
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING, HOUSING AND DEVELOPMENT  

Neighborhood Services Division 

Courthouse Plaza One   2100 Clarendon Boulevard, Suite 700   Arlington, VA 22201 

TEL 703.228.3830  FAX 703.228.3834  www.arlingtonva.us 

 

MINUTES OF THE HISTORICAL AFFAIRS AND LANDMARK REVIEW BOARD 

Wednesday, February 19, 2020  

2100 Clarendon Boulevard 

Lobby Rooms Cherry and Dogwood 

 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Charles Craig 

Omari Davis 

Robert Dudka 

Sherry Frear 

Sarah Garner, Vice Chairman 

Jennie Gwin 

Carmela Hamm 

Gerry Laporte  

Joan Lawrence  

Liz Rogers 

Andrew Wenchel 

Richard Woodruff, Chairman 

 

MEMBERS EXCUSED: Oezge Kocak, Non-Voting Student Member 

Mark Turnbull  

 

STAFF:   Cynthia Liccese-Torres, Historic Preservation Coordinator  

    Lorin Farris, Historic Preservation Planner 

    Angelina R. Jones, Historic Preservation Planner 

Serena Bolliger, Historic Preservation Specialist 

     

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.  

 

APPROVAL OF THE JANUARY 22, 2020, MEETING MINUTES  

 

The Chairman called for any changes to the January 22, 2020, draft meeting minutes. There were 

no comments. Ms. Gwin moved to approve the minutes and Mr. Craig seconded. The motion 

passed 11-0-1, with Ms. Hamm abstaining. 
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PUBLIC HEARING FOR CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS (CoAs) 

 

CONSENT AGENDA 

 

The Chairman explained the procedures for public hearing. The Chairman announced there were 

two items on the Consent Agenda: 

 

1) Henry and Ann Kelly 

2210 North Nelson Street 

CoA 20-03 (HPCA19-00029) 

Maywood Historic District 

Request to install an electric vehicle charging station at the front of the 

property. 

 

2) Arlington County Department of Parks and Recreation 

2133 North Taft Street  

CoA 20-05 (HPCA20-00003) 

Dawson Terrace Historic District 

Request to change the existing signage at the entrance to the park. 

   

The Chairman called for any questions or comments regarding the Consent Agenda. Mr. Craig 

asked the Board to hold a discussion on item number one and Mr. Laporte requested the Board 

discuss item number two. The Chairman stated that the Board would consider the items 

sequentially beginning with CoA 20-03.  

 

Mr. Craig inquired as to whether granting the CoA for an electric vehicle charging station at the 

front of the property would set a precedent and stated his concern that while this location was 

appropriate for this property, it would not generally be appropriate to site electric vehicle 

chargers at the front of properties in Maywood. Ms. Jones and Ms. Liccese-Torres confirmed 

that it would set a precedent unless the motion specified that this property presented exceptional 

conditions that made the siting appropriate in this instance although it would not typically be 

appropriate in Maywood. Mr. Dudka added that the discussion at the Design Review Committee 

(DRC) focused on the fact that this parcel has difficulties in locating this infrastructure that made 

it essentially unique. Mr. Dudka affirmed Mr. Craig’s observation and asked if a reasonable 

solution would be to word the motion granting the CoA to explicitly state the unusual situation of 

this property that made this siting appropriate. Mr. Craig agreed that it would.  

 

Mr. Dudka asked if the information about the parcel conditions was included in the staff report. 

Ms. Jones confirmed that it was. Ms. Lawrence explained that this would not adequately address 

the reason for the decision from a legal perspective to prevent it from being precedent setting. 

Ms. Lawrence moved that the HALRB approve the CoA for the electric vehicle charging station 

because of the unique situation of this particular property, specifically the lack of sidewalk 

easement and the topography, which prohibits driveway access. Ms. Gwin seconded the motion. 

The Chairman invited further discussion and there was none. The motion passed unanimously 

12-0. 
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Next, the Chairman opened discussion pertaining to CoA 20-05 and invited Mr. Laporte to 

describe his concerns. Mr. Laporte explained that the proposed new sign for the Dawson Terrace 

Local Historic District (LHD) identified the site as an “Arlington Historic District,” but that the 

phrase “Arlington County Historic District” would sound more official, noting that the name of 

the government is “Arlington County” not “Arlington.” He then asked what language had been 

approved for the new sign at Fort C.F. Smith in 2019. Ms. Jones replied that the same designer 

did the drawings for both signs. She opened the 2019 application for the sign at Fort C.F. Smith 

(CoA 19-08) and confirmed that the previously approved sign also referred to the site as an 

“Arlington Historic District.” Mr. Dudka suggested that it was likely a decision made for 

graphical clarity. Mr. Laporte responded he understood that, but perhaps the designer may have 

been able to think of a solution to include the full title of the County. He then observed that he 

understood the need for consistency between the previously approved and the proposed signs, 

but that it was unfortunate since the previously approved title did not list the full title of 

“Arlington County.”  

 

Mr. Dudka asked how the County’s [local] historic districts are generally referred to by the 

County. Ms. Liccese-Torres replied that different terms are interchangeable depending on 

context and include: Arlington LHDs, Arlington Historic Districts, and Historic Districts. Mr. 

Laporte said the appropriate term should be determined by the purpose of the communication; 

the purpose of this sign is to communicate to the public that this is an officially designated 

historic district. He said adding the word “County” on the sign would better communicate this 

status.  

 

Ms. Liccese-Torres acknowledged Mr. Laporte’s point but stated her concern about the HALRB 

asking for different wording on this sign for Dawson Terrace because the body already had 

approved similar language at Fort C.F. Smith. She expanded on this point saying that in the case 

of the Fort C.F. Smith signage, the Historic Preservation Program (HPP) staff requested the 

Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) to add the language acknowledging the site’s historic 

district status and DPR was amenable. Ms. Jones added that the Dawson-Bailey House also has a 

bronze plaque recognizing the building as an LHD.  

 

The Chairman stated he did not agree that the word “County” was necessary to communicate that 

this is an Arlington County LHD. Mr. Laporte observed that it is a question of style and that he 

understood the reason to keep the names consistent between LHDs.  

 

The Chairman asked if there was any further comment and there was none. Mr. Davis moved to 

approve the sign as presented and Ms. Lawrence seconded. The motion passed unanimously 12-

0.  

 

DISCUSSION AGENDA 

 

Discussion Agenda Item #1: 2133 North Taft Street 

 

The Chairman opened the discussion for CoA 20-06 and Ms. Liccese-Torres introduced Mr. 

Lyndell Core, Park Services Area Manager for DPR, who was present on behalf of the applicant, 

Arlington County.  
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1) Arlington County Department of Parks and Recreation 

2133 North Taft Street  

CoA 20-06 (HPCA20-00006) 

Dawson Terrace Historic District 

Request for retroactive review and approval of the removal of fencing and 

partial replacement with fencing of a different design around the perimeter of 

the park. 

 

The Chairman invited Mr. Core to introduce the project. Mr. Core explained that he was the 

manager responsible for improvements at Dawson Terrace. He had approached a County 

contractor for a quote to change out the fencing at Dawson Terrace along with quotes for several 

other projects (that are not in LHDs). Mr. Core stated that he communicated to the contractor that 

he only wanted a quote for Dawson Terrace because he would need to obtain a CoA before 

installing the fence; however, the contractor installed the fence at Dawson Terrace against his 

direction. He concluded by acknowledging that the chain link fence along 21st Road North was 

put in without a CoA and now he was retroactively going through the review process to bring the 

project into compliance. 

 

Ms. Jones delivered the staff report, beginning by giving background for the LHD. She stated 

that Dawson Terrace was designated in 1998 and that the oldest part of the house dates between 

1792 and 1800. Ms. Jones explained there are no design guidelines specific to this LHD and that 

the HPP staff and the HALRB therefore must use the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 

the Treatment of Historic Properties to determine what is appropriate for the district.  

 

Ms. Jones explained that when Mr. Core initially submitted the fencing request, he included the 

new sign at the front of the property in the same application; the HPP staff requested to separate 

the requests into two separate applications at the DRC since the projects are otherwise unrelated. 

Ms. Jones detailed that the HALRB was now being asked to retroactively review work 

performed without a CoA by outside contractors without DPR’s consent. She described the new 

chain link fence as four feet tall and vinyl coated, measuring approximately 230 linear feet (the 

wooden split-rail fence it replaced also measured 230 linear feet). Ms. Jones showed a 

photograph demonstrating that DPR retained the section of split-rail fencing immediately in front 

of the historic house near the corner of North Taft Street and 21st Road North. She stated that the 

contractors also removed approximately 96 linear feet of chain link fence next to the rear parking 

lot that DPR did not want to replace, but instead intended to plant with vegetation. 

 

Ms. Jones explained that the period of significance for the site was the early 19th century and that 

the house was part of an 85-acre parcel known as the Rio Vista Estate. She stated that the fence 

currently in front of the historic house was not an organizational or small-scale feature of the 

historic estate as there would not have been fencing of any kind this close to a domestic building 

on an estate of that size. Therefore, the fence was not part of the historic landscape during the 

site’s period of significance and so was not a character-defining feature of the property. She 

stated that while the fence was not historic, delineating the perimeter of the existing parcel is 

necessary for DPR to manage the site in its present dense urban condition. Ms. Jones also 

observed how split-rail fencing is used at other County-owned historic sites and that it is a visual 

short-hand for park users that they are in a historic district. 
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Ms. Jones concluded that the DRC requested additional materials and options from DPR that 

have not been provided yet. Therefore, the HPP staff recommended that the HALRB defer 

further discussion of the case until DPR submitted all requested materials.  

 

Ms. Jones then distributed a written comment submitted by community member Mary 

McCutcheon on February 5, 2020, prior to the DRC meeting.  

 

Ms. Gwin asked what additional materials were requested by the DRC. Ms. Jones acknowledged 

that a list of the requested materials was included in the written HPP staff report and invited Mr. 

Dudka to present this information as part of his verbal DRC report. 

 

Mr. Dudka explained that the DRC discussion consisted of two separate topics. First, the DRC 

discussed the placement of the new fence and agreed it should be set back the same distance 

from the sidewalk as the prior fencing so as to provide a sense of openness. Mr. Dudka argued 

that although the split-rail fence was not a replica of what would have been on the property 

during its period of significance, it is evocative of the type of fencing that would have been on 

the property historically. The second topic discussed by the DRC was the community’s use of 

this field for sports and the necessity of preventing balls from sliding under the split-rail fencing 

into the street. The DRC recommended DPR explore using a transparent mesh behind the split-

rail fence or a temporary mesh that could be installed using stakes but that would not have to be 

on the field all the time. Mr. Dudka concluded by observing that the site is primarily an LHD and 

that the solution needs to first consider the historic integrity of the site and other recreational uses 

second.   

 

Ms. Lawrence said she remembered seeing an application for improvements to the park a few 

years prior and that it included a mesh that acted as a trellis for vines. She inquired as to where 

this mesh was in relation to the newly installed chain link fence. Ms. Jones responded that the 

mesh was installed near the basketball court and it is visible from the field under discussion. 

 

There were six public speakers for this item. The Chairman invited the first public speaker, Mary 

McCutcheon. Ms. McCutcheon said in 1998 she served on the HALRB and was the president of 

the North Highlands Civic Association. She said at that time, the civic association applied for a 

beautification grant through DPR to remove an old chain link fence and to plant it with new 

vegetation. She said that as an HALRB member, she had asked the Board to consider the project, 

even though the boundaries of the LHD were not determined then. Ms. McCutcheon then read an 

excerpt from her 1998 beautification grant application citing the chain link fence was not 

appropriate for the LHD and that split-rail was more in keeping with the character of the historic 

house. She then passed around photos of the old chain link fence that the community removed in 

1998 and a rendering from 1998 that she had made to illustrate the beautification project. Ms. 

McCutcheon concluded by stating that her feelings were hurt when she saw that the County had 

reinstalled the chain link fence that she had worked to remove 22 years ago and stated the new 

chain link is worse since it is so close to the sidewalk.  

 

The Chairman invited the second speaker, Antoinette Quagliata. Ms. Quagliata introduced 

herself as the president of the North Highlands Civic Association, the neighborhood where 
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Dawson Terrace is located. She thanked Mary McCutcheon for the work she had done 

previously to beautify the historic district. Ms. Quagliata explained the concerns of the civic 

association, stating there had been no public process prior to DPR erecting the chain link fence 

and there had been no opportunity to provide feedback. She observed that the new fence does not 

feel welcoming to visitors. She stated the neighborhood has had problems with people taking 

their dogs off leash in the park and that the new fence would likely exacerbate this problem 

making it look even more like a dog park. Ms. Quagliata concluded by observing that the chain 

link fence is not appropriate, and it is unfortunate County resources were used to erect it without 

a public process.  

 

The Chairman invited the third speaker, Scott Goodwin. Mr. Goodwin introduced himself as a 

resident of Palisades Park adjacent to Dawson Terrace and a representative of its homeowner’s 

association. He observed there are safety issues with the recreational uses of the field when balls 

roll out into the street and therefore a fence is necessary. Mr. Goodwin said there is currently a 

gap between the new chain link fence on 21st Road North and North Scott Street and that this gap 

should be closed with more fencing or a gate. He asserted that people take their dogs off leash in 

this field and that it should be enclosed by a fence for the safety of these animals as well. Mr. 

Goodwin reiterated the need to close the gap between the two chain link fences and passed 

around a photo showing the gap. He also showed photographs of metal fences at other locations 

in Arlington that could be appropriate for a historic site. Mr. Goodwin concluded by saying he 

hoped the solution approved by the HALRB will contain the space adequately while also being 

appropriate for the historic site. 

 

The Chairman invited the fourth speaker, Ben Keeney. Mr. Keeney introduced himself as the 

acting Vice President of the North Highlands Civic Association. He expressed support for Mary 

McCutcheon’s statements and observed that most of what had been said by other public speakers 

aligned with the findings of the HPP staff report. Mr. Keeney supported replacing the new fence 

with one of a higher quality than chain link. He asserted that a mesh behind split-rail fencing 

might look like chicken wire and he was not in favor of this solution. Mr. Keeney emphasized 

the importance of designing the fence and evaluating points of access, adding that dogs should be 

on leashes although they sometimes are not. He observed that the neighborhood supports 

separating areas of the park for various uses, but the County needs to plan the park’s fencing 

comprehensively. Mr. Keeney expressed that the split-rail fencing in front of the house enhances 

the appearance of the historic district and he agreed the new chain link fence is too close to the 

sidewalk. Mr. Keeney summarized other community feedback received by the North Highlands 

Civic Association, stating: 1) the need for DPR to clean up the wooded area behind the historic 

house and playground; and 2) neighbors adjacent to the wooded area appreciate the privacy 

afforded by the foliage. 

 

The Chairman invited the fifth speaker, Bo Pryor. Mr. Pryor introduced himself as a resident and 

homeowner in the North Highlands neighborhood. He shared he has four children whom he takes 

to this park every day. Mr. Pryor asserted that he did not believe there was an issue with children 

kicking balls into the street when the split-rail fencing was up around the field. He stated his 

opinion that the most pressing issue was dog owners using the area to let their dogs off leash, 

which precludes children from playing on the field. Mr. Pryor said two of his children had been 

knocked over by dogs that were not leashed. He stated that split-rail is a preferable fence for the 
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area if one is needed and he also would like to see refreshed plantings in the area. Mr. Pryor 

observed that more plantings could serve as an additional barrier to recreational balls. 

 

The Chairman invited the final speaker, Barbara Klein. Ms. Klein introduced herself as a resident 

of North Highlands and a near neighbor to Dawson Terrace. She said she has not been very 

active within her civic association but wanted to speak on this item because of its importance to 

the aesthetics of her neighborhood. Ms. Klein agreed with Mr. Dudka’s earlier observation that 

the site is primarily a historic district, not a soccer field or a dog park. She stated that if other 

accommodations can be made with plantings around a split-rail fence, then that is fine, but the 

first consideration should be that this is a place where people walk, drive, and live near. Ms. 

Klein concluded by stating the new chain link fence is aesthetically unpleasing.  

 

The Chairman asked the HALRB for discussion. Mr. Craig said he agreed with Mr. Dudka that a 

split-rail fence is historically more appropriate than a chain link fence. He acknowledged that 

there are three-rail split-rail fences that could keep balls out of the street. Mr. Dudka added that 

the DRC discussed a three-rail option and a fence with the bottom rail close to the ground could 

catch a rolling ball.  

 

Mr. Dudka added to his DRC report, stating there was a chain link fence adjacent to the play area 

behind the house that DPR removed and DRC did not have an issue with its removal. Ms. Jones 

projected an image of this fence that was removed and approved under a prior CoA application. 

 

Mr. Wenchel observed that fences are typically set at least a foot back from the sidewalk or else 

it makes it difficult for pedestrians to use the sidewalk. He stated the new fence should be 

removed. 

 

Ms. Frear asked Mr. Core to clarify if the intention was to install a fence in the location where 

the new chain link fence was erected. Mr. Core responded that his intention had been to get a 

quote for installing chain link fencing in this location and then to apply for a CoA before 

completing any work. He added that this is the first time a contractor did such work without his 

approval. Ms. Gwin inquired whether the County would pay for the new chain link fence since it 

was installed without DPR’s permission. Mr. Core responded that the County would not be. 

 

Ms. Jones said she had met on site with Mr. Core in December 2019 prior to the installation of 

the fence to advise him in preparing a CoA application. She confirmed Mr. Core had been 

preparing to follow the CoA process. Ms. Jones then confirmed with Mr. Core that DPR planned 

to plant the area adjacent to the parking lot with additional vegetation in place of the chain link 

fence that was removed. Mr. Core replied affirmatively.  

 

Ms. Frear summarized that the split-rail along 21st Road North was removed in error and that the 

new chain link was installed in error. Mr. Core replied that was correct. Ms. Frear stated that the 

chain link fence along 21st Road North needed to be removed and that the community needed to 

be part of determining an appropriate solution before the HALRB could take any further action. 

The Chairman said he agreed with Ms. Frear and that it was his inclination to defer the CoA 

application.  
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Mr. Laporte asked for clarification and stated it was his understanding that it was not even an 

option to retain the new chain link fence. Mr. Core confirmed that keeping the new chain link 

fence is not an option. The Chairman remarked that the outstanding question is -- what will DPR 

install instead of the chain link fence? Mr. Dudka added that one of the options would be to 

reinstall the split-rail fencing and stated that there is no urgent need to decide on the replacement 

at the present time. Ms. Jones clarified DPR should not do any further work on the chain link 

fence until a CoA is issued for the work, which includes its removal. 

 

The Chairman asked the HPP staff to clarify the process moving forward. Ms. Jones responded 

that if the HALRB chose to defer, then DPR would need to return to the DRC before eventually 

returning to a future meeting of the HALRB with a full and complete CoA application detailing 

the replacement of the chain link fence with a fence that is appropriate for the historic district. 

Ms. Liccese-Torres added that the March filing deadline for the DRC already has passed and 

therefore the earliest the item could return to the DRC would be April. Mr. Dudka said there also 

needed to be time for the community to give feedback. Ms. Liccese-Torres clarified that when 

the item returns to the HALRB, the hearing will be open for public speakers.  

 

Ms. Gwin requested DPR consider the whole park as a single campus, as well as asked for a site 

plan illustrating the locations of fencing and gaps in the fencing since so many community 

members expressed concerns about containment. The Chairman agreed. Ms. Jones noted the 

DRC had requested a site plan at its February 5, 2020, meeting.  

 

Ms. Lawrence stated she hoped the County would not use this same contractor in the future. Mr. 

Core responded that this was an unusual circumstance. Mr. Wenchel said he hoped the 

contractors would remove the fence at no cost to the County. Mr. Core responded that Facilities 

staff would work out that issue with the contractor.  

 

Ms. Hamm asked DPR to include the option for three-rail fencing in the updated application and 

asked Mr. Core if this would be an option. Mr. Core said that he believed it would be. 

 

The Chairman moved that the HALRB defer consideration of this application pending further 

discussions between the HPP staff and DPR staff and DPR returning to the DRC with a plan for 

the entire site before returning to the HALRB. Ms. Gwin asked if the motion should include a 

requirement for community involvement. The Chairman asked if the community would be 

invited to the DRC. Ms. Liccese-Torres explained that the DRC is an open meeting, but that it is 

not a public hearing. Mr. Dudka added that the DRC does not typically hear public comment. 

The Chairman noted that the appropriate place for public comment would be at the HALRB 

hearing when the application is heard again. Ms. Jones announced that the DRC materials are 

also available online one week before the meeting and that the public is always welcome to 

submit written comment for any items on the DRC and/or the HALRB agenda. The Vice 

Chairman seconded the motion and it passed unanimously 12-0. 
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Discussion Item #1: Presentation of Historic Markers for the Dorothy Hamm Middle 

School at the Historic Stratford School’s Commemorative Project  

 

Ms. Liccese-Torres introduced Ben Burgin from Arlington Public Schools (APS), explaining she 

invited Mr. Burgin to the HALRB as a courtesy to share the proposed design and content for 

interpretation at Dorothy Hamm Middle School at the Historic Stratford School (hereafter 

referred to as DHMS). Ms. Liccese-Torres explained that the HALRB would not be considering 

this work as part of a CoA since the County Board approves CoAs for APS properties as per the 

Zoning Ordinance. She concluded by saying that they hoped the HALRB could provide feedback 

to help strengthen the content of the interpretive panels. 

 

Mr. Burgin said he had been working on this project for the last five years and that he had 

presented to the HALRB on previous occasions during the local designation process for the 

historic school. He summarized the ongoing renovation work at DHMS; most of the interior 

work has been completed and APS held a grand opening in October 2019 although the addition 

is still under construction. Mr. Burgin explained that due to this site’s historical significance, 

APS dedicated funding as part of the capital improvement project for commemoration of the 

desegregation of Arlington’s public schools. He continued, stating the site is an LHD and was 

designated during the design phase of the capital improvement project. He noted the site was 

significant architecturally and culturally, having been designed and constructed in the early 

1950s and being the first site to desegregate Virginia’s public schools in February 1959.  

 

Mr. Burgin detailed the history of the Superintendent’s Special Committee on Historic 

Interpretation at the former Stratford Junior High School, which identified a variety of 

opportunities to interpret the site and provided recommendations. He explained that this 

Committee had a strong preference for interpreting the exterior path that the four desegregating 

students walked on their first day at the school.  

 

Mr. Burgin then shared the proposed interpretive design, stating that it is comprised of two 

components. First, the path itself, will be demarcated in granite pavers of shades of white, black, 

and gray. The second element will be a crushed stone plaza with four monuments, each a double-

sided aluminum panel measuring over six feet in height. Mr. Burgin showed several views of the 

panels; the side of the panels facing Old Dominion Drive would be a representation of each of 

the four students and the reverse side would relate a historical narrative telling the story of school 

desegregation from different perspectives. Mr. Burgin stated that the narrative covers the 

national, state, and local histories of desegregation, and ends with the present-day struggles for 

social justice. He concluded by sharing that APS planned to install a separate panel to honor 

Dorothy Hamm as the namesake of the school. Mr. Burgin informed the HALRB that the 

proposed project schedule will be to: 1) finalize the panel content and design; 2) fabricate the 

panels in April 2020; and 3) install the design before school dismisses for the summer.  

 

The Chairman asked Mr. Burgin to clarify the proposed path for the trail. Mr. Burgin explained 

that the trail will start at the private drive and Old Dominion then continue through the school 

property to the Entrance Plaza where the panels will be located. Mr. Dudka asked for 

clarification on how closely this symbolic path follows the actual path taken by students. Ms. 
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Liccese-Torres pointed out the location (door) where the desegregating students entered the 

school. 

 

Mr. Laporte asked about how to respond to the proposed panel design and marker content. Mr. 

Burgin asked members to submit their comments by the end of February. Mr. Laporte 

congratulated Mr. Burgin on the high quality of the markers. Mr. Dudka concurred and praised 

the concept of the path and the design of the panels. Ms. Lawrence inquired whether the 

interpretive team tried to find photos for the final panel that featured Arlington students. Ms. 

Gwin and Mr. Laporte concurred, and Ms. Gwin added that the photo of the present-day 

environmental protest did not illustrate racial diversity amongst the pictured participants. Mr. 

Burgin responded that the present-day panel has been the most difficult to curate and he 

acknowledged they had received similar feedback from other stakeholders. Ms. Liccese-Torres 

concluded the discussion by thanking Mr. Burgin. 

 

Discussion Item #2: Visit from Matt de Ferranti, Arlington County Board’s HALRB liaison 

 

The Chairman welcomed Matt de Ferranti, HALRB liaison to the Arlington County Board. Mr. 

de Ferranti shared some of his experience as an attorney working for architectural review boards 

in Texas and California. He remarked he does not have the expertise that the HALRB has and he 

wanted to draw on the members’ expertise to be an effective liaison. Mr. de Ferranti stated that 

he was aware that updates to the Maywood Design Guidelines would be before the County Board 

for consideration in March and that he did not anticipate any concerns. He listed other key issues 

he worked on as HALRB liaison over the previous year, relating he had helped create a 

legislative package for tree preservation to be considered by the General Assembly. He thanked 

Ms. Liccese-Torres for her thoroughness and dedication. Mr. de Ferranti concluded by asking the 

Board to relate their preservation concerns for Arlington and thanked them for their service to 

the County. 

 

The Chairman invited Mr. Dudka to begin as the Chairman of DRC. Mr. Dudka shared that he is 

trained as an architect. His focus as Chairman of DRC is the physical fabric of the County’s 

historic resources and that there are others on the Board with more of a specialization in history. 

The Vice Chairman introduced herself as an architectural historian for the federal government 

and described working on marker design and content as part of the HALRB, particularly the 

Clarendon Memorial Interpretive project. She shared that education and outreach is an important 

preservation priority. Ms. Gwin stated she is an architect specializing in historic preservation and 

adaptive re-use. Ms. Hamm related that she lived through the history of desegregation in 

Arlington County and said her background is in television and production design. She expressed 

her strong interest in preserving the County’s history, particularly African-American history. Mr. 

Davis said he is an architect and is interested in how Arlington has changed. He observed how it 

is important to adapt to change while integrating the past and he sees that as the work the 

HALRB does in the County. Ms. Rogers described her background in real estate and her ongoing 

interest in historic preservation. Ms. Lawrence stated her long involvement with the HALRB and 

her professional experience as an attorney. She expressed her dismay at the number of important 

historic structures and dwellings demolished in Arlington County in the recent past and said she 

hoped that moving forward the County will work with property owners on adaptive reuse and 

preservation solutions to prevent such demolitions. Mr. Wenchel stated he is a retired historical 
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architect and a member of the DRC. He asserted that the work the DRC does to shape projects in 

the County’s historic districts is very important in creating appropriate design solutions. Ms. 

Frear said she currently is an architectural historian for the federal government and formerly 

worked for Arlington County. She expressed the importance of maintaining a landscape view 

when considering preservation issues. Mr. Craig introduced himself as an interior designer and 

explained that historic preservation provides a physical touchstone for communities by managing 

change. Mr. Laporte said he originally joined the Board as a liaison to the Arlington Historical 

Society and expressed his long interest in history and preservation. He remarked that he often 

uses his skills as a lawyer to conduct HALRB business and said he wanted to bolster the 

County’s historic marker program. The Chairman summarized his opinion as to why the HALRB 

is important, saying that the Board tracks change in the County’s built environment and is 

involved in improving the designs for new projects in the County. 

 

Ms. Lawrence asked Mr. de Ferranti what headway had been made regarding air traffic over 

Arlington and negotiations with the Federal Aviation Administration. Mr. de Ferranti 

acknowledged that there are not any easy solutions regarding the new flight paths, but that he 

and other County Board members are working on potential solutions. He also shared that the 

County Board is looking at ways to increase density for new construction in the County. Mr. de 

Ferranti concluded by stating he valued the expertise of Board members and that he is available 

to speak on any matters of concern as the HALRB’s liaison.  

 

Reports of the Chairman and Staff: 

 

Chairman’s Report 

 

The Chairman shared that he drafted letters on behalf of the HALRB in support of the Clarendon 

War Memorial interpretive project for nominations the HPP staff was submitting for awards 

from the American Association for State and Local History and the National Alliance of 

Preservation Commissions.  

 

The Chairman announced that he and the HPP staff decided not to submit the letter that the 

HALRB drafted regarding the site plan at 1731 North Veitch Street because ultimately the 

applicants incorporated much of the Board’s feedback and County staff did not want the letter to 

detract from what was accomplished through this collaboration. He stated that he did speak at the 

Planning Commission meeting regarding the site plan. 

 

The Chairman concluded by stating that the proposed update to the Maywood Design Guidelines 

likely would be considered by the County Board in March.    

 

Staff and Other Reports 

 

Ms. Liccese-Torres reminded the Board that Arlington County will be hosting the Virginia 

Department of Historic Resources Certified Local Government workshop on March 23rd and 

encouraged HALRB members to attend.  
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Ms. Jones announced that the HPP was collaborating with the County’s urban foresters to give a 

presentation on heritage tree preservation and oak decline in Arlington. She said the event will be 

held at the Central Library’s auditorium on March 24, 2020, from 6:30 to 7:30 PM. 

 

Ms. Liccese-Torres invited the HALRB to attend the 100th anniversary of the naming of 

Arlington County at 7:00 PM on March 16, 2020, in the County Board Room. 

 

Ms. Farris updated the HALRB on several ongoing site plans and planning initiatives. She and 

Ms. Gwin described ongoing work on the design for the Key Bridge Marriott. Ms. Farris said 

that the Key Bridge Marriott site plan eventually would come to the HALRB for its interpretive 

component for the history of the site.  

 

Ms. Farris described the Plan Lee Highway community workshop that spanned January 31st and 

February 1st. She stated that she, the Chairman, and Ms. Liccese-Torres attended the workshop 

and that the HALRB still could participate in the digital workshop through the County’s website. 

 

Ms. Farris stated that the 1731 North Veitch Street site plan would be considered by the County 

Board on February 22, 2020.  

 

Ms. Farris shared that she presented on February 18th with the County’s planners and urban 

design team to showcase design ideas for the Villages at Shirlington as part of the GLUP+ study. 

She encouraged the HALRB to visit the County website to review the presentation materials.  

 

Ms. Farris highlighted two anticipated site plans involving historic preservation: Courthouse/ 

Landmark Block and Joyce Motors. She gave a brief introduction to each project and asked for 

Board volunteers to serve on the Site Plan Review Committees (SPRC). Mr. Laporte and Ms. 

Rogers volunteered for the Joyce Motors SPRC. The Chairman volunteered for the Courthouse/ 

Landmark Block SPRC. Mr. Laporte inquired if the Clarendon Sector Plan would be updated and 

explained he had heard such an update might be connected to the Joyce Motors project. Ms. 

Liccese-Torres responded that the HPP staff did not have any details but would share 

information as it became available.  

 

Ms. Liccese-Torres announced that as part of the programming for the 100-year renaming of 

Arlington County, the Central Library recently hosted a panel discussion entitled the African-

American Experience in Arlington. She described the event moderated by County Board Member 

Christian Dorsey and encouraged members to view the recording online.    

 

The Chairman adjourned the meeting at 9:36 PM. 


