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APPROVED MINUTES August 13, 2020

THE FAIRFAX COUNTY ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD

Virtual Meeting- Using Webex Fairfax County Platform

6:30 p.m. meeting start

Members Present: Members Excused: Staff Present:

John A. Burns, FAIA, Chairman

Michele Aubry, Treasurer

Jason Zellman

Kaye Orr

Steve Kulinski*

Christopher Daniel, Vice Chairman

Samantha Huang

Elise Murray

Joseph Plumpe, ASLA*

*Arrived after the commencement of

meeting.

Susan Notkins, AIA Laura Arseneau,

Branch Chief

Nicole Brannan,

Historic Preservation Planner

Kyra Davis,

Planning Technician

Ryan Johnson,

Recording Secretary

Mr. Burns opened the August 13, 2020 meeting of the Architectural Review Board (ARB) at 6:32

p.m. using the Webex Fairfax County Platform.  Mr. Burns started the meeting with emergency

motions related to the COVID-19 pandemic.

COVID-19 SPECIAL MOTIONS (Summary)

1. A quorum of the ARB must be participating remotely;

2. A vote to ensure that each member of the BAC may be adequately heard and that all

members can hear each other;

3. A vote to verify that the usual FOIA procedures cannot be implemented safely or

practically;

4. A vote to verify that every item on the agenda is either related to the emergency or

necessary to assure continuity in government, or both; and

5. Public comment time limitations.

COVID-19 SPECIAL MOTIONS (Motions)

Mr. Burns so moved:

To conduct this meeting wholly electronically and to effectuate both the emergency procedures

authorized by FOIA the ARB needs to make certain findings and determinations for the record.  It’s a bit

cumbersome, so I ask you in advance for your patience.

1. Audibility of Members’ Voices
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First, because each member of this ARB is participating in this meeting from a separate location,

we must verify that a quorum of members is participating, and that each member’s voice is clear,

audible, and at an appropriate volume for all of the other members.  Accordingly, I am going to

conduct a roll call, and ask each ARB member participating in this meeting to state your name

and the location from which you are participating. I ask that each of you pay close attention to

ensure that you can hear each of your colleagues.  Following this roll call, we will vote to

establish that every member can hear every other member.

(Mr. Burns continued with a roll call of Members, in accordance with above instructions):

- Ms. Aubry- aye, private residence, can hear

- Mr. Daniel- aye, private residence, can hear

- Ms. Huang- aye, private residence, can hear

- Mr. Kulinski- aye, office, can hear

- Ms. Murray- aye, private residence, can hear

- Ms. Notkins- no response, not present

- Ms. Orr- aye, private residence, can hear

- Mr. Plumpe- no response, not present

- Mr. Zellman- aye, private residence, can hear

- Mr. Burns- aye, private residence, can hear

Mr. Burns passed the virtual gavel to the Vice-Chairman (Mr. Daniel), so that he could be heard

to make the requisite motion.

Mr. Burns moved that every member can be clearly heard.  The motion was seconded by

Ms. Orr, and passed unanimously.

2. Quorum of ARB members-

Mr. Burns so moved:

As determined by the roll call, 8 members of the ARB are present and therefore satisfy the ARB

quorum minimum. The ARB by-laws state that a minimum of 6 members are required to

determine a quorum.

The motion was seconded by Mr. Zellman, and passed unanimously.

3. Need for an Electronic Meeting

Mr. Burns so moved:

Third,  having established that each member’s voice may be heard by every other member, we

must next establish the nature of the emergency that compels these emergency procedures, the

fact that we are meeting electronically, what type of electronic communication is being used, and

how we have arranged for public access to this meeting.

Therefore, I move that the State of Emergency caused by the COVID-19  pandemic makes it

unsafe for this ARB to physically assemble and unsafe for the public to physically attend any
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such meeting, and that as such,  FOIA’s usual procedures, which require the physical assembly

of the ARB and the physical presence of the public, cannot be implemented safely or practically.

I further move that ARB may conduct this meeting electronically through Webex, a county

virtual meeting platform and available for access through the ARB county website or through

phone at: 1-408-418-9388 with Access code: 129 336 8432.

It is so moved.

The motion was seconded by Mr. Kulinski, and passed unanimously.

4. Need to dispense with FOIA’s Usual Procedures to Assure Continuity in

Government/Continue Operations

Mr. Burns so moved:

Finally, it is next required that all of the matters addressed on today’s agenda are statutorily

required or necessary to continue operations and the discharge of this Board’s lawful purposes,

duties, and responsibilities.

It is so moved.

[If there is dissention, each item on the agenda can be addressed individually, or alternatively,

separate motions can be taken on those items for which there is disagreement].

The motion was seconded by Ms. Murray, and passed unanimously.

5. Public Comments:

Mr. Burns moved that the ARB needs to determine how long each member of the public will be

able to speak during the public comment periods.  The public will be allowed to comment after

the consent agenda items and after each action item, as is standard ARB practice.

