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MINUTES OF THE HISTORICAL AFFAIRS AND LANDMARK REVIEW BOARD 
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MEMBERS PRESENT: Charles Craig 

Omari Davis 

Sherry Frear 

Sarah Garner, Vice Chairman 

Jennie Gwin 

Joan Lawrence 

Sara Steinberger 

Mark Turnbull  

Richard Woodruff, Chairman 

 

MEMBERS EXCUSED: Robert Dudka 

Carmela Hamm  

Gerry Laporte  

Andrew Wenchel  

 

STAFF:   Cynthia Liccese-Torres, Historic Preservation Coordinator 

Lorin Farris, Historic Preservation Planner  

Angelina Jones, Historic Preservation Planner 

   

ROLL CALL & CALL TO ORDER 

 

The Chairman called the meeting to order at 7:30 PM. Ms. Jones called the roll and determined 

there was a quorum (Ms. Steinberger and Mr. Davis had not yet arrived). The Chairman 

announced there was one speaker slip for the Fort Myer Heights School Agenda item. He asked 

if there were any other interested parties or individuals that needed a speaker slip and there were 

not.  

 

(NOTE: The July 17, 2019, meeting minutes will be reviewed for approval during the September 

18, 2019, HALRB hearing). 

 

PUBLIC HEARING FOR CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS (CoAs) 

 

CONSENT AGENDA 

 

The Chairman asked if there were any public speakers wishing to comment on the Consent 

Agenda and there were none present. There were three items on the Consent Agenda: 
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1) Leslie A. Jewell 

2904 22nd Street North 

CoA 19-11 (HP1900034) 

Request to replace three (3) windows and to convert a wall penetration with 

A/C unite back into a window in the basement of a contributing dwelling. 

 

2) David Tucker and Alexandra Bair 

3610 22nd Street North 

CoA 19-12(HP1900035) 

Maywood Historic District 

Request to replace three (3) windows in the non-historic kitchen addition of a 

contributing dwelling. 

 

3) Brian Westlye for Darcey, LLC 

2900 Columbia Pike 

CoA 19-13 (HP1900036) 

Columbia Pike Initiative 2005 

Request to replace the plexi-glass insert in the sign box facing Walter Reed 

Drive with the current business’s logo. 

 

The Chairman called for any discussion or comments; there were none. Ms. Lawrence moved to 

approve the Consent Agenda. Ms. Garner seconded, and the motion passed 7-0 (Mr. Davis and 

Ms. Steinberger had not yet arrived). 

 

ADMINISTRATIVE CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS (ACoAs) 

 

No comments were made on the following ACoAs: 

 

1) Barry Chovitz 

2207 North Kenmore Street 

ACoA 15-15A (HP1900037) 

Maywood Historic District 

Request to remove one (1) silver maple with significant wounds on the base 

and trunk. 

 

2) Jimmie Lindstrom Wallin 

3322 23rd Road North 

ACoA 19-15 (HP1900032) 

Maywood Historic District 

Request to remove one (1) red maple with trunk rot at the base of the tree. 

 

3) Michael Ferguson and Chieh Lee 

1859 Wilson Boulevard, #370 

ACoA 19-18 (HP1900040) 

Colonial Village Historic District 
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Request to install nine (9) new replacement windows in accordance with the 

Guidelines for Replacement Windows in the Colonial Village Historic 

District. 

 

Since the owners of 3610 22nd Street North had not arrived for their Discussion Agenda item, the 

Historic Preservation Program (HPP) staff suggested moving ahead to the report items. The 

Chairman agreed to this change in the agenda schedule.  

(Mr. Davis arrived at 7:35 PM and Ms. Steinberger arrived at 7:38 PM). 

