - ‘ﬁz\“\ £ °T:;3;>\. Xe~ce_
wo N\ e vNe A O\~ NN WooNMae « 'b\'ée_. C:x'

NN o e o o =N Need . \CEQ\<3-\CM\ N\ Qe e

O S Yecnce. >\ vecowme & Xee&—
N @ e~ AN A\ » - <l DN L& §S::€L<L:¥- . thxvaﬂ—\ca\t\\ﬂg_,

NN oA Ga.ﬂs\naw*;z§ifﬂ

WO D @ T \Qo“(\&&c-v\ S Qxe“‘i«i—- deqveo;ses
6. List of Enclosures: —c e :eex‘ an\ s\ @—\Kl€f\g
'ﬂﬁ\NJL, .\Cbcbca c-g\‘ﬁ o\ \C3€1, m?sj&\ Ve Nae

<E><:GE BT S&;\Q‘GLc;ﬁﬁrEsz \-*$3<3<:>;\ ‘g§¥c>s (\e:g

il_zi LN ‘E;Te:eaikﬁ.

Q\\Qr\)\ O—\veeﬁ :

7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes ~~ No . (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-
ateness does not assure certification of rehabilitation work for Federal
historic preservation tax incentives.)

I hereby attest that the information [ have provided is, to the best of my
knowledge, correct.

Signature of Owner or Agent:/“\'é,c/w P e rcqoies Date: A\ -_\ W, A By
7 7 Vi N
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Received By: Approved: Date:

Date: Disapproved: Date:

OCD 3/9/84
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CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO:
FROM:
DATE:
RE:

Downtown Board of Architectural Review

Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Community Development < S\

April 17, 1984

Staff Report - DBAR #84-3-I. 100 West South Street (C & O Warehouse)

Please find attached. for your consideration of the above item. the following:

-An application far Certificate of Appropriateness
-Elevation drawing of the rear of the building
-Photographs of the rear of the building

-Historic survey sheets

At your last meeting, the board approved the conceptual design of the building's
south elevation subject to the submission of more detailed drawings. Subseguent
to this meeting, Mrs. Toledano, the applicant. has requested that the board review
only the proposed addition and/or replacement of windows on the third floor of the
south elevation. The Toledano's are currently rehabilitating this floor for their own
residence, and would like to mave in before any work is started on the first two floors.
An application proposing changes to the exterior of the first two floors would be
submitted after the needs of any prospective tenants for these floors is determined.

The latest drawing submitted shows one-over-one windows of standard size
with equal spacing within each grouping. For tax certification purposes, the staff
of the State Landmarks Commission would like to see the existing windows retained
as two-over-two. On the issue of paint., Mrs. Toledano would like further guidance
from the board. Samples of possible colors are available in our office., and the applicant
has been asked to attend your meeting to answer questions.

Should you have any questions. please call me or Glenn Larson at 971-3182.

GL/bgj
Attachments



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
-DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

App!ication is herepy made for the property listed below for the issuance of
é Certificate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City
ode.

1. Address of Property Applied For: [ OO Sou Hq, S)"' \Ues—{—
Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent): Ee/\.: O JTol-e d AN O
Mailing Address of Applicant: | O. oy  To7T

CHARLOTTESVIlle Ua. 22902
4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Business) ?7/‘ ?0?7 (Home) 2 QS—- ¥ 7 7-5_

5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if necessary):

General:The approach to this rehabilitation is a conservative one with as little
alteration to the existing building and decorative details as possible to provide ¢
residential use for the 2nd and 3rd levels and retail space at the 1st level.Throughout
the cornice shall be repairedin place with new downspouts and gutters as needed
Existing plaster to be cleaned and painted. Existing windows on the front

and side elevation, which are a major architectural feature, shall be repaired

in place and reglazed where broken. These windows are 6 over 6 wood double hung
windows, 36 x 64.

South Street Facade:All windows and three exisiting warehouse wood doors and other
fenestration to remain as is, along with extant steps. The central 10 panel warehouse
loading door with overlight (7" x 7') to be split down the middle between panels (3'6"
each side)to create solid shuttets or panelled reveals opening inward, with a

recessed double door within, not visible from the street.Staps of concrete with

& riset ¥ é?ﬁ§W¥éFh of doors (7 feet plus 18 inches either side for a low concrete
retaining wall.) Steps to be similar in concept to existing steps on West end of the
South Street facade. Front overhang:Existing front overhang frame to remain. The 2 x 4

=

(%)
)

PAINT CHIPS,4 8 x 10 PHOTOGRAPHS SHOWING FRONT FACADE, EXISTING FRONT STEPS, 1ST
STREET ELEVATION,REAR ELEVATION WITH NEW WINDOWS (6)at second and (6) at third levels
INDICATED. SNAPSHOTS OF NEIGHBORHOOD.

7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes , No . (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-
ateness does not assure certification of rehabilitation work for Federal
historic preservation tax incentives.)

I hereby attest that the information I have provided is, to the best of my
knowledge, correct.

Signature of Owner or Agent: (3;3Lg2£22&25£3 bzzé121244¢49 Date:

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Received By: J/éSﬂa«-—\ ;2fﬁ»%0*“-—* Approved: Date:

Date: 2/ 2o /¢4 Disapproved: Date:

DCD 3/9/84



rafters of which four remain at East end, will be replaced to continue the existing
East end appearance. Tongue and groove boards, perhaps beaded to be placed on top

of rafters.These will be visible upon entering building, and shall be painted.
Evidence indicates that tar paper was originally placed on top with mopped tar surface
painted aluminum color to reflect light. That can be done or grey rolled asphault

roofing may be appl@ed.
First Street Elevation: No alterations or replacements except general stabalization of

all existing features.

Rear Elévation: The rear elevation, facing the railroad track has two loading doors,
two small square windows at the first level and three windows each at the 2nd and

3rd levels. These windows are 36™x71'' of heavy steel frame and chicken wire glass.
They open in with chain pulls. Judging from the frames and the wall penetration, the
windows post date the building. This South Street elevation provides a potential
means to introduce an aesthetically pleasing view of the mountains and to provide cross
ventilation and fresh air for the proposed living quarters on the 2nd and 3rd levels.
The rear elevation is bo be articulated at the 2nd and 3rd level by the introducition
of 6 additional windows of the same size as the present openings and aligned with them.
The 6 new windows and 3 replacement windows for existing openings to be wood,

one over one, thermopane, double mmg windows. The rhythm of the fenestration to be
adjusted to exiting openings and resemble that of the First Street elevation in
groupings of 2-3-3. The decision to use one over one double hung wood windows was
based on air and heat and ventilation needsas well as a desire to get a full view of
the mountains and greenery, introducing some open air enviroment into an otherwise
urban, commercial and sometimes mutilated street scene. The windows are to be double
glazed for sound insulation as well as climate control. They are wood because of the
residertial use of the windows. Thematically one over one windows tie the elevations
together since there are one over one wood windows at the first level on the First
Street elevation.

