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A request by Asghar Shahmoradi and Maryam Amiryan, owners of 2337 North Fillmore Street in the Maywood 

Historic District, to infill the rear portion of the existing carport to create additional living space. 
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CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS STAFF REPORT 

 

 

TO:  HALRB 

  

FROM: Angelina R. Jones, Historic Preservation Planner 

 

DATE:  April 10, 2019 

 

SUBJECT: 2337 North Fillmore Street, Case 19-06, Maywood Historic District 

 

 

Background Information 

 

This split-level dwelling is located at 2337 North Fillmore Street within the Maywood Local Historic 

District. Built in 1960, the three-bay, side gabled dwelling is faced with stretcher bond brick coursing. 

Fenestration includes a recessed entryway featuring a four-panel, two-light wood door with three-light 

sidelights and vinyl-sash windows. The roof is pierced by an interior brick chimney. The carport on the 

north side of the dwelling appears to be original to the building’s construction based on historic aerial 

photos and the building permit index records for the property. The subject dwelling is not listed in the 

Maywood National Register Historic District and is considered a “post-historic period property” in the 

Maywood Local Historic District.    

 

The applicants initially contacted the Historic Preservation Program (HPP) staff in October 2018 

inquiring about the process for infilling their carport to create additional living space. Staff explained that 

because of the carport’s proximity to the property line, any additional construction there would require a 

setback modification from the Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA); a CoA from the HALRB also would be 

needed. In November 2018, the applicants attended both the DRC and HALRB meetings to request that 

the HALRB direct the Zoning Administrator to modify the underlying setbacks for the property (as per 

§15.7.4 of the Zoning Ordinance). The HPP staff report recommended denial of the setback modification 

request since the location of the infill would be prominently visible on the building’s façade and thereby 

in conflict with the Maywood Design Guidelines. The HALRB unanimously voted that a setback 

modification was inappropriate in this case, but did offer general recommendations for the applicants to 

consider for the infill design. The current application under consideration is separate from this previous 

setback modification request; however, the project still would require BZA approval. 

 

Proposal 

 

The applicant is requesting to infill the rear portion of the existing carport to create additional living space. 

 

DRC Review 

 

The Design Review Committee (DRC) heard this application at its April 3, 2019, meeting. The DRC 

requested that the applicant provide additional documentation of the proposed design, including: correction 
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to the plan to show “proud” posts; correction to elevations to show horizontal siding; updated window and 

door specifications; and a detail showing how the posts will connect with the proposed siding material. 

Pending receipt of these additional materials, the DRC recommended approval of the application and asked 

that it be placed on the discussion agenda for the April 17, 2019, HALRB hearing. The DRC noted that if 

the CoA is approved and the applicant then receives BZA approval to build, the applicant should submit 

construction drawings for final historic preservation review before commencing work. 

 

Staff Recommendation 

 

Staff recommends approval of the subject application. The proposed design calls for infill of the rear portion 

of the existing carport only, set back 11’-6” from the primary plane of the façade. This manner of partially 

enclosing the carport would not be a prominently visible alteration on the front elevation, thereby meeting 

the intent of Chapter 6: New Addition/Building of the Maywood Design Guidelines, which state, “In most 

cases, the new addition should not be prominently visible from the street and should be located to the rear 

of the house, if possible (p.27).” Furthermore, this house is non-contributing within the Maywood Historic 

District. Since the proposed design will not alter the scale or massing of the existing building, it will not 

have a negative impact on the overall architectural character of the district. 

 



Updated 3/01/2019 

HALRB/Design Review Committee Report Meeting Date: April 3, 2019 
 
For DRC: Robert Dudka, Charles Craig, Andrew Wenchel,                  

   
For Arlington County: Angelina Jones, Serena Bolliger, Cynthia Liccese-Torres 
 

 
Case #  CoA 19-06 Agenda Item #3             

   
Applicant(s): Asghar Shahmoradi and Maryam Amiryan 
 
 
Design Recommendations: 
 
1. Correct proposed plan at sides to show “proud” posts (standing out from the surface of the siding).  

 

2. Provide a detail that shows how the siding material will interact with the existing posts once installed. 

 

3. Correct all elevations to show horizontal siding, rather than vertical. 

 

4. Correct window specification for the rear window to coordinate with the elevation (should be two 

panes, rather than three panes). 

 

5. Provide door specification to match rear elevation (door with large pane of glass to increase 

transparency). 

 

6. If this CoA is approved by the HALRB and you receive BZA approval for the project, the DRC have 

asked that you submit construction drawings for final review before commencing work. 

 
 
Findings: 
 

          Return to next DRC meeting  
 
    X      Send to HALRB  
 

 
If sent to HALRB, recommended action is: 

 
            Place on consent agenda 
 
_X _  Place on discussion agenda: 

  

__X__  Recommend approval of CoA, with DRC design recommendations and/or 

additional information provided 
 
_____  Recommend deferral of ruling on CoA (explanation): 
 
_____  Recommend denial of CoA (explanation):  
 
_____  No recommendation.  