Reports of the Chairman and Staff:  

Chairman’s Report – The Chairman reported an update to the tree preservation issue and stated 

that he had made good progress. He had attended a meeting in Richmond, Virginia with State 

Liaison for Arlington County, Patricia Carroll, and the Chairman of the Urban Forestry 

Commission, Phil Klingelhofer. They discussed an update on work they are doing towards tree 

preservation. They have been coordinating with home builders, who have a vested interest in tree 

preservation statutes, and are making progress to amend one of the state statutes relating to the 

conservation of trees. The Chairman explained the two statutes that deal with tree conservation: 

(1) a replacement statute that requires a certain number of trees be planted during development 

projects to ensure there is a percentage of tree canopy coverage over the project area in a twenty- 

year period; and (2) a statute specifically for Planning District 8, which is Northern Virginia, that 

directs large development projects to plant new trees and protect existing trees. Only Fairfax 

County participates in the latter statute because the statute is not very strong. The Urban Forestry 

Commission is discussing ways to make this statute stronger, more flexible, and applicable to 

smaller projects. There is consensus that the amendment could be presented during the next 

session with the State Legislature.  

 

DISCUSSION AGENDA 

 

The applicants arrived so the Chairman agreed to return to the Discussion Agenda. The 

Chairman said there was one item on the Discussion Agenda: 

 

1) David Tucker and Alexandra Bair 

3610 22nd Street North 

CoA 19-04A (HP1900033) 

Maywood Historic District 

Request to change the position of two windows on a previously approved 

garage. 

 

Discussion Item #1: 3610 22nd Street North 

 

The Chairman invited the applicants to the table and asked Ms. Jones to present an overview of 

the CoA application. Ms. Jones explained that this was an amendment to an application that was 

approved by the HALRB in March 2019 to install a prefabricated garage on their property. The 

Tuckers’ contractor installed the windows higher than the height indicated on the approved 

plans. Mr. Tucker brought the issue up to Ms. Jones, who then informed Mr. Tucker that if he 
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wanted to keep the windows in the current location then he would have to submit an amendment 

to the CoA. Mr. Tucker did this and attended the Design Review Committee (DRC) meeting on 

August 7, 2019. After a discussion with the DRC, Mr. Tucker agreed to move the windows so 

that the top of their frames align with the top of the door frame.  

 

Mr. Tucker explained that the original drawings showed that the window glass aligned with the 

glass on the door. However, he said the DRC preferred the window frames align with the door 

frame instead. Ms. Jones also pointed out that the garage door originally had chamfered edges, 

which was changed to 90 degree-angled edges as approved on the previous CoA. Mr. Craig, on 

behalf of the DRC, did not have any additional comments. There were no other comments or 

questions. Mr. Craig motioned to approve the CoA amendment, Mr. Turnbull seconded, and the 

motion passed unanimously 9-0. 

 

Discussion Item #2: Fort Myer Heights/Wilson School Historic Marker 

 

Ms. Farris provided an overview as to why the previously approved historic marker returned for 

the August hearing. During the July HALRB hearing, Arlington Public Schools (APS) presented 

a draft historic marker that was then approved by the Board. Afterwards, a member of the public 

contacted the HPP staff with a concern that the approved title of the plaque, “Woodrow Wilson 

School,” was a point of contention. It was suggested that the title be changed to the “Fort Myer 

Heights School” because Wilson was a supporter of eugenics and therefore should not be 

highlighted as an individual on the plaque. Ms. Farris pointed out that there had been a previous 

discussion among the HALRB concerning the title of the plaque during the June and July 

meetings. Although “Fort Myer Heights School” was considered for the title, preference was put 

towards the “Wilson School” since this was what the school was commonly known as by the 

community. Ms. Farris said there were no public comments at that time.  

 

Ms. Farris said that she contacted APS staff concerning the proposed changes and APS decided 

to change the title and a photograph caption to remove mention of Wilson. She explained that 

this change does not impact the historic context and the plaque still references that the school had 

been named the Woodrow Wilson Elementary School at one point. Mr. Jeff Chambers of APS 

mentioned that the Schriver Program, which is a program for disabled children, will be in the 

new school building on the site and that it would not be appropriate to have Wilson so 

prominently displayed on the historic marker. He stated that the new proposed title “Fort Myer 

Heights School” offers a connection to the name of the new school, “The Heights.”  Mr. 