Paint: Building to be painted a warm tone with cadmium red, yellow as well as sienns
and umber. Mattin Senour or similar quality top of the line masonry paint 1)

Waverly 2-17 or 2)Valencia 2-18 or a light ochre hue 1)Mango 36-6 Z)meteor (my

four children would like to see samples of these, since they will have to live in
the warehouse) Woodwork, cornice and pilasters to be white or parchment, thus
emphasizing the classical elements of the structure and articulating the restrained

decorative detail of the neo classic revival warehouse.

Outside Seating area: Twelve feet of hollow tile wall to be removed, from the window
sill level to the cornice line (ceiling height) at the 2nd and 3rd level to introduce
a roofed (covered) gallery or terrace, corrsponding within the building to space
deliniated by a large load bearing wood beam and two pine columns or pillars. The
introduction of an outsilde sitting area or fresh air space is thought to be essential
to the marketing of the residential spaces since there is no courtyard, garden or
outside space on the property. Owners made an effort to locate and puchase vacant
space in the vicinity to create nearby or visible amenities such as landscaping,

a green area or outside seating, but were unsuccessful. The rear elevation of

the building is not mutilated by removal of the hollow tile iat the window sill

level upward because it may be infilled easily at any future time.

Rear First Level (Railroad elevation)One loading door 7' wide to the West to be divided
in two to act as service entrance for commercial area. Two small windows to remain as
is, glazed with one piece of glass each. East side service entrance with loading

door to be divided in two. Half to be garbage disposal door leading to refuse room
within. Half to be used as code required egress door. Since the property terminates

at the edge of the building, the egress stair leading from the rear of the building
towards the ground level atrium walk around, will be recessed into the building. The
first rise will be flush with the face of the building, thence receding inward.

Steps to be approximately 3'6'"wide.






LANDMARK &5

IDENTIFICATION

Street Address: 100 South Street, West

BASE DATA
Historic Name: Albemarle Grocery Co. Warehouse

Date/Periaod: 1916

Map and Parcel: 28-102

Style: No identifiable style

Height to Cornice:
Height in Stories: 3

Census Track & Block: 1-219
Present Qwner: C & 0 Railway, Inc.

Address:
§ Present Use: € & 0 Warehouse Present Zoning: M-1
Original Owner: Hollis Rinehart Land Area (sq.ft.): 14,480

Assessed Value (land + imp.): $95 460

Original Use: Wholesale Grocery

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

The Albemarle Grocery Company Warehouse exhibits no identifiable style, unless one could say the presence of
pilaster-like piers and classical style cornice indicate a Colonial Revival influence. The building fills

the entire lot on the south-west corner of First and South Streets lying between South Street and the railroad
tracks, creating a form square on three sides but conforming on the fourth to the run of the tracks. A basically
industrial building, the structure shows a four-bay ''facade' along South Street, three storeys in height. Wide
piers define the corners with narrower cnes between bays. Three bays of the ground floor consist of loading

bays with continuous loading dock. A shed roof covers the dock. Construction is masonry covered with stucco,
painted light grey. Paired windows, six-over-six-light sash type, are centered in each bay at second and third
floor levels. Windows on other than the South Street elevation are somewhat randomly placed. A large, classical
style entablature on a parapet wall encircles the top of all the elevations.

HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION
On March 6, 1916, A.P. Walker divided into two parcels and sold the lot he had purchased a mere two weeks before
from R.P. Valentine {DB28-192). The lot on the south-west corner of South and First Streets, the larger of the
two, was bought by Hollis Rinehart (DB28-308), whose deed noted an agreement to share a common party wall with
the purchaser of the adjoining lot. Tax records of 1917 show the notation building added, with a new assessment

for buildings of $12,000. In August 19193, the Albemarle Grocery Company bought the warehouse that Rinehart had
constructed (DB-33-311). Merging in 1929 with the Michie Grocery Company, Albemarle Grocery became the Albemarle-

Michie Company and continued its operation from this warehouse and the one adjoining. The present owner, the R

Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company bought the building from Albemarle-Michie in July 1959 (DB214-50).

"CONDITIONS SOURCES

Fair

City Pecords

LANDMARK COMMISSION-DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, SEPTEMBER, 1974
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CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO: Downtown Board of Architectural Review
FROM: Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Community Development

DATE: April 17, 1984

RE: Staff Report —DBAR Case 84—-4-3, 201-207 West Main street

Please find attached. for your consideration of the above item, the following:

—An apptlication for a Certificate of Appropriateness

—DOrawings of the propased rehabilitation
— A Historic Preservation Certification Application (Part !l), outlining details

of the proposed rehabilitation and including photographs
—Historic Landmark Survey sheets for 201-3 and 205-7 West Main Street

This project invalves the rehabilitation of storefronts at 201-3 and 205-7 West
Main Street (old M. C. Thomas Exchange Storel., and the construction of a third floor
on 205-7 West Main. The applicant has applied for historic preservation tax benefits.
and has included part of his certification application for review by your board. Parts
of this certification application that need to be reviewed by the DBAR are starred.
Please also note that each part contains references to attached drawings and photo-

graphs.

Plans for the front of the building call for replacement of the existing glass
first floor storefront with a mew design, removing shutters from the second story
windows, and repainting. While the new third floor addition to 205-7 may not be
visible from the Mall, the board needs to pay special attention to its design as it will
be visibie from further away. Existing window covers on the side elevation will be
removed and a new bricked up side entrance door will be reopened. At the rear of
the buildings. a new addition is proposed. as is the remaova!l of coverings from existing

windows.

Staff supports this proposal. In an initial review, the staff of the State Landmarks
Commission has indicated to us that the applicant's tax certification application should
be acceptable. The applicant has requested that the board review paint colors at
a later meeting pending further work on the front facade that will possibly give an
idea of original colors. In addition, the applicant has been asked to attend the meeting
to answer any questions. While the drawings we are serding you are reductions, an
original ta-scale set will be available at the meeting and will be placed in the file,

Please call me or Glenn Larson at 971-3182 should you have any questions. Thank
you.

