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DRAFT MINUTES OF THE 

 HISTORICAL AFFAIRS AND LANDMARK REVIEW BOARD 

Wednesday, October 21, 2020, 5-7 PM 

This was a virtual public meeting held through electronic communication means.   

 

MEMBERS PRESENT: John Aiken 

    Charles Craig 

Omari Davis 

Robert Dudka 

Sarah Garner, Vice Chairwoman 

Jennie Gwin 

Gerry Laporte 

Joan Lawrence  

Liz Rogers  

Richard Woodruff, Chairman 

 

MEMBERS EXCUSED: Carmela Hamm 

Sherry Frear 

Andrew Wenchel 

Mark Turnbull  

 

STAFF:   Cynthia Liccese-Torres, Historic Preservation Supervisor  

    Lorin Farris, Historic Preservation Planner 

Serena Bolliger, Historic Preservation Specialist 

Elise Cleva, Communications Specialist 

     

ROLL CALL & CALL TO ORDER 

 

The Chairman called the meeting to order at 5:00 PM. Ms. Liccese-Torres called the roll and 

determined there was a quorum.  

 

EXPLANATION OF PUBLIC HEARING PROCEDURES 

 

The Chairman explained the virtual HALRB public hearing procedures and stated that the virtual 

meeting format was necessitated as a precaution to protect the Board, staff, and community 

members from the spread of COVID-19. He communicated the legal authority under which the 

County was able to hold virtual public hearings, citing the Governor’s Executive Orders, 

legislation adopted by the Virginia General Assembly, and the County Board’s Continuity of 

Operations Ordinance adopted in March 2020. The Chairman then described the logistics of how 

the virtual meeting would proceed via the Microsoft Teams platform and/or the call-in number. 

 



HALRB Minutes – October 21, 2020  

 

2 
 

APPROVAL OF THE SEPTEMBER 16, 2020, MEETING MINUTES  

 

The Chairman called for any changes to the September 16, 2020, draft meeting minutes. Mr. 

Dudka noted that on page 5 in the second to last paragraph ‘given code’ should read ‘depending 

on what is required by code’. Ms. Liccese-Torres said staff would make the change. The 

Chairman asked for additional comments and upon hearing none, he asked for a motion. Ms. 

Lawrence moved to approve the minutes as amended by Mr. Dudka and Mr. Davis seconded. 

The motion passed 7-0 with Mr. Craig abstaining (Ms. Rogers and Mr. Laporte had not yet 

arrived). 

 

PUBLIC HEARING FOR CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS (CoAs) 

 

DISCUSSION AGENDA 

 

1)   Ellen Steen and Robert Greer 

3600 22nd Street North 

CoA 20-09 (HPCA20-00011) 

Maywood Historic District 

Request to renovate the existing non-historic rear porch, adding screening to enclose 

it and changing the decking. 

 

2)   Colonial Village 

1859 Wilson Boulevard 

CoA 19-24 and 20-19 (HPCA20-00009/00061/00064) 

Colonial Village Historic District 

Request to install a new gate and make landscaping changes. 

 

 3)   TR Schmitt and Becky Schmitt 

2315 North Kenmore Street 

CoA 20-14 (HPCA20-00048) 

Maywood Historic District 

Request to modify the existing front porch and walkway. 

 

Discussion Agenda Item #1: 3600 22nd St North 

 

The Chairman asked Ms. Bolliger to present the staff report. Ms. Bolliger explained this was a 

deferred application from the September HALRB hearing for a porch enclosure on the wood 

frame home built before 1912. She explained the applicants proposed to screen in their existing, 

non-historic rear porch constructed around 1992. She said the screen would be installed using a 

custom wooden frame just behind the midline of the porch columns, as recommended by the 

HALRB last month. Ms. Bolliger said the applicants also planned to modify the porch landing 

and steps to accommodate the new screen door; both the proposed landing and steps would be 

constructed of Aeratis composite flooring, most recently approved for use at 3500 21st Avenue 

North. 
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Ms. Bolliger concluded that the Historic Preservation Program staff recommended approval of 

the subject application.  She stated the rear porch is neither historic nor a character-defining 

feature of the house and the new screen frame will be made of wood, a material that is 

appropriate for the Maywood Local Historic District (LHD). Ms. Bolliger said the decking 

would be used on a non-historic addition and the profile matches the current tongue and groove 

decking dimensions so the difference should not be discernible. She stated the proposed 

installation method for the screening is appropriate within the LHD and therefore the scope of 

this project meets the intent of Chapter 5: Exterior Renovation of the Maywood Design 

Guidelines. 

 

The Chairman invited the applicant to speak; Ms. Steen said she was available if needed. Mr. 

Dudka stated that given the changes to the installation method, the project was now in 

compliance with the recommendations made at last month’s hearing. He further stated he 

approved the project as presented. The Chairman invited other members of the DRC and 

subsequently all members of the HALRB to comment. Ms. Lawrence stated that the change [in 

installation method] overcame her concerns from the September meeting and she would vote to 

approve the project.  

 

The Chairman thanked the applicant and staff for their coordination to improve the project. He 

then made a motion: 

 

I move that the HALRB approve CoA 20-09, as proposed in the subject 

application for 3600 22nd Street North. The scope of this project as modified in 

the October 12, 2020 staff report meets the intent of Chapter 5: Exterior 

Renovation of the Maywood Design Guidelines. 

 
Mr. Aiken seconded the motion. The Chairman asked for final comments; hearing none he asked 

Ms. Liccese-Torres to call the roll for the vote. The motion passed unanimously 8-0 (Ms. Rogers 

and Mr. Laporte had not yet arrived).  

 

Discussion Agenda Item #2: 1859 Wilson Boulevard 

 

The Chairman asked Ms. Bolliger to present the staff report for this item. Ms. Bolliger shared 

some background on the LHD, stating that Colonial Village was constructed in four phases 

between 1935 and 1940. She explained how the garden apartments exemplify the early 

application of innovative garden city planning concepts to a low-and middle-income apartment 

complex, specifically: the use of low-density superblock development; clustering of apartment 

units into spacious, richly landscaped courtyards; separation of pedestrian and automotive traffic 

routes; the use of an undeveloped interior greenbelt; and the use of staggered setbacks in 

apartment design to permit increased ventilation and light.  

 

Ms. Bolliger explained that the applicant was requesting to install a gate and light fixture to the 

piers of an existing brick wall at an entrance to Colonial Village II on Wilson Boulevard. She 

said the applicant also proposed a new landscape plan for the entrance to Colonial Village III 

from Wilson Boulevard, which included the replacement of two declining Bradford pear trees 

approved for removal by the County Forester with two ornamental trees and two shade trees, as 
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well as the addition of four Crape Myrtles, 30 Rose Creek Abelias, 26 Wintergreen Boxwoods, 

23 Cherry Laurels, 50 Francee Hostas, 10 Bobo Hydrangeas, 60 Black-Eyed Susans, and 3,000 

square feet of sod. 

 

Ms. Bolliger concluded that the installation of the proposed gate and light fixture would not have 

a negative impact on the historic buildings and landscape elements comprising Colonial Village 

provided that drilling into the brick piers was minimized. She stated there are already two similar 

gates installed at Colonial Village that received HALRB approval in 1991 (CoA 91-23) and staff 

has evidence that the light fixture was a pre-1950 element on some of the brick piers. She said 

that staff recommended approval of the application as the proposal meets the intent of Standards 

#9 and #10 of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. 

 

Further, Ms. Bolliger noted the extensive proposed landscaping improvements were appropriate 

to the garden style apartment complex and staff stated appreciation for the care the applicants 

have always taken in being proactive stewards of their property. She said that given the condition 

of the declining Bradford pear trees, the applicants were not required to provide replacement 

trees, yet they had chosen to add four trees to the site’s canopy. Staff likewise recommended 

approval of the proposed landscaping plan.  

 

The Chairman invited the applicant to speak; Mr. Chuck Vaughn said he was available if needed. 

Mr. Eric Nicoll, Mr. Chris Cahill, and others from the Colonial Village II condo board stated 

they also were available.  

 

The Chairman invited Mr. Dudka to speak on the design. Mr. Dudka noted only that he wanted 

to ensure that the intent was to match the existing adjacent gates as there was no evidence that 

the measurements on the drawings matched dimensions of the existing gates. The Chairman 

invited other DRC members to speak and hearing none opened the floor to the Board. Ms. 

Lawrence asked for confirmation on how the gates would be attached to the piers. Mr. Vaughn 

replied he would need to confer with the fabrication company but that the intent was to interfere 

with the historic piers as little as possible during installation. 

 

The Chairman then proposed a motion: 

 

I move that the HALRB approve CoA 19-24 and CoA 20-19 to install a 

gate and light fixture to the piers of an existing brick wall at the entrance 

to CV II on Wilson Boulevard, as proposed in the submitted application, 

provided that drilling into the brick gate piers is minimized; and further, to 

approve the replacement of two declining Bradford pear trees with two 

ornamental trees and two shade trees. The project meets the intent of 

Standards #9 and #10 of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 

Rehabilitation. 

 

Ms. Garner seconded the motion. The Chairman asked for any further discussion on the 

motion; hearing none he called for a vote. The motion passed unanimously 10-0 (Ms. 

Rogers had arrived at 5:22 pm and Mr. Laporte had arrived at 5:26 pm). 
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Discussion Agenda Item #3: 2315 North Kenmore Street 

 

The Chairman asked Ms. Bolliger to present the staff report for this item. Ms. Bolliger 

explained that the dwelling at 2315 North Kenmore Street was built in 1936 in tandem 

with its neighbors at 2311 and 2317 North Kenmore Street. She said the ribbon of three 

minimal traditional residences with Tudor Revival-styled elements all share the same 

design. Ms. Bolliger stated the subject house and the adjacent matching dwellings are all 

contributing resources in the National Register Historic District.  

 

Ms. Bolliger outlined the applicants’ two proposed options for a front porch expansion: 

• Option 1: To extend the existing brick porch 6’6” to the edge of the house to 

mirror the porch at 2317 North Kenmore Street, replacing the iron handrail with a 

wooden rail to match that at the rear of the home. The applicants also would 

repave the approximately 24’ long by 31.5” wide flagstone front walkway and 

steps to match the rear flagstone patio, moving the approximately 7’ long mid-

yard walkway closer to the house, extending it to the driveway, and widening it to 

31.5”.  She noted that there had been no CoAs issued for the neighboring house at 

2317 North Kenmore Street, indicating that its larger porch was either original to 

the property or was modified before the creation of the LHD. 

 

• Option 2: To retain the existing brick porch, widening the front stairs 6” to the full 

width of the porch and replacing the iron handrail with a wooden rail to match 

that at the rear of the home. The applicants also would repave the approximately 

24’ long by 31.5” wide flagstone front walkway to match the rear flagstone patio, 

moving the approximately 7’ long mid-yard walkway closer to the house, 

extending it to the driveway, and widening it to 31.5”. 

 

Ms. Bolliger stated that staff recommended approval of the application and suggested that 

either proposed option would be appropriate if the iron handrail detail was retained.  She 

explained that this railing is likely the original porch material, consistent across the front 

porches of 2311, 2315, and 2317 North Kenmore Street, and is compatible to the original 

design and style of the house. She said the modest proposed increase to the width of the 

front porch would allow the homeowners some additional outdoor living area while 

maintaining the original setback of the porch, adhering to Chapter 5: Exterior Renovation 

of the Maywood Design Guidelines.  In conclusion, Ms. Bolliger stated that the proposed 

alterations to the front walkway would also be appropriate as they were consistent in 

dimensions and materials as outlined in Appendix G of the Maywood Design Guidelines. 

 

The Chairman invited comments from the DRC and Mr. Dudka agreed that either option 

could be acceptable given the retention of the iron handrail as recommended by staff. Mr. 

Dudka stated a preference for widening the steps to retain more of the character of the 

house, but noted he was not opposed to the expanded porch provided it was done with 

matching materials. The Chairman called on Mr. Schmitt [applicant], who said that he 

had received useful feedback from the DRC previously when applying for another CoA 

and that given the absence of the DRC meetings was glad for feedback from the full 

board. Mr. Schmitt said he understood the importance of the iron railing and agreed to 
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replicate it in the project. Mr. Schmitt further noted that the stone walkway was very 

brittle and cracked and that the stones would be hard to reuse; he pointed out an image of 

the stone on his rear patio and explained this was the stone they planned to use to repave 

the walkway. Mr. Schmitt asked if the reuse of the flagstone was a recommendation or a 

requirement. Mr. Dudka replied that it was a recommendation not a requirement given 

the condition of the material. Mr. Dudka mentioned the sporadic red stones in the front 

walkway were unusual and added to the [character of the] home and advised it would be 

preferable to retain those if possible. Mr. Schmitt agreed to evaluate the feasibility of 

their reuse.  

 

The Chairman asked if it would be possible to approve two variations. Ms. Liccese-

Torres responded yes. The Chairman asked the Board to consider approving both options 

to expedite the consideration process.  

 

Mr. Craig commented that the porch at 2315 was less raised than 2317, meaning that 

achieving the goal of storage under the porch would be unlikely, even with an expanded 

porch. He stated that he concurred with staff on the iron railing. Mr. Dudka agreed that 

the Board had approved more than one option before [on other CoA projects] with the 

provision that staff were notified within one year which option was selected. He also 

stated that the current drawings did not feature the iron rail but said that staff could 

approve the updated drawings.  

 

Ms. Bolliger brought up that an applicant would have the right to have one design 

approved at a meeting and a different design approved at a subsequent meeting without 

invalidating the previous design, meaning that two or more options could have been 

approved for projects in the past. Ms. Lawrence agreed with Mr. Dudka that multiple 

designs had been approved in the past, but that correct designs with the iron railings were 

required. She stated she did not have a strong preference between the two options, and 

thus would support approving both and allowing the applicants to return to the Board or 

staff for additional input if questions came up in the future.  

 

The Chairman invited final comments from the HALRB. After some discussion about the 

wording, the Chairman made a motion: 

 

I move that the HALRB approve CoA-20-14 both option 1 and 2 as 

proposed in the subject application for 2315 North Kenmore Street, 

provided that the iron handrail detail is retained in the new project. The 

applicant will correct the drawings to show the metal rail for approval by 

staff. As such the project meets the intent of Chapter 5: Exterior 

Renovation of the Maywood Design Guidelines. Furthermore, the 

proposed alterations to the front walkway are consistent in dimensions and 

materials outlined as appropriate in Appendix G of the Maywood Design 

Guidelines. Furthermore, that the applicant will inform staff of which 

option they wish to build prior to building.  

 

Mr. Aiken seconded the motion and it passed unanimously 10-0. 
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The Chairman invited the newest HALRB member John Aiken to introduce himself. Mr. 

Aiken said he is a 15-year resident of Douglas Park.  

 

Henry Clay Park Renaming 

 

The Chairman asked staff to introduce this item. Ms. Bolliger invited Diane Probus from 

the Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) and members of the civic association to 

present their materials. Ms. Probus informed the Board that DPR had received a request 

from the Lyon Park Civic Association to rename Henry Clay Park in Lyon Park after 

activist Zitkala Sa. Ms. Probus explained that the request fulfilled all the criteria for 

renaming a County facility, specifically to commemorate an individual’s service. Civic 

association members Thora Colot and Toby McIntosh presented information about the 

12- year Arlington resident who advocated for Native American rights from her home in 

Lyon Park.  

 

Ms. Bolliger informed the Chairman that two public speakers had signed up to speak and 

the Chairman called the first public speaker, Mr. Bernard Berne. Mr. Berne outlined his 

objections to renaming the park from the well-known white senator and Secretary of 

State Henry Clay to Native American poet, author, and advocate Zitkala Sa. Although 

Henry Clay had never been a member of the Arlington community, Mr. Berne stated that 

Mr. Clay had made a nationwide impact which improved conditions for all, including 

those in Arlington. He asserted that Zitkala Sa, although a member of the Arlington 

community for 12 years, had not made an effort to be involved in her local community, 

but had lobbied for Native Americans nationwide. Mr. Berne stated his concern that this 

[renaming] was an effort toward political correctness in the face of important traditions.  

 

The Chairman called the second public speaker, Dr. Julia Young. Dr. Young is a historian 

who spoke in support of the name change. An expert in immigration history as an 

associate professor at Catholic University, Dr. Young described her extensive research on 

Indigenous migration and spoke to the important effect Zitkala Sa had on conditions for 

Native Americans in Arlington and nationwide as the founder of the Council for 

American Indians. Dr. Young outlined articles on Ms. Sa’s contributions to the local 

community. Dr. Young also noted that Zitkala Sa was buried at Arlington National 

Cemetery upon her death (as Gertrude Simmons Bonnin, her white, married name). Dr. 

Young explained that given the historically biased narrative of most communities, 

rectifying the record to include valuable contributions by people of color was an exciting 

opportunity.  

 

Ms. Bolliger notified the Chairman that an additional member of the public wished to 

speak but had difficulty registering in advance because of some issues today with the 

County website. The Chairman invited this third speaker, Ms. Kathleen McSweeney. Ms. 

McSweeney spoke in support of the renaming and encouraged the Board to also support 

the proposed interpretation planned to illustrate the impact of Ms. Sa’s life, including her 

work toward ratifying the 19th amendment and getting citizenship for Indigenous people.  
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The Chairman thanked all the public speakers for their comments. Mr. Dudka stated that 

as a Lyon Park resident, he was very excited to support the renaming and hoped there 

also would be efforts to recognize her home. Ms. Gwin thanked all the speakers. Ms. 

Lawrence thanked the speakers and then objected to Mr. Berne’s opposition. She stated 

that this was not an example of political correctness but an opportunity to recognize an 

Arlingtonian who had contributed greatly to her community and it would not affect 

Henry Clay’s legacy in any way.  

 

The Chairman invited the remaining Board members to speak. Hearing no additional 

comments, he also thanked the speakers for their remarks and their research. The 

Chairman proposed a motion as follows: 

 

I move that the HALRB support the renaming of Henry Clay Park to 

Zitkala-Sa Park as proposed by the Lyon Park Civic Association.  

 

Ms. Gwin seconded the motion, which passed unanimously 10-0. Ms. Liccese-Torres 

asked DPR for clarification about whether the civic association was requesting a letter of 

support from the HALRB. Ms. Probus replied that they would appreciate a letter in time 

for the November County Board meeting. 

 

Information Item: Rappahannock Coffee Form Based Code Project 

 

Ms. Bolliger invited Ebony Dumas, a planner in the Planning Division, to introduce the 

applicants for the 2400 Columbia Pike Form Based Code (FBC) development. Ms. 

Dumas explained that this project is in the commercial FBC area of Columbia Pike and 

the property currently includes a vacant block corner and three detached one-story 

commercial buildings sharing a rear parking lot. She said the project originally was heard 

by the HALRB in 2013 for a FBC amendment to adjust the classification of the site from 

full building preservation to facade preservation. Ms. Dumas explained the initial 

development proposal for this site came before the HALRB in August 2014 and again in 

2016 with updated facades. Although the County Board had approved the use permit for 

the project, Ms. Dumas explained that a recent property sale had sparked a change in the 

development plans. She said that although individually the changes were minor, 

collectively they required a use permit amendment. Ms. Dumas said the applicant already 

had met with the Historic Preservation staff and the DRC chairman for initial feedback. 

She then turned the presentation over to attorney Evan Pritchard, who explained that 

there were no changes to the historic facades, but there were some changes to the overall 

design to make the properties more marketable. Project architect Chris Gordon then made 

a detailed presentation on the project’s evolution and design.  

 

Ms. Farris explained that as an informational item, the Board could ask questions and that 

the applicants would return to the HALRB for a final review. Ms. Gwin thanked the 

applicants for a much-improved design. Mr. Craig agreed that the design was very 

successful and kinder to the historic facades. Ms. Lawrence stated that the Board had felt 

that their input had not been received in the previous design, and she now was happy to 

see a changed and improved project. Mr. Laporte asked if the project would receive 
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additional density because of the facade preservation, and Mr. Gordon replied that the 

density was dictated by the FBC and they would not be receiving additional density. Mr. 

Laporte stated the project was much improved and recalled other projects which had been 

reviewed by the HALRB where the setbacks had not been applied appropriately to the 

historic facades. Mr. Dudka agreed that [in this modified design], the upper stories were 

not fighting with the street level for attention, creating a good balance between the retail 

and residential spaces.   

 

The Chairman asked for final comments from the Board, and upon hearing none he 

agreed that the design was improved and thanked the applicants for their presentation. 

The Chairman asked staff about next steps. Ms. Farris asked, given the positive feedback, 

whether the applicants should come back to the HALRB, or whether the HALRB thought 

the applicants could work with staff on the final details of the project. The Chairman 

stated that unless there were major design changes, given the unanimous nature of the 

HALRB’s positive support, that the applicants would not need to return. Ms. Liccese-

Torres interjected that she believed that in the past, the applicant had applied for and 

received a conditional CoA for their project. Mr. Pritchard confirmed that they previously 

had applied for a conditional CoA. Ms. Lawrence said she felt uncomfortable approving a 

[new] conditional CoA without additional background information. Mr. Pritchard 

explained that the CoA had been issued conditionally based on the requirement for more 

specific facade development drawings and then finally approved upon receipt of the 

additional drawings. Mr. Pritchard then asked if an additional CoA would be necessary 

now given the thorough nature of the presented drawings. Ms. Dumas explained that the 

FBC requirements demand that development projects come to the HALRB twice. The 

Chairman then said that he recommended the applicants return to the HALRB at a later 

date to comply with the FBC regulation. Ms. Liccese-Torres said that since the previous 

project had been approved as a CoA in 2016, this modified proposal could either be a 

new CoA or an amendment to the existing application, but still needed to be reviewed 

finally as a CoA. She advocated for review as a new CoA since there are now new 

property owners. The Chairman invited the applicants to return with their project design 

closer to completion for a CoA.  

 

REPORTS OF THE CHAIRMAN AND STAFF  

 

Chairman’s Report 

 

The Chairman asked the Board for volunteers for the nominating committee to identify a 

chairman and vice chairman for 2021. Ms. Liccese-Torres invited interested members to email 

her and the Chairman before the November meeting so that the slate can be presented for voting 

in December.  

 

Staff and Other Reports 

 

Ms. Liccese-Torres announced that next week Ms. Bolliger would be promoted from the Historic 

Preservation Inspector to Associate Planner. Ms. Liccese-Torres also announced that the Historic 

Preservation Master Plan update was underway and that a virtual community kick-off event 
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would be held on November 16, 2020. She also invited the Board members to attend and take 

part in the “Capture Your Heritage” photo contest. In addition to the kick-off event, Ms. Liccese-

Torres informed the Board that staff would be launching an online community feedback form 

and invited the members to participate. 

 

Ms. Farris announced that numerous public comments had been submitted for the Courthouse 

Landmark site plan project and the applicants were planning to incorporate some changes into 

their design and present to the HALRB in November. Ms. Farris discussed the Fort Henry 

Gardens site plan project and stated that she believed it would start the Site Plan Review 

Committee process in December. However, she noted that she did not yet see any preservation in 

the proposal for this HRI-ranked Important property.  

 

Ms. Farris stated that Mr. Davis and Ms. Gwin were involved in the Pershing Drive Special 

GLUP study that includes the Days Inn [at Arlington Boulevard and Pershing Drive], a notable 

property on the HRI. Ms. Farris said that Mr. Craig would be involved in the Clarendon Sector 

Plan update, which would include the Joyce Motors property. Ms. Farris reminded the Board 

about the last opportunity to offer suggestions for the renaming of Lee Highway.  

 

The Chairman thanked everyone for their attendance and asked for final comments. Hearing 

none, he adjourned the meeting at 7:18 PM. 