Chambers said that the “Wilson School” was one of the suggested names for the new school until 

the naming committee learned of the issue. He said the issue of using Wilson’s name was not 

brought to his attention until after the July HALRB hearing.  

 

Mr. Chambers also provided a brief update on the other historic preservation-related use permit 

requirements for the opening of The Heights School. He stated that the school model and case 

were ready for installation, some of the history books have been ordered, the tin ceiling tiles 

from the demolished school building have been installed in the new library and conference 

rooms, and the exterior benches have incorporated some of the reclaimed brick.  
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The Chairman invited the public speaker, Mr. Lee White, to share his concerns. Mr. White had 

sent the HALRB a letter providing context for the issue. Mr. White had served on the naming 

committee for The Heights School, and he stated that during deliberations the committee 

narrowed down the options for the name of the school. Mr. White is also a parent of a student in 

the Schriver Program. It was during his research on Wilson when Mr. White discovered Wilson’s 

contentious and strong beliefs about eugenics. With this new information, the naming committee 

considered other options to present to the School Board. Mr. White then explained how the 

School Board made its decision to approve the name for the new school. Mr. White made an 

impassioned argument about how having a historic marker where Wilson’s name would be 

prominently displayed would be an insult to the students and parents of the Schriver Program.  

 

The Chairman thanked Mr. White for his comments and had some questions about naming 

options considered by the School Board. The Chairman questioned if the H-B Woodlawn name 

was gone. Mr. White responded that the school has two programs, the H-B Woodlawn Program 

and the Eunice Schriver Program at The Heights School. Both have different administrative 

programs but share the same school building. Mr. White pointed out that Wilson’s name will 

continue to be associated with the school because of its Wilson Boulevard address.  

 

Ms. Lawrence stated that she had been very involved in trying to preserve the Wilson School. 

She was aware of some of Wilson’s views on eugenics, but not to the extent that he passed 

legislation while Governor of New Jersey or that he lobbied for other states to follow suit. Ms. 

Lawrence mentioned that the school was known as the Wilson School for much of its existence, 

but she was in support of changing the title of the historic marker to “Fort Myer Heights School.” 

Mr. Chambers reiterated that APS did not remove the language explaining how the school was 

once called the Woodrow Wilson Elementary School. The Chairman moved to support and 

approve the new text for the historic marker. Ms. Lawrence seconded, and the motion passed 

unanimously 9-0. 

 

Discussion Item #3: Engravers Building (Site Plan #339) – Ghost Advertisement 

Informational Plaque 

 

Ms. Farris provided an overview about the conditions associated with Site Plan #339. One of the 

historic preservation conditions involves the Conklyn’s Flower Shop mural, which was located 

on the rear exterior wall of the Engraver’s Building, now a preservation easement property. The 

Site Plan involves the construction of a high-rise building adjacent to and behind the Engraver’s 

Building. The Site Plan proposes to create usable space on the Engraver’s Building roof, with the 

new building cantilevering over the historic building and a new rear elevation for the Engraver’s 

Building. The Conklyn’s Flower Shop mural is proposed to be relocated to the new rear 

elevation, which will be visible from the Engraver’s Building’s rooftop. Ms. Farris explained that 

the plaque is meant to highlight the Conklyn’s Flower Shop mural rather than emphasize the 

Engraver’s Building. She advised the HALRB to consider the plaque’s content, appearance, and 

proposed location. 

 

Benjamin Keeney, Architect for Antunovich Associates of Washington, D.C, presented on behalf 

of the applicant. Mr. Keeney explained that five feet of the rear elevation of the Engraver’s 

Building needed to be removed to allow for trucks to access the property. He then discussed 
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some of the known history of the Engraver’s Building, its previous uses, and how it was the only 

historic building on that side of the block (the three adjacent commercial buildings were not 

historic and were demolished). He explained that the façade and side wall of the Engraver’s 

Building was considered worthy of preservation, but that [a portion of] the rear elevation could 

be demolished with the notion that the Conklyn’s Flower Shop mural be preserved and relocated 

to a location approved by the HALRB. Antunovich Associates conducted some historic research 

but was not able to verify that the flower shop was ever in the Engraver’s Building. Regardless, 

it was determined that the mural was an alleyway advertisement, likely dating between the 1940s 

and 1960s.  