GL/bgj
Attachments
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KEITH WOODARD
Office 1, ‘The Graduate Centre’
1982 Arlington Boulevard
Charlottesville, Virginia 22903
(804) 971-8860

April 16, 1984

Downtown Board of Architectural Review

City Hall
Charlottesville, VA

To Whom it May Concern:

The application for certificate of appropriateness for 'The
Exchange Centre' (formerly MC Thomas Furniture Exchange) is
attached. Thank you for your time and attention in reviewing
this. I am glad to see that your board has been formed-- I
only wish 1t had been started long ago. If you need additional
information on this proposed project, please let me know and I

will provide whatever I can.

Again, thank you, and I look forward to working with you.

Sincerely,

Keith Woodard

KWidm
enc.

awgsd




CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
-DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

Application is hereby made for the property listed below for the issuance of
a Certificate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City

Code.

1. Address of Property Applied For: 201-207 W. Main St Charlottesville, VA

2. Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent): Keith Woodard

3. Mailing Address of Applicant: Office 1, 1982 Arlington Blvd.
Charlottesville, VA 22903

4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Business) 971-8860  (Home) _973-1151

5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if necessary):

In accordance with National Park Service historical rehabilitatior
guidelines: '

1) Rehabilitate existing 13,360 square feet
2) Add 1,600 gross square feet on second floor of 205-207 West Main
3) Add 3rd floor (4,000 gross sq. ft.) to 205-207 West Main

(see attached Historical Rehabilitation application for
complete details)

6. List of Enclosures: l) Ht=+°l‘f<a ?rcsc.r./f{"ﬂ”\ &f-pufmm AFFIC‘{""‘ -'Pc«—-&_z
6\) M-f' a‘t-:llk
L) ?L\o‘i-oj
G) PlaJ\s
7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes X No . (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-

ateness does not assure certification of rehabilitation work for Federal
historic preservation tax incentives.)

I hereby attest that the information I have provided is, to the best of my

knowledge, correct. “KSZLI/dﬂ
Signature of Owner or Agent: \47‘/1_ { / Date: 4 /1(,/‘84
v — 1 71

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Received By: Approved: Date:

Date: Disapproved: Date:

DCD 3/9/84



©3-138a Form Approved

N UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR OMB No 42-R1785
pRLIA Y NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

R Washington D.C. 20240

33@ HISTORIC PRESZRVATION CEITIFICATION
Rtk APPLICATION — PART 2

instructions: Aophcant shouid read INe iNStruchions careluily balore complening apoication No Certilication May 0® Made uniess 8 cOMPIeted apONCANON Iorm hag been recaved. Use yDe-
wriler O Print Cladrly «n Qara ink 10 Compietw the apohcanon lorm il edaitiona: $04Ce 13 needed iocompiete Part & anach saditional diank sheels. Part 2 ol ths apoil ' may o8 campl anag
senf (o INe approorate State Historc Preservation Olficer et any ime during the year

Part2 DESCRIPTION OF REHABILITATION
1. NAme OF propeary:__Lne Downtown Exchange Centre (formerly M.C. Thomas Excahange)

Address of property: Strest 201'2039 205’207 West Main Street
cay Charlottesville Couny State

VA 22901

Zip Code

It lacated 1n National Register historic disinict. local or State designated distnct. specity: Downtown Historic D_is Eri et

2. DATA ON EXISTING STRUCTURE:
Date of canstruction: 2 01-2 OJ 11 911 ] 2 05 =2 O? 11 895 ] l%gémg Hloor area: wsn. foet
onginat use: __Dr'Y Goods Store

Type of construction: M S and WQOd frame
3. DATA ON REHABILITATION PROJECT:

Praject starting date (est): _APril 8%;«:1 compiation date (est): ___ OCt. 1984 ' :
Estimated cost of renamvitation: 000 006 pronosed use: _RETA11 Commercial on first levelj gggigei gn

Number ot housing unita 1o be created (il appiicable): _Q_

Has the propeny received Federal or State financial assistance? 1 yesX no

it yos. specily source:

Are architectural plans and specilications availabie for review? & yes O no (Prel iminEPY)
Architect's or developer's name and address: Develo pe r/Owner 1+ Keith Woodard

Off. 1, 1982 Arlington Blvd., Charlottesville, VA 229073
Tetashone Number: __400%) 971-8860

4. DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF REMABILITATION/ PRESERVATION WORK-—includes site work. new construction. alterstions. elc. Compiete blocks below.

" Architectural leature we s t Main St : Fac ade Oescribe work and impact on exising features. Re place
1 1895-1911 existing glass front with new store-
eseeesed AQDroximate date ol lesture front. _e p_aint original facade , in

Descrioe exisung teawre  Upper levels have retained | ©010r8 harmonious with new storefront.

original characteristics; ground level has
been changed to a glass storefront (about
1960), with large white sign above. Brick
‘s painted white over entire upper facade.
ondition: 2)fair-needs repair
Windows have been covered
with shutters.

Photo no _l__ Orawing no 6

. Add 3rd story to
205-207 (not to be visable from Main
Street) Remove shutters from windows.




Aremteciura reawre_eNd Street Facade

Agoreximate care of 'eature 1911

wcnoe emsting 'sawre  Facade has retained origin-
.1 features, except windows have been
covered. Some poor pointing up has been
done. Original brick is secure, not pain
ed. Original Exit door has been bricked

k2

OJescribe worx and i/mpact on axisting fsatures

Remove coverings from windows and res-
tore them to original quality. Replace
store front at front corner, to match
proposed front facade. Brick will not
be painted except on the corner sectio
-Door toward rear to be reopened.