Mr. Burns moved that each member of the public will have 3 minutes to speak. The

motion was seconded by Ms. Orr, and passed unanimously.

Mr. Daniel handed the virtual gavel back to Mr. Burns.

VIRTUAL MEETING WEBEX INFORMATION- Staff (Laura Arseneau)

- Ms. Arseneau informed all attendees that the meeting is being recorded, and it will be posted

online in 10 days.  She directed attendees to use the Q&A box or hand raise function in the

Webex Platform for inquiries and staff would monitor accordingly, and that attendees that are

experiencing technical issues to please call Webex Technical Assistance at 1-866-799-3293.

READING OF STATEMENT OF PURPOSE OF HOD’S

Ms. Orr read the opening statement of purpose.

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA- Chair

Ms. Aubry made a motion to approve the agenda, and Mr. Zellman seconded. A discussion
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ensued, and Ms. Murray motioned that the agenda be modified to defer proposed Agenda Item #2

(ARB 20-LFK-01- Proposal for new construction of an addition at the Langley Ordinary) item due

to incompleteness.  Mr. Daniel seconded Ms. Murray’s motion to modify the agenda. A

subsequent discussion ensued. Laura Arseneau commented that the applicant has agreed to defer.

Mr. Daniel suggested that staff work with the applicant to provide a complete submission.  Ms.

Murray accepted Mr. Daniel’s modification (for staff to work with the applicant to provide a

complete submission). Ms. Aubry then accepted Ms. Murray’s motion to modify the agenda,

which was also accepted by Mr. Zellman as the original seconder, and made motion to approve the

agenda as modified, and that motion passed unanimously.

INTRODUCTION/RECOGNITION OF GUESTS (Based on Webex attendees list)

Sam Matics

Stephanie Gains

Tori Bauers

Wanda Suder, Fairfax County

Natalie Knight, Fairfax County

Nick Cacaci, LIDL

Asma Rupani

James Perry, Elm Street Development

Lauren Bauer

Michael Kazak

Mike Lambert

Denice Dressel, Fairfax County

CONSENT CALENDAR ACTION ITEM:

1. ARB 16-CTV-02 Amendment- Proposal for modifications of previously ARB approved

signage located at 13848A Lee Highway, Centreville at Tax map 054-4 ((01)) 30 in the

Centreville Historic Overlay District. The proposal includes the reface of two existing signs to

change to Alibaba Cell Signage. The building is contributing to the historic district. This

application still meets all applicable zoning ordinance provisions. Sully District

Mr. Daniel moved, and was seconded by Mr. Kulinski, that the ARB recommend approval

for the following consent item as submitted for the August 13, 2020 ARB meeting: ARB 16-

CTV-02 Amendment- Proposal for modifications of previously ARB approved signage for

Alibaba Cell Repair. Upon review of the materials, the proposals are found to meet

requirements of Zoning Ordinance 7-200 HISTORIC OVERLAY DISTRICTS. The

motion passed unanimously.

ITEMS FOR ACTION:

***Mr. Burns recused himself at 6:52 p.m., and passed the virtual gavel to Mr. Daniel.***

2. ARB 20-LOR-04- Proposal for Phase 2C Site Plan improvements for parking located in the

Laurel Hill Adaptive Reuse Area, tax map numbers 107-1-((09)). The ARB approved previous
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site plans related to parking in March 2020 (ARB 20-LOR-01). The additional parking in Phase

2C is located outside of the penitentiary walls. This will be the final site plan for Phase 2.

The 2001 Lorton Correctional Complex MOA stipulates that the ARB review undertakings

within the area eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places and that the area

within the Eligible District is subject to review as stipulated in Section 7-200 of the Fairfax

County Zoning Ordinance. Section 7-200 of the Zoning Ordinance stipulates that: 1) plans shall

be referred to the ARB for its review and recommendation and 2) ARB approval shall be

required prior to the issuance of building permits. The applicant shall submit the proposal to both

the Lorton Heritage Society and VDHR as required by the MOA, as well as Fairfax County

Archaeological Collections Branch. Mr. Jim Perry of Elm Street Development represents the

proposal. Mount Vernon District

a. Presentation/Discussion

i. Mr. Perry presented that the four Laurel Hill items have been brought before the

ARB over the past two months and he displayed design renderings.

1. There have been very little changes since the July ARB meeting.  Site

improvements include:

a. LIDL grocery store

b. Retail building

c. Parking Lot

d. Comprehensive Sign Plan Amendment (facing southern parking

lot)

ii. Mr. Daniel mentioned VDHR (Virginia Department of Historic Resources) letter

regarding concerns about incompatibility between the proposed grocery store and

retail store designs. **SEE ATTACHED LETTER (ATTACHMENT 1)**

1. Mr. Perry addressed the letter from Mr. Marc Holma regarding a

Memorandum of Understanding that requires VDHR review for changes

to the Laurel Hill site.  Mr. Perry gave on overview of the VDHR formal

review process and stated that there were initial indications from VDHR

staff that a conceptual contemporary architecture would be an acceptable

design theme, and that the current VDHR comments may contradict those

earlier indications.

a. Mr. Perry mentioned that the contemporary design of the grocery

store and retail building is compatible given the massing,

transparency, and similar architectural language of the

contemporary townhouses in the vicinity.

iii. Mr. Daniel opened the discussion to the public. No comments.

iv. ARB Members:

1. Ms. Aubry: Stated that she has no questions or comments on any of the 4

(Laurel Hill) items on the agenda but would like a copy of the VDHR

letter to review.