 

Mr. Keeney then explained the content on the proposed Conklyn’s Flower Shop plaque. They 

suggested “ca. 1950s” as the date because they could not find a specific date when the mural was 

erected. They are open to refining the plaque language based on the HALRB’s suggestions. Mr. 

Keeney said that the mural was removed easily. However, they have not been able to discover 

any other valuable information regarding the mural.  

 

The Chairman thanked Mr. Keeney’s for his efforts with the plaque and the project. The 

Chairman requested further explanation about the proposed mural location. Ms. Farris referenced 

the Site Plan concept drawings and Mr. Keeney supported this explanation. Ms. Steinberger 

questioned why the applicant did not use the side wall as the new location for the mural. Mr. 

Keeney responded that because the side wall was historic fabric and part of the Engraver’s 

Building, they only received approval to create a door opening on the side wall. Ms. Garner 

asked Mr. Keeney if they had been able to talk to the Conklyn family about the mural. Mr. 

Keeney said that although they reached out to the Conklyn family, they did not have a record of 

the flower shop being at this location. Ms. Lawrence remembered the flower shop being in the 

Court House neighborhood. An associate of Mr. Keeney’s explained that the flower shop did not 

expand to two locations in Arlington County until the 1960s.  

 

Mr. Craig explained how Clarendon Boulevard was realigned because it was part of the trolley 

line. He believed the trolley line would have provided a view of the rear wall of the Engraver’s 

Building. Ms. Liccese-Torres asked if Mr. Keeney reviewed any of the phone directories from 

the 1950s or 1960s; they had not. Ms. Liccese-Torres explained that the Center for Local History 

has many historic phone directories which might help provide more information on the previous 

addresses of the businesses. Mr. Keeney said they looked at newspaper advertisements and 

located some for the business but with no mention of the Engraver’s Building address. Ms. 

Liccese-Torres offered that the HPP staff could assist with review of some historic maps. 

 

Ms. Garner suggested clarifying as close as possible the date of when the mural appeared. Ms. 

Steinberger suggested being more decisive on the decade when the mural appeared, such as c. 

1950. There was more discussion between the Board members and Mr. Keeney about the 

businesses that were around the Engraver’s Building to determine which one may have had a 

view of the mural on the rear wall. Board members also provided various suggestions to the 

plaque language. Ms. Steinberger said, and the HPP staff concurred, that a current date should be 

included on the plaque so the reader can understand its point of reference. Mr. Craig commented 

on the benefits of the mural’s new location, as it likely will be protected from possible vandals.  
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Ms. Farris brought up the need for clarification of the plaque’s title. Some members favored 

“mural” versus “sign” because of possible confusion with zoning requirements for signage. It 

was agreed that “advertisement” was appropriate, therefore the plaque’s title should be 

“Conklyn’s Florist Advertisement” with “ca. 1950s” below. Ms. Liccese-Torres pointed out that 

there is nothing mentioned about the Engraver’s Building, and that it would be beneficial to have 

one or two sentences, including mention of the preservation easement on the building. The 

Chairman asked for some background on why the Engraver’s Building is significant. Ms. 

Liccese-Torres responded that the building was identified in the Historic Resources Inventory as 

Essential because of its high level of integrity.  

 

The Chairman had more questions about the history of the Engraver’s Building itself, but the 

HPP staff did not know much about the building’s history. More discussion occurred between 

the Board members and the applicant concerning the Conklyn’s Florist business locations. The 

Board members discussed how to highlight the Engraver’s Building as a historic property. Ms. 

Steinberger questioned where the plaque would be in relation to the mural and Mr. Keeney 

provided a description. There was also discussion about how close the public would be able to 

get to the mural. Ms. Farris said that the site plan condition did not specify that the mural must 

always be visible to the public so there was nothing preventing a future tenant from blocking the 

view of the mural with possible equipment, seating, storage, etc. Board members requested that 

Mr. Keeney ensure that they create a tenant agreement that states the mural must be visible to 

patrons.  

