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A request by Arlington County Department of Parks and Recreation, owner of 2411 24th Street North in the Fort C.F. 

Smith Historic District, to remove and replace four existing metal signs at Fort C.F. Smith Park with updated 

aluminum signs. 
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CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS STAFF REPORT 

 

 

TO:  HALRB 

  

FROM: Angelina R. Jones, Historic Preservation Planner 

 

DATE:  April 10, 2019 

 

SUBJECT: 2411 24th Street North, 19-08, Fort C.F. Smith Historic District  

 

Background Information 

 

Between 1863 and 1865, Fort C. F. Smith was a second-generation fort, built mid-war to bolster 

the existing defenses of the nation's capital. Most of the perimeter fits the typical Civil War fort 

profile of a flat central section, known as the terreplein, surrounded by a raised-earth rampart that 

enhanced views of the enemy. It first was called the Fort at Red House or Fort McDowell, but in 

June 1863, it was named to honor Major General Charles Ferguson Smith. The fort was 

abandoned and dismantled in the fall of 1865. Fort C.F. Smith is the best preserved Civil War fort 

in Arlington. It lies within the 19-acre Fort C.F. Smith Park, along with a late-19th and early-20th 

century estate with embedded Civil War-era ruins. The fort was designated as a Local Historic 

District in 1987 and was listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 2000. The local 

historic district is comprised of numerous non-contributing resources including a 1920s cottage 

and a modern tractor barn. 

 

Proposal 

 

The applicant proposes to remove and replace four existing metal signs at Fort C.F. Smith Park with updated 

aluminum signs. 

 

DRC Review 

 

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

had no comments and recommended that the subject application be placed on the consent agenda for the 

April 17, 2019, HALRB hearing.  

 

Recommendation  

 

Staff recommends approval of the replacement signs as the design is consistent with other Department of 

Parks and Recreation signage throughout the County, including the signage at Dawson Terrace (another 

Local Historic District). Furthermore, the proposal conforms with Rehabilitation Standards #9 and #10 

specified in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties as it is an 

alteration to a non-historic site feature that is compatible with the character of the historic setting. 
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Standard #9: New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic 

materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work will be 

differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and 

proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment. 

 

Standard #10: New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a 

manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its 

environment would be unimpaired. 

 



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 19-08 Agenda Item #1

Applicant(s): Arlington County Department of Parks and Recreation 
For Applicant: Juan Du 

Findings: 

     Return to next DRC meeting 

 X     Send to HALRB  

If sent to HALRB, recommended action is: 

     X     Place on consent agenda 

_____  Place on discussion agenda: 

_____  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.  