. .Conditiops 1)Good.
Pso]t.oonso.e $ O?aEmQ na _2_.
* 3 Architectural feature Re ar Elevat i on Osscribe work and impact on existing lestures:
rooroxmate date of testure LO96=19113 1965 Remove coverings from windows. Point

Descnbe ewsing teature:. Facade has retained original
features; 2 service doors added about
1965 to 201-203. Concrete block addition
to 205-207 added about 1965. Poor mason-
ry work exists over lower sect. of 201-
203, which was painted onc. Conditions

up brick where necessary, paint entire
facade reddish color. New addition to
2nd & 3rd floor of 205-207 to be
finished with Dryvit and will be off-
white in color. Gutters to be replaced
where necessary.

motd no T Drawing no-g—2)fair-3 ) poor

4

accriecturar teasre O 1de Elevation(also rea
Approximate date of feature 1 96 0/]@96

Descnoe emsuing featwre: Block addition has no hist-
orical value. Chimney on rear about to
tfall down. The side abutts the adjoining

building and the only window (not visable

in photo) covered. Condition: Poor

Photo no. b Orawing no

)
L3 t sting f :
%am?ﬁ'a' 2"{6"8'15 QQI'Jléwlre .Sﬁee‘-story areas.

dd 3rd floor to 205-207. Remove
himney. Brick up window facing ad-
joining property (per fire code).
indows on second floor of 205/207 to
e retained ‘as interior elements if
ossible. -

5 Arcniectural teawre _Black Glass

19407

Aporoximate date of feature

Descrioe eustng teswees. 31aCK glass discovered
behind large white sign on front facade
of 205/207. Condition: Unrestorable.

Photo no‘LLia raving no._—

J‘Cmnbo wOrk ang impact on enisting featyres
émove remaining pieces, preserve for
use on interior, if possible.

“

Continuation sheets mu:nodm-‘ Qno

Name and mmiing address of owner:
Keith Woodard

Name
e Office One, 1982 Arlington Blvd.
cty —Charlottesville state___VA 2022903

(804) 971-8860

Teiegnone Numoar (dunng day):

| hereoy aooly for cartfication of reheBihlancn work cescnbed above for ourposes of the Federal tan incantives. | heredy attest tNat 1hg 1nfarmaetion | Nave Drovided is. 1O the Dest of My
“nowiedge. correct. and that | am owner af
Social Secunty Numoer or Taxsfyer idannt

‘Re property descnced acov
1 Nyumber, SS

# 349-44-8075

Qate. 4/5/84




CONTINUATION

SHEET

Mistoric Preservation Certification
Application — Part 2

Name of Propenty: E change Centre

et, Charlottesville, VA 22903

Address of Property: 201-203! 205"207 West Main Stre
Keith Woodard

Name o! Qwner:

Thermal Window
1911

Architectural teature

Apgproximate date of leature

Oescribe existing teatyre
(On 2nd Street Facade) Thermal window
has been covered. Windows on 2nd floor
covered with shutters. Conditions: Unknown,
presume to be fair.

6 Orawing no __L

PRoto no

Oescribe work and 'mpact on existing features

Remove tin cover or shutters and
restore window to original quality.

7

P

Architectural feature Window T jcal & Cornic
corner 1911 '

Appromimate gale of teature

i Oescribe existing leature

Window:has been covered. Entire brick
area painted white. Good condition. Cornice
needs paint, Good condition.

Photo no L.z_ Orawing no _64_2

Oescrive work and impact on exising leatures Remove
shutters and restore window to
original quality. :
Repaint original facade, in colors
harmonious with new storefront.

3 arcmtsctural tearre_Windows (Rear of 205/207)

1896

Aopraximate date of teature

Oescribe exising lsature
Windows are covered. Brick pointed up
poorly. Conditions Poor.

Photo na Orawing no.

Descrioe worx and 'mpact on existing leatures

This wall will be an interior wall
between existing building and the
new addition. If possible structur-
ally, windows will be kept as an
interior element or used as door
openings.

9

Window (Interior)
1896

Archiutectyrai teature

Approximate date of 'eature

Describe exisuing feature
Wood sashes are in fair shape, many bal-
ances and some glass panes are broken.
Windows were covered on the outside about
1960 with shutters and inside with ply-
wood, and/or drywall and paper. All trim

Describe work and impact on enisting leatures

Rout out sashes and replace glass
with thermal-pane glazing. Restore
sashes to good operating condition
and repaint white. Install contemp-
orary oak trim (S4S) and window sill:
stain golden oak & varnish.

has been removed.,
Photo no _9__ Srawing ng =
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STREET ADDRESS:@ 20) West Maln Street HISTORIC NAME | Shapero Bullding

MAP 8 PARCEL;  33-266 DATE / PERIOD: 1911

CENSUS TRACT AND BLOCK : STYLE : Victorian

PRESENT ZONING: B-~4 HEIGHT (o cornice)OR STORIES 2 storeys

ORIGINAL OWNER: Louls Shapero DIMENSIONS AND LAND AREA; 28' x 125.7'(3519.6 sq. ft.)

ORIGINAL USE: Dry Goods Store CONDITION ; Good

PRESENT USE Furniture Store SURVEYOR Bibb

PRESENT OWNER . Cecile C. Shapero, et al DATE OF SURVEY . Spring 1979

ADDRESS ; c/o Joel M. Cochran SOURCESCity Records Sanborn Map Co. - 1896, 1920

810 East High Stregt Alexander, Recollectlons of Early Charlottesville
Charlottesville, Virginia Holslinger's Charlottesville

Chariottesville City Directories

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

This two-storey, four-bay building duplicates the detalls of the older one beside it, but Is slightly taller as well
Construction Is of pressed brick laid In stretcher bond on the facade, and ordinary brick lald in 7-
course American bond elsewhere. There are plers of rusticated brick at each corner of the facade and between the
first and second bays on the Second Street elevation. The facade andfirst side bay are now painted white. This
building and the adJoining one are now used as a single store, and there Is a single nearly central entrance In the
larger building. A large sign glving the store name replaces the cornice above the storefront. The facade Is
recessed between the corner piers at the second-storey level, with corbelled brackets at the top of the recess. The
tall windows arenow covered by louvered shutters. They have rock-faced stone sllls and round arches of moulded
brick with stone end blocks that extend between arches as hyphens. There Is an inset panel, outlined with egg-g-dart
moulding, In each bay above the second storey level. The facade is crowned by a projecting cornlce with egg-§-dart
moulding, shaped modillions, cornice stops, and plain frieze. There are finials at the corners, and a 1917
photograph shows a pedimented center panel above the parapet for the name of the building., Behind the parapet, a
tar-5-gravel shed roof slopes to the rear. The first bay of the Second Street elevation is Identical to the facade.
The other five bays have thermal windows (now closed) at the first level, There are elght Irregularly spaced segment
al-arched windows at the second level. All have rock-faced stone sills, The Interior has an ornate patterned tin

celling and cornlce.

as narrower,

HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION

C.P. Benson operated a drug store for many years in a three-story brick house on this slte. Photographs show It as
a square ltallanate structure, three bays wide, with circular-headed windows at the third level and a low pltched

hip roof with deeply projecting eaves and bracketed cornice. Louis Shapero purchased it In 1910 (City DB 21-223,289)
and erected thls bullding in Its place the following year. In most details, It matches the adjacent bullding in
which Shapero had been operating a dry goods store for several years, He expanded his store Into this building,
then later rented it and conducted his business from the adjacent one. This bullding is stil] owned by the

Shapero family. |t housed the Piggly-Wiggly Grocery Store In the 1920's, the Sanitary Grocery Co. in the 1930's,

the Safeway Store In the 1940's and early 1950's, and the Advance Store in the 1950's and 1960's. M.C. Thomas
Exchange Store (furniture) expanded Into It from the adjacent building in 1968. Additional References: Clty DB

85-39, 103-397, 347-72; wWB 13-447,




a

LANDMARK =5 SURVEY

Bibb/Spring 1979

HAZB
41

ri — ——
Street Address: 205-207 W. Main Street Historic Name: Krulewitch-Walters Building
Map and Parcel: 33-267 Date/Period: 1895, 1905
Census Track & Block: 1-313 Style: Victorian
Present Owner: Florence S. Walters Height to Cornice:
. PO Box 1115, 10 Claridge Court Hei in Storjes: 2

Address: Palm Beach, Florida 32037 eight _
Present Use: Furniture Store Present Zoning: B-4
Original Owner: Peter Krulewitch _Land Area (sq.ft.):4°-5' x 125" (5034 sq. ft.)
Original Use: Grocery; Men's Clothing Store f§ Assessed Value {Tand + imp.):

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

This 2-storey, 6-bay building was built as a duplex. A single store now occupies the entire building and alsc the
adjoining one, with a single nearly central entrance in this larger building. A large sign giving the store name
replaces the cornice above the storefront. Construction is of pressed brick laid in stretcher bond on the facade,
and ordinary brick laid in S-course American bond on the rear elevation. The entire facade is now painted white,
and there are piers of rusticated brick at each end and in the center, defining the duplex division. The facade
is recessed between the piers at the second-storey level, with corbeled brackets at the top of the recesses. The
tall windows are now covered by louvered shutters. They have rusticated stone sills and round arches of moulded
brick with rusticated stone end blocks that extend between the arches as hyphens. The building was originally
three stories tall with windows at the third level somewhat shorter, but otherwise identical to those at the
second level. There is now an inset panel ocutlined with egg-&-dart moulding in each bay above the second storey
level. Before the thirdstorey was removed, the facade was crowned by a heavy projecting cornice with ball finiale
and some sort of triangqular-headed panel centered above each side of the duplex. A 1917 photograph shows +that this
two-storey version of the building once had a projecting cornice with cormice stops, sawn brackets,and finials.
That has been removed, leaving a plain concrete-capped parapet, behind which a tar-g&-gravel shed reof slopes toward
:he rear. The eastern store room still has its ornate patterned tin ceiling and cornice.

HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION

"R double one-and-half wooden tenement® stood on this site in 1828 and was still standing, "with modern front",
in 1874, Peter Xrulewitch purchased the property in 1895 (City DB 6-345, 362) and replaced it with a 3-story
duplex store building. When he sold it to T. E. Powers in 1897, the deed stated that '"Krulewitch has built two
store rooms thereon" (DB 8-253). The building was damaged by fire in 1905, and apparently the third story was
remcved at that time. Louis Shapero's dry goods store had occupied the eastern gtore room since c. 1900. He butlt th
adjacent building at 201 W. Main in 1911 and expanded his store into it, then later rented his own building and
conducted his business from both sections of this one. His son-in-law and partner Isaac Walters (Shapero & Walters)
bought the building fromPowers's estate in 1940 (DB 104-386), and continued to operate the business after his
father-in-law's retirement as I. Walters's or Walters's Department Store until the late 1950's. It is still owned
by his widow (WB 8-433). M. C. Thomas Exchange Store has occupied this entire building since the early 1960's

and the adjacent one since 1968.

WF* — — E——— e————

GRAPHICS

r----r—** S ————
City Records Sanborn Map Co. -
COND'T'ONS Alexander, RecollectionsSOURCES 1896, 1907, 1920

Good of BEarly Charlottesville Holsinger's Charlottesvill

Magazine of Albemarle County History, vol, 33, Pg. 49.
The Daily Progress, 1906 special edition
Charlottesville City Directories
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MINUTES OF THE CHARLOTTESVILLE
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
MARCH 27, 1984 — 4:00 P.M.
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONFERENCE ROOM

PRESENT ABSENT
Ted Oakey, Chairman Doug Gilpin

Stan Tatum. Vice-Chairman
Bob Moje. Secretary

Michael Bednar
Elizabeth Booker Ron Higgins. Planner

Larry Herbert

ALSO PRESENT

Mr. Oakey called the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m. and called for consideration of the minutes.

A, Minutes
1. February 7, 1984 - Regular meeting

Mr. Tatum moved thatthe minutes be approved as presented. Mr. Moje seconded the motion. The
motion passed unanimously with Mr. Bednar and Mrs. Booker abstaining.

B. Old Applications -—- Amendments/Additions

1. BAR B3-165 --CAARC Adult Facility
517 Park Street
Remaoval of proposed side steps
and walkway/relocation of side
door panel

After a brief discussion, Mr. Bednar moved for approval of the change to eliminate the steps and walk
from Parkway but that the elevation from Parkway should either remain the same as originally approved
or a new design be resubmitted with consideration given to symmetry. The use of sliding door panels
was discussed since the required fire daor is already located on that level out of public view. Mrs,
Booker seconded the motion. The maotion passed unanimously.

2. BAR BI-132 —Tower House/Gilmer Building
40B-410 Park Street
Paint colors for approved
connections/alterations for
United Virginia Bankshares
Jack Rinehart, Architect

Mr. Moje moved for approval of the paint samples and descriptions as submitted. Mr. Tatum seconded
the motion. The motion passed unanimausly.