 

The Chairman asked for any further comments and there were none. Ms. Lawrence asked Mr. 

Keeney to continue working with the HPP staff on polishing the proposed language, and Mr. 

Keeney agreed. The Chairman made a motion to approve the concept and design of the plaque, 

with further discussions occurring between the applicant and HPP staff on the content. The 

Chairman also stated that the applicant would not need to attend the next HALRB meeting for 

the HALRB to review the updated version of the plaque. Ms. Lawrence seconded the motion, 

which passed unanimously 9-0. 

 

During the transition from the discussion items to staff updates, Mr. Turnbull mentioned how 

there are many historic markers and plaques around Arlington County and he expressed the need 

for a maintenance plan for these signs. Ms. Liccese-Torres explained that it was common for site 

plan or use permit conditions to require the design and installation of such signage but that 

typically ongoing maintenance was not addressed. She expressed that this was a good idea and 

should be discussed with planners during the site plan process.  

 

Mr. Woodruff asked for further clarification as to why the HALRB did not require the applicant 

to relocate the Conklyn’s Florist mural in a more public location. Mr. Craig replied that the most 

public location would have been the side wall, however the DRC did not recommend any more 

openings be made to this wall.  

 

Reports of the Chairman and Staff (Continued):  

Ms. Farris provided an update on several ongoing site plans and sector plans. She mentioned that 

the Shirlington Special GLUP+ study had a walking tour of the Village of Shirlington on July 23. 

Concerning preservation efforts in Shirlington, Ms. Farris mentioned to the LRPC [at the 
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meeting following the tour] that the community would benefit from educational panels 

highlighting Shirlington’s heritage. She also introduced herself to the representatives of Federal 

Realty to begin a dialog with them on preservation efforts in Shirlington.  

 

Ms. Farris next provided an update on the Lee Highway Planning study and stated that AECOM 

is currently conducting an architectural survey of about 100 properties. She then provided an 

update on the study timeline and future community meetings.  

 

Next, Ms. Farris discussed the Historic Conservation District (HCD) study. She said that the 

HPP staff are ensuring that the concerns and comments provided by the HALRB to Planning and 

Housing staff during the July HALRB meeting are being considered. This is important for staff 

in preparation for their update to the County Board on September 10.  

 

Ms. Farris explained that the HPP staff requested the applicant for the Key Bridge Marriott site 

plan to consider ways to highlight the site’s history and have an archaeological monitoring plan. 

Ms. Lawrence asked if they plan to retain the existing hotel building. Ms. Farris replied that the 

applicant is refacing the existing hotel building and that it will not appear the same. The new 

proposed buildings to the east and west of the site will take up a good portion of the open space.  

 

Mr. Woodruff asked if there had ever been a GLUP study done on Shirlington before and Ms. 

Farris said there had not. Ms. Jones said that a study had been completed in the 1970s, a phased 

development site plan in 1982, and an update to the 1982 plan in the early 2000s. There was 

further discussion about the difference between a site plan and a GLUP study.  

 

Ms. Liccese-Torres provided an overview of the Arlington County Local Recovery Center due to 

the flash floods that occurred on July 8 where the County Manager declared a state of 

emergency. The HPP staff participated at the center and assisted with questions from the public. 

 

Mr. Woodruff asked about the 2020 U.S. Census. Ms. Liccese-Torres said the County Manager’s 

Office is asking that all of Arlington County’s Commissions be considered census partners to 

help promote the census efforts.  

 

Ms. Jones mentioned that the Maywood Civic Association will attend the October HALRB 

hearing to discuss the proposed updates to the Design Guidelines for the Maywood Local 

Historic District. The HPP staff will be sending letters to all the property owners in the district. 

Ms. Liccese-Torres stated that this new timeline would still allow the proposed updates to be 

presented to the County Board in December. 

 

The Chairman adjourned the meeting at 8:57 PM. 