2. Ms. Huang: Stated she has no problem with the contemporary design,

especially the black metal.  Ms. Huang does have a question about the tan-

colored brick which somewhat conflicts with the mostly red brick in

Laurel Hill.
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3. Mr. Kulinski: Likes how well-sorted out the sign plan is, and the

architectural communication between the LIDL and retail stores, and is

overall comfortable with the total design.

4. Ms. Murray: Is overall unhappy with the design, and stated that she has

still not received pictures she requested from July ARB meeting.  Ms.

Murray has a problem with the light-colored brick and the faux-wood.

5. Ms. Orr: No comment.

6. Mr. Zellman: Comfortable with what is being presented tonight.

7. Mr. Daniel:  Mentioned that new construction should not destroy existing

historic resources, but that it should also be distinguishable.  Mr. Daniel

mentioned this continuous quandary in the historic preservation field

regarding “where to draw the line” between what is appropriate and what

has gone too far.  Mr. Daniel mentioned his likewise concern (echoing Ms.

Huang and Ms. Murray above) about the color of the brick to be more

complementary than the proposed white.  Mr. Daniel asked Mr. Perry if

another color could be proposed.

a. Nick Cacaci (legal representative from LIDL) mentioned that red

brick does not go with any of LIDL’s stores.

b. Mr. Daniel mentioned that the ARB may be sympathetic to a

darker color.

c. Mr. Kulinski: mentioned that maybe we could entertain motion of

an approval of the buildings themselves, and then add a condition

for further study of the brick color. Mr. Cacaci mentioned that that

would be amenable.  Mr. Daniel agreed, and also asked the LIDL

representatives to bring pictures in the future showing proposed

brick colors.

Mr. Zellman moved, and was seconded by Ms. Aubry, that the ARB approve ARB

20-LOR-04 located in the Laurel Hill Adaptive Reuse Area, tax map numbers 107-

1-((09)) for the proposed Phase 2C Site Plan improvements for parking, as

submitted and presented at the August 13, 2020 ARB meeting.  Upon review of the

materials, the proposal is found to meet requirements of Zoning Ordinance 7-200

HISTORIC OVERLAY DISTRICTS.  The motion passed unanimously.

3. ARB 20-LOR-05- Proposal for architecture for grocery store anchor site located in the

Laurel Hill Adaptive Reuse Area, tax map numbers 107-1-((09)). This site is located within the

penitentiary wall on the eastern side of the retail commercial area and is under contract to LIDL.

Conceptual architecture was reviewed and approved by the ARB in 2014 (ARB 14-LOR-04).

Modified architectural submissions have been submitted for review.

The 2001 Lorton Correctional Complex MOA stipulates that the ARB review undertakings

within the area eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places and that the area

within the Eligible District is subject to review as stipulated in Section 7-200 of the Fairfax

County Zoning Ordinance. Section 7-200 of the Zoning Ordinance stipulates that: 1) plans shall

be referred to the ARB for its review and recommendation and 2) ARB approval shall be

required prior to the issuance of building permits. The applicant will submit materials to the
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Lorton Heritage Society and VDHR as required by the MOA, as well as Fairfax County

Archaeological Collections Branch. Michael Kazak from LIDL represent the proposal. Mount

Vernon District

Presentation/Discussion: See Agenda Item # 2.

Mr. Kulinksi moved, and was seconded by Mr. Zellman, that the ARB approve ARB 20-

LOR-05 located in the Laurel Hill Adaptive Reuse Area, tax map numbers 107-1-((09)) for

the proposed architecture for grocery store anchor site, as submitted and presented at the

August 13, 2020 ARB meeting; and that the ARB approve ARB 20-LOR-06 located in the

Laurel Hill Adaptive Reuse Area, tax map numbers 107-1-((09)) for the proposed

architecture for retail building on western side of Penitentiary area, as submitted and

presented at the August 13, 2020 ARB meeting subject to the following condition: That the

applicant study the brick color and return for ARB review of brick color. Ms. Huang made a

friendly amendment to assess any change in proposed brick color in the context of other

proposed color changes to the subject buildings. The approval is subject to the condition.

Mr. Kulinski accepted Ms. Huang’s friendly amendment, as did Mr. Zellman as the

original seconder. Upon review of the materials, the proposal is found to meet the

requirements of Zoning Ordinance 7-200 HISTORIC OVERLAY DISTRICