LEESBURG BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

BUSINESS MEETING MINUTES
Monday, 21 May 2012
Town Hall, 25 West Market Street
Lower Level Conference Room

MEMBERS PRESENT: Richard Koochagian, Chairman; Jim Sisley, Vice Chairman; Dieter
Meyer; Teresa Minchew; Tracy Coffing; Paul Reimers; Edward
Kiley; Mary Harper, Planning Commission Representative

MEMBERS ABSENT: Marty Martinez, Town Council Representative

STAFF: Christopher Murphy, Zoning Administrator; Wade Burkholder,
Deputy Zoning Administrator; Barbara Notar, Deputy Town
Attorney; Susan Berry Hill, Director, Planning and Zoning, and Kim
Del Rance, Preservation Planner

Call to Order and Roll Call
Mr. Koochagian called the meeting to order at 7:15pm, noted that all members were in
attendance and that there was a quorum.

Ms. Minchew moved to adopt the agenda. The motion was seconded by Mr. Meyer and it
passed 7-0.

Approval of Minutes

Mr. Koochagian noted the board had not received the minutes before the meeting. Mr. Meyer
moved to defer the adoption to the June 4 Work Session and Mr. Sisely seconded it. The motion
carried by a vote of 7-0.

BAR Member Disclosure

Mr. Sisely acknowledged a business relationship with the owner of the property of case THLP-
2012-0039 and stated it should not affect his ability to make a fair decision. Ms. Minchew
recused herself from TLHP 2012-0040 and 0042 since her husband’s law firm represents the
applicant. There were no other disclosures.

Petitioners
There were no petitioners.

Consent Agenda

Mr. Koochagian stated that one item is on the consent agenda, TLHP 2012-0032 (1605 Village
Market Blvd, Faang Restaurant, Mr. Fred Goodwin). No member of the BAR requested the case
be taken off the consent agenda and seeing and hearing no public requesting to be heard, Mr.
Sisely moved to approve the consent agenda consisting of case TLHP-2012-0032. The motion
was seconded by Ms. Minchew. The motion carried 7-0.

Discussion Agenda
TLHP-2012-0036, 1 Catoctin Circle SE, Matthew Boyle, consists of replacing existing ATM.
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Chris Murphy said the applicant sought permission to replace an existing ATM wrapped on three
sides with a split faced block wall with a steel walled manufactured free standing ATM. The new
ATM will be exposed on all sides and has a color scheme different from that of the bank building
which is the main structure. Staff recommends denial.

There were no comments from the public and the public hearing was closed at this time
Matthew Boyle, applicant and contractor for the owner, gave examples of nearby banks that
had exposed manufactured ATMs existing, but said they would be willing to change their plans
to accommodate the board’s requirements. Chris Murphy brought to the board’s attention that
one of the examples was in neither historic district. Ms. Minchew stated that none of the
examples were stand alone kiosks, but inserts and would not be examples to use for
comparison. The color scheme being different from the bank was discussed by several board
members as not appropriate to be different from the existing scheme per the guidelines. Mr.
Sisely moved to deny the application in agreement with the staff recommendation, Mr. Meyer
seconded the motion. Ms. Minchew suggested the application be referred to the work session
for the applicant to bring changes. After some discussion that there would need to be a new
plan altogether, the motion passed 6-1 with Ms. Minchew opposed.

TLHP 2012-0037, 110 Loudoun St., Associate Architect representative for the applicant, Thomas
O’Neil, application to enclose an existing porch.

Kim Del Rance stated the porch enclosure was appropriate with conditions the windows be one-
over-ones, the door be a single lite, no PVC be used and the transom proportions should be
adjusted to match the door glazing.

Questions

Ms. Minchew asked if the age of the porch was known, Ms. Del Rance stated she could find no
date and the applicant did not know either. Several board members agreed that the proposed
two-over-two windows would also be appropriate and the applicant was asked if they were
preferred, she stated they were preferred, but there was no preference on the door.

Mr. Reimers asked if PVC could be excluded after discussion it was stated that the applicant
could bring a sample of the painted PVC against painted wood and a site visit would be
necessary before it could be approved. The applicant representative stated she was advised to
agree with whatever the board required and using wood would not be a problem since this was
such a small project.

There were no comments from the public and the public hearing was closed at this time.

Discussion

After discussion of the proportions of the two-over-two versus the one-over-one windows it was
agreed that two-over-two was the preferred proportion and changing to a one-over-one would
mean adding a third window configuration to a small house which already has six-over-six
windows with the two-over-two windows already.
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Mr. Koochagian asked the applicant what the function of this new room would be and if they
had considered using floor to ceiling glass windows to maintain the same transparency as the
existing floor to ceiling screens. The applicant representative stated this would be used as office
space and they had not considered that, but could do so if needed.

Ms. Minchew moved to approve the application allowing two-over-two windows and no PVC
with the transom window proportion adjusted as per the revised drawings submitted by the
applicant the day of the meeting. Mr. Sisely seconded and the motion carried 7-0.

TLHP 2012-0039, 6 W. Market Street, NW, to replace windows with new larger windows and an
entrance door with pediment and sidelites to the side of an existing building fronting Market
Street.

Kim Del Rance gave a brief presentation stating that the applicant had already made some
changes such as replace some windows and remove an existing side door. She stated that
according to the guidelines the windows and door should be repaired and any new door should
be subordinate to the main entry. Wrapping the fascia around to the side as simple wood fascia
would be appropriate. Staff recommends approval with the conditions stated in the staff report.

Questions

The applicant stated that this was not to be a new application, but a revision to a previously
approved application from 2009 and stated he was not aware of the change in planners as the
previous preservation planner; Annie McDonald was familiar with the previous project. He
stated that the door he planned to use would be a salvaged period door that he had not
purchased yet.

Ms. Minchew, Mr. Reimers and Ms. Coffing all asked about the door and suggested he bring
pictures of an actual door he would like to use as they could not approve something sight
unseen. The applicant agreed.

The public hearing was closed at this time with no public input.

Discussion

After some discussion by the board it was agreed that the previous approval would need to be
reviewed with the changes as the project had been the subject of much discussion. The
applicant agreed to defer the case to the work session on June 4, 2012 for a decision. Ms.
Minchew noted that even if they had the previous case in front of them it would likely have
needed to go to the work session as well. The applicant agreed to give a copy of the approval to
staff and did so that the board would have a copy of everything the applicant had.

Mr. Meyer moved to refer the case to the June 4, 2012 work session, Mr. Sisely seconded and
the motion carried 7-0.

THLP-2012-0041, 225 West Market Street, Replace concrete front steps with new concrete steps
and landing covered in natural stone veneer.
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Chris Murphy gave a brief presentation showing the existing steps and house and how the new
steps and landing are a smaller scale version of what already exists in the Honicon neighborhood
on similar historic Bungalows.

Questions
Ms. Coffing asked if there would be a concrete slab on the top of the landing with a slight
overhang like the other bungalow porches, the applicant affirmed it would.

Discussion
After some discussion by the board about whether they needed to see samples of the stone
since it is to match the existing stone, the board agreed it was not necessary.

Mr. Meyer moved to approve the application as submitted, Mr. Sisely seconded, the motion
carried 7-0.

THLP-2012-0040 and THLP-2012-0042, Courthouse Square, partial demolition of 9 E. Market
Street, SE and construction of new 104,000 sq ft. mixed use office, retail and restaurant building
with parking structure.

Wade Burkholder stated at the applicant’s request their presentation and the public hearing be
moved to the June 4, 2012 work session in Council Chambers so it could be televised to the
public. Discussion was needed on scheduling of reviewing project. Mr. Sisely moved to defer
until June 4, 2012 work session, Mr. Reimers seconded, the motion carried 7-0.

Administrative Approvals

TLHP-2012-0035 (22 W. Market St) wall sign revision
TLHP-2012-0038 (18 S. King Street) two projecting signs
TLHP-2012-0044 (26 S King Street) projecting sign
TLHP-2012-0045 (14 Cornwall Street, NW) exterior paint
TLHP-2012-0046 (8 Cornwall Street NW) repair front steps
TLHP-2012-0047 (3 W. Market Street) signs — Events in the City

Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 9:10pm.

Richard Koochagian, Chairman

Kim K. Del Rance, Preservation Planner