3. BAR 79-93 ‘ —Perkins House
433 North First Street
Reapproval of addition with
changes
Malcolm and Ruth Bell —
Owners/Applicant

After a discussion to clarify the details of the drawings and to clarify the design of the bay window
as a square prajection from the wall, Mr. Moje moved approval of the additions as presented. Mr.
Bednar seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.



oL

C. Applications for Certificates of Appropriateness

1. BAR B4y-IBY4 —The Willow Cottage House
1118 East Market Street
Painting of trim and renovation
George Gilmer, Jr. — Applicant

After a brief discussion. Mr. Tatum moved for approval of the application as presented. Mrs. Booker
seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

2. BAR 84-185 —Juvenile and Domestic Relations
Court
411 East High Street
Walkway connections from parking
to entrance
Judge R. P. Zehler —— Applicant

Mr. Bednar moved approval of the walkway and stair connection with the elimination of the connection
of the sidewalk directly to High Street and the addition of railings to match the railings used on the
existing ramp which would prevent people from cutting across the lawn. Mr. Tatum seconded the
mation. The motion passed unanimously.

3. BAR 84-186 —211 4th Street. N. E.
Painting of trim
Peter J. Talty, Applicant

Mr. Tatum maved for appraoval of the painting of the trim as presented. Mr. Bednar seconded the
motion. The motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Talty discussed some ideas for a possible addition to this structure into the court yard south of

the building. Certain minor problems were pointed out which included minimum distance requirements
between buildings. Mr. Talty said that as he develops new design schemes he would like to come back
to the board on an informal basis prior to submitting a detailed application for approval. The board
agreed that this would be acceptable.

4. BAR Bu4-187 —"Soacial Hall"
Rear of 109 East Jefferson Street

New sign replacement for Children's
Montessori School - from High
Street

Bliss Buford Abbot — Applicant

There was a brief discussion on the background involving this application with Mr, Higgins explaining
that, several years ago. when the board approved the playground and picket fence for the school, they
agreed to allow the temporary metal sign to be used until a final design and location could be submitted.
The board members expressed some concern about the location of this sign on the wall between the

first and second of three windows. They questioned whether or not the sign would serve any purpose

at that point given that access to the school is directly from the Second Street walkway. This walkway
serves the school, the Easter Seals office, and the Republican Headquarters. Certain members felt
that it would be better to consolidate all of these signs into one freestanding sign in keeping with

the design of the freestanding sign on the Jefferson Street frontage.

Mr. Bednar moved that they defer action on this application to allow Mrs. Abbot time to develop an
alternative design consolidating all three signs into one freestanding sign adjacent to the Second Street
walkway entry., Mr. Tatum seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.



5. BAR B8Y4-188 —C. M. Brand Dormitory
I000 West Main Street
New freestanding sign
Arthur E. Borman, Jr. — Applicant

After discussion with the applicant, Mr. Barman and the representatives of the developers. Mr. Fisher,
Mr. Herbert moved for approval of a projecting sign attached to the building's eastern corner with a
pale yellow background similar to the existing building coh’and with black lettering only. Mrs, Booker
seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously. There was maore discussion on this three
building complex being renovated by Allied Construction. The board members encouraged Mr. Fisher
to develop an averall painting scheme for the compelx which would include the two buildings subject
to BAR review as well as the third building. Mr, Fisher agreed to lock into this and come back to

the board at a later date.

D. Other items

There were none.

E. Other Matters Brought by the Public Not on the Agenda

1. BAR 84-i89 —fEagle Tavern - Farrish House
100 Court Square
2 new bronze signs
John Lowe — Applicant

After a brief discussion, Mr. Bednar moved approval of the application as presented with the Jefferson
Street frontage sign centered under the existing bronze sign at that location. Mr. Moje seconded the

motion. The motion passed unanimously.

2. BAR B4-190 -- Watson-Wood House
415 Park Street
Repainting and reroofing building
Jim Summers —~ Applicant

After a brief discussion. Mrs. Booker moved for approval of the application as presented with the
following colors:

—Peyton Randolph Gray for the building walls
—White trim

—White front porch ceiling

—Black~green standing seam metal roof
~Dark gray porch floar

Mr. Tatum seconded the motion. the motion passed unanimously.

F. Chairman's Report

There was none.

G. Board Membes' Reports

There were none.
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I CITY OF CHARLDTTE5V|LLE
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

MARCH 27. g8y — 4:00 P.M.
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT GONFERENCE ROOM

A. MINUT

~ February 7. jagu — Regular Meeting

ONS — AMENDMENTS/ ADDITIONS

B. OLD APPLICATI
— CAARC Adult Facility

. BAR g3-165
(7 W ol o«wv«tn M\L% M‘W 5|7 Park Street
Aoort oA Mo WW Rremaval of proposed side steps
Qoo s gt — and wa|kway/reiocation of side
o " door panel
2. BAR g1-132 — Tower House/Gilmer Building
m :GB—HIO Park Street g
dl aint colors for apprave
/V/X)Vl\- ( ‘@ connections/alterations for
/ United Virginia Bankshares
= ' Jack Rinehart. Architect
3. BAR 79-93 _ Perkins House
. 433 North First Street
my‘a‘/ é/(’P Reapproval of addition with changes
%WX\/ Malcolm and Ruth Bell — Owners/Applicant

C. AF‘PLICATlONS FOR CERTIFICATES oF APPROPRlATENESS

— The Willow Cottage House

|. BAR Bu-1B4
/\WON\— 1118 East Market Street
o é'/(D painting of trim and renovation
M George Gilmer. Jr. — Applicant
2. BAR gu-185 . ‘ — Juvenile and Domestic Relations Gourt
V/fo Ry ErSa) A AAA & 'pm\j Yo 41| East High Street
walkway connections from parking

g‘g/r\’ 'gr- a4 .
/Iﬁ’Aw 6‘% LJ‘ to entrance
JRELhan M% Judge R. P. Zehler — Applicant

* __ 911 4th Street., N. E.

3. BAR 8u-186
< Painting of trim
\QA(W" g
Peter J. Talty. Applicant
(? 4., BAR Bu-187 — vgocial Hall"
7 A Rear of 109 East Jefferson Street
v é/O New sign replacement for Children's
. Montessori gchool - from High Street
Bliss Buford Abbot — Applicant

— C. M, Brand Dormitory
{000 West Main Street
New freestanding sign
Arthur E. Borman. Jr. — Applicant




D. OTHER ITEMS

Eﬁ(g%&nMﬁQTTER?\BS?%GH%B&IE%%EUBLIC NOT ON THE AGENDA
- T3 e

-

e Pon, p.rt-'-lbl?nrz,&#, (,\
F. CHAIRMAN'S REPORT

G. BOARD MEMBERS' REPORTS
H. DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REPORT
l, Downtown Board of Architectural Review [D.B.A.R.]

2. Joint Session of B.A.R., D.B.A.R. and Landmarks Dommission

NOTE: PLEASE CALL PRIOR TO THE MEETING DAY IF you CANNOT ATTEND.,
THANK You.



H. Department of Community Development Report

I. Downtown Board of Architectural Review (OBAR)

Mr, Higgins reported that the Downtown Architectural Design Control District Ordinance has been
adopted and Messrs. Bednar and Tatum have participated in two meetings of that board with Mr,
Bednar being elected Vice Chairman of the new DBAR.

2. Joint Session of BAR., DBAR, and Landmarks Commissian

Mr. Higgins reported that a presentation is being arranged to discuss Historic Preservation Tax
Incentives which is being jointly sponsared by the City of Charlottesville, the Virginia Historic
Landmarks Commission and the Charlottesville Planning Association. The tentative date for this
may be Tuesday, April 24, 1984. A final notice will be sent to all board members giving the exact
time and date for this conference. There was a brief discussion on this.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 6:10 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert Mgje, Secretary

Approved:

Ted Dakey., Chairman
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CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
APRIL 24, 1984 — 4:00 P.M.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CONFERENCE ROOM , Pr’) 'j

MINUTES

/lW‘ 9 March 27, 1984 — Regular Meeting

¥ WM

i

J

I

. April 3, 1984 —Special Meeting
OLD APPLICATIONS—AMENDMENTS/ADDITIONS

|. BAR Bi-187 —"Social Hall"
109 East Jefferson Street

New sign repiacement for: Children's
Montessori School, Easter Seals,
Republican Headquarters

Bliss Buford Abbot -- Applicant

PRELIMNINARY APPLICATIONS
|. BAR 84-186 —2II 4th Street. N. E.
Discussion of possible addition

concepts
Mr. Peter J. Talty — Applicant

OTHER ITEMS

OTHER MATTERS BROUGHT BY THE PUBLIC NOT ON THE AGENDA
CHAIRMAN'S REPORT

BOARD MEMBERS' REPORTS

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT'S REPORT

NOTE: PLEASE CALL PRIOR TO THE MEETING DAY IF YOU CANNOT ATTEND.

THANK YOU.



CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

Board of Architectural Review

FROM: Satyendra Singh Huja, Director of Planning and Community Development = = \-

April 17. 1984

Case #187 — New Sign for Children's Montessori School — 109 East Jefferson

Please find attached, for your re-consideration of the above application, the
following:

—An application for Certificate of Appropriateness
—The 1875 Historic Landmarks Survey Sheet for this site

As you may recall, the board members, at your last meeting. requested the applicant
to consult with the other tenants in the building, wha use only the sidewalk entrance off
of 2nd Street, N. E., about consolidating the signs into a single sign compatible with the
existing sign out front on East Jefferson Street. The above application is in response to
that deferral.

Mrs. Abbat has worked out a design with the other tenants (Easter Seals and
Republican Headquarters) which matches the East Jefferson Street freestanding sign
in shingle size, letter style. and background color. The new sign. however, is proposed
to have blue lettering instead of dark brown. The existing metal post will have to be
repainted also. The width of the shingles may have to be slightly reduced in proportion
to the length of the freestanding sign arm on the Second Street side. OF course. existing
signs for the three tenants included in this application will have to be removed once the
new sign is placed. She will bring color samples to the meeting on the 24th for your

review.

Some of you may recall that in past years a number of requests for additional signs
on and around this building have either been withdrawn or denied as presented due to City
Code limitations. In November 1982 an amendment was made to Section 31480 of the City
Code which may allow one additional freestanding sign for this property, for a total of two,
if the board feels it is more in keeping with the architectural character of the building.

We will provide information from previous requests at the meeting if you so desire.
If you have any aother guestions. please feel free to contact me or Ron Higgins at 97{-3182.
Thank you.

RLH/bgj
Attachments



CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE
APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
-BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
-DOWNTOWN BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

Application is hereby made for the property listed below for the issuance of
a Certificate of Appropriateness under Chapter 31-141.1 of the Charlottesville City

Code.

1. Address of Property Applied For: |()q Ei ‘?qd;*]M/yun L&T‘

. . |
2. Name of Applicant (Owner or Agent):‘/jﬁgbﬁﬁ ‘—EQLLLWLd ﬁ&p”%i/’

)
3. Mailing Address of Applicant: «.

Unuite 2294
4. Phone Number of Applicant: (Busimess) 47| &74%( (Home) (773 ’)S'ZL

5. Description of Proposed Work (Use back of form if ngcqssary):

o hum 5W%(fvwwndw /;tqmpo‘/fwr.;
o 2 b e

At sl & flu .
o e e e, G
e Ol ldven's Thatzsai Schal('y 30
NOTE: flu Eastr-Sted M Cr"\(go“)
EXISTING METAL PXT PAANTED WWTE | TO BE CeXmmiE D

6. List of Enclosures: Wamt. —

Wil B MLWB/ .
7. Do you intend to apply for Federal historic preservation tax credits for this
project: Yes No .~ . (Please note that a Certificate of Appropri-

ateness does not assure certification of rehabilitation work for Federal
historic preservation tax incentives.)

I hereby attest, that the information [ have provided is, to the best of my
knowledge, correct.

Signature of Owner or Agent: _jf;i' M%i Date: Lt{‘lléﬁj

i
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
Received BZ W%m‘ Approved: Date:

7
Date: __, |[f)"7~ //[ / 784 Disapproved: _ Date:

DCD 3/9/84
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LANDMARK & SURVEY

IDENTIFICATION BASE DATA

Street Address: 109 East Jefferson Street Historic Name: "Social Hall"

Map and Parcel: 33-134 Date/Period: 1314

Census Track & Block: 1-107 Style: Late Georgian
Height to Cornice: 21

# Present Owner: first Baptist Churc
Height in Stories:

Address: 3econd and Jefferso
Prasent Ioning:

cand Area (sg.f%.):
Assassed Value (land + imp.}:

Sresent Use: Youth 3uil
Jriginal Gwner:
Original Use: Residence

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

"3
[ oY

f 4t

an impor<ant exampls of late Jeorgian architacture and one of the faw ramaining
ces of the =zarly period. <Characteri ¢ of %he late Georgian style is the
formal, symm L zomposi<tiaon, f£ive bays wide, two s i
aouse is bulil brick laid in Tlemish bend on the Je rson and Second Streets slavations
course common dond on the remainiag sides. N ble fesatures of ths extsrior

Federal fanlign: doorway and dlind windows (to preserve symmetrv). The
ddicions o2f the Zoleonial Reviwval veranda and a small two story wing on the
«2 disrupt =the purity and gracs of the original design. The intarior has

ations »surt much of the original woodwecrk ramains intacec.

