
Arlington County Historic Preservation Program   HALRB Meeting – December 18, 2019 

Historical Affairs and Landmark Review Board 
Arlington County, Virginia 

HALRB Case 19-26 (HPCA19-00026) 

A request by Beth and Joseph Andrews, owners of 2737 23rd Road North, to renovate a non-historic rear addition with 

new siding, windows, door, roofing, and AC units. The design also includes modifying a non-historic bathroom 

window and adding a doorway in an existing non-historic window penetration in the historic portion of the house. 
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HISTORICAL AFFAIRS AND LANDMARK REVIEW BOARD 

ARLINGTON COUNTY, VIRGINIA 

 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS STAFF REPORT 

 

To:  HALRB 

From:   Angelina R. Jones, Historic Preservation Planner 

Date:   December 11, 2019 

Subject:  2737 23rd Road North, CoA 19-26, Maywood Historic District 

Background Information 

This contributing property is a pre-1916, Queen Anne-style dwelling. The Maywood National Register 

Nomination describes the house as follows: 

The two-bay-wide, wood-frame dwelling is clad in wood shingles and has a front-gable 

roof with flared eaves, sheathed in asphalt shingles. It has a one-story, four-bay, wood-

frame wrap-around front porch on Tuscan columns. Windows are a one-over-one wood 

sash and one-over-one vinyl-sash, with one-light, single-sash in the gable end. Other 

notable features include wide, overhanging eaves with a beaded soffit, a three-faceted bay 

window on the west elevation, two gable-roof dormers on the side elevations, and an 

entry with a four-light transom and two-light sidelights. Also of note is an electrified 

lamp on a turned wood post. The metal lantern appears to have originally been gas-

burning.  

Proposal 

This proposal is a request to renovate an existing non-historic rear addition with new siding, windows, 

door, roofing, and HVAC units. The existing rear addition is approximately 147.42 square feet in area and 

the proposed design will not increase the footprint of the addition. The proposal calls for the use of 2½” 

double worked yellow pine siding with a 5” face on the east, west, and north elevations to replace the 

existing wood siding in-kind. It also specifies the addition of a wooden door and a new wooden casement 

window on the east elevation, four (4) new wooden casement and two (2) wooden set fixed windows on 

the north elevation, and a new wooden casement window and roof penetration for the range exhaust on 

the west elevation. The revised design for all three elevations includes flat Hardie panels, Azek corner 

trim, and asphalt roof shingles.  

The renovation will add a vent at the basement level for the washer/dryer and will convert a first-story 

non-historic, one-over-one vinyl window into a single, glass-fronted wooden door, both on the west 

elevation of the historic portion of the house.  

Finally, on the east elevation, the proposal includes switching out an existing non-historic, wood, one-

over-one window on the second-story of the historic portion of the dwelling for a new, one-over-one 

wooden window that will be blind on the bottom. This means that the original dimensions of the window 

opening will be preserved, but the bottom portion of the opening will be filled with an Azek panel while a 

new wooden window will be installed in the upper portion. The design includes two new HVAC units at 

the rear third of the dwelling that do not require screening, also on the east elevation. 
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DRC Review 

The DRC reviewed this project at its December 4, 2019, meeting and asked the applicants to make several 

modifications to their design:  

• Change the drawings to preserve the dimensions of the existing opening and to provide 

manufacturer specifications for the replacement bathroom window on the east elevation; 

• Modify the proposed change to the first-story door on the west elevation to be a single, full-view 

door instead of a double/French door and to provide manufacturer specifications for the 

replacement door; and 

• Provide manufacturer specifications for the HVAC units and the washer/dryer and roof vents.  

 

Pending receipt of updated materials reflecting the requested changes and additional information, the 

DRC recommended that the application be placed on the consent agenda for the December 18, 2019, 

HALRB hearing. 

 

Recommendation 

The Historic Preservation Program staff recommends approval of the application. The rear addition is not 

historic nor is it highly visible from the right-of-way. The proposed alterations to the existing rear 

addition will consist of materials appropriate for the Maywood Historic District. Furthermore, the 

proposed changes to the historic portion of the house are minor and do not compromise the integrity of 

this contributing resource. The proposed design meets the intent of Chapter 5: Exterior Renovation of the 

Maywood Design Guidelines. 



Updated 3/01/2019 

HALRB/Design Review Committee Report Meeting Date: December 4, 2019 
 
For DRC: Charles Craig, Andrew Wenchel  

   
For Arlington County: Angelina Jones, Cynthia Liccese-Torres 
 
 

 
Case #  CoA 19-26 Agenda Item #   2            
  
 
Applicant(s): Beth and Joseph Andrews 
For Applicants: Heidi FitzHarris 
 
 
Design Recommendations: 
 

1. Change drawings to make the window of the second-floor bath blind on the bottom to preserve 

existing dimensions of the opening. Provide manufacturer specifications for the replacement 

window. 

2. Modify drawings to change the side door from a wood French door to single, full-view door. 

Provide manufacturer specifications sheet for the new window type. 

3. Provide manufacturer specifications for the A/C units and for the washer/dryer and roof vents. 

 
 
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.  