This buildi:
argh style

rist
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as high with a low roof. The
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HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION
John R. Jon=s, a merchant who occupied

the southern half of Number NVothing, purchased lots
54 on April 2%, 1814 from Chiles Brand Sor 136 pounds (ACDB 19-55). Jones, wiose
wealth zame from nis position as financial agent for several large plantars in the county,
about to construct “he mansion shortly aftar the land was oboughct. Jones continued to
was sold <=9 John HF. 3ibb, who nheld zhe title
J.

53 and

set
Live on the proper+ty uantil April 1857, when it
for 24 years. In 1381, 3ibb sold the house to Hanna Xauiman who in %turn sold it to Or.

the Williams' astats that =he pr2sent owners purchasad ths
ACDB 6§9-630, 79-61, City DB 31-22, 153-3867.

CONDITIONS B  SOURCES

Mrs. Lucille Carr, C

ity and County Records
Alexanders Recoll

Average
ccions, pp. 13-20.
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CITY OF

CHARLOTTESVILLE
VIRGINIA

MEMO

TO: Board of Architectural Review

FROM: Satyendra Singh Huja. Director of Planning and Community Development <= = \‘5'
DATE: April 17, 1984

RE: Case #186—2Il 4th Street. N. E.—Preliminary Proposal for Additions

Please find attached. for your consideration of the above, the following:
— 1975 Historic Landmarks Survey Sheet for this property

At your last meeting, after approval of the paint color for the trim on the above
building.you briefly discussed the concept of an addition to this structure off of the rear
and into the court yard. Mr. Talty was encouraged to come back with revised drawings
before formal submittal of a final design. His original concept presented some problems
as to building separations and square footage.

This item has been placed on your agenda, at Mr. Talty's request. as a preliminary
discussion item only. Staff has had several discussions with him regarding this site. He
has changed the concept to one of a second story addition in the rear with no projection
into the court yard. He says the proposal includes alterations to the first floor south
elevation where porch windows are now facated. Mr. Talty will bring drawings to the
meeting to discuss with you. He is doing all of this in preparation for a formal submittal
to be considered at your May regular meeting.

If you have any questions until the meeting, please feel free to contact me or Ron
Higgins at 971-3182. thank you.

RLH/bgj
Attachment
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Histori¢ Name: 211 Fourth Skrset

IDENTIFICATION

Street Address: 211 Fourth Street NE
Date/Period: cir. 1830

Map and Parcel: 33-217
Census Track & 8lock: 1-110

Style: Federal

Height to Cornice:
Height in Stories: 2

Present Qwner: Mr. & Mrs. Charles Smith
Address: 211 Fourth Street, N.E., City

'PruentUse: Residence

Jriginal Qwner: Zardin Massie

Present Zoning: 3-3
Land Area {sg.ft.): 42 x 55.7
l Assaessed Yalue (land + imp.): 4350 + 37302

j Original Use: Rasidance - Rental Property

| ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

This house aad the one at 2153 Fourth Strezeft NE are the most outstanding

axamplas of faderal domestic architecture surviviang in the Courz 3guara aresa,. Less
stylish than the house at 215 Fourth Street, 211 was probably built by Hardin Massie as
rantal property The two structures were not originally linked and were conveved as
separate properties aftar 1348 when Massie's will divided them. A wvery simpls two bavy,
two stary brick structure that was originally buct ons room 2eep, it nas a tin roof and
carapet on the southern gable. The 2ouse rstains ics original entrance and six over six
double sasnh windows

HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION

Lots 53 and 6 in the original town wers purchased oy Hardin Massis and John Cochran in 1823
(ACDB 27-290). Latar Massie bDecame the sole owner of the property, and ne probably =racted

the two brick structures around 1830. 215 was 2ais regidenca while 211 was probaply usad as

ranrtal properzy. In Hardin Massie's will dated 1348, he laft the northera ahalf of lots

andé 5 to ais nephew N. H. 4Yassie, and rthe southern half (including the structurs at 211)

5

to

his sister 3ally Ragland (ACDB 18-453). The pump on the property servad as the 2ast-west
boundary Zfor the diwvision. In 1853, Sally Ragland conveyed her property to John C. Hughes

who built his fine house at 307 East Market 3Street. Ia 1877, J. H. B3owman nsought the secrtion
of the Hughs' property on the corner of Zast Market and Tourth Strezets which included 110
Erontage on Four*h Street from the Hughes a2state (ACDB 71-430). The small, brick house has
nad many owners since the later part of the nineteenth cencury. The prasent owner, the local
artist Charles Smith purchased tzhe property in 1944 (D3 1138-204).
| | ~
' =8
Good City/County Records
Alexander, Recollections., p.5%
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION
TAX INCENTIVES

JOINTLY SPONSORED BY

THE CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE. THE VIRGINIA HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION

Purpose:

Date:

Time:

Place:

AND THE CHARLOTTESVILLE PLANNING ASSOCIATION

To invite you to a presentation by Douglas Harnsberger, of the Virginia
Historic Landmarks Commission, on Federal tax incentives for rehabilitating
historic buildings. These incentives, including a 25 percent investment
tax credit, are designed to encourage capital investment in historic commer-
cial, industrial or rental residential property. Many older structures in
Charlottesville. especially those in the Downtown area, are eligible because
of their listing on the National Register of Historic Places or their location
in a National Register historic district. Mr, Harnsberger's talk will focus
on the eligibility criteria For tax incentives, historic rehabilitation standards
and the certification application process. We encourage all property owners
interested in rehabilitation. and anyone else concerned with historic
preservation. to attend.

Wednesday, April 25. 1984
7:15 - B:45 p.m.

The Mecintire Room of the Jefferson-Madison Regional Library, 201 East
Market Street

For more information. call Glenn Larson of the Charlottesville Department

of Community Development at 871-3i82.
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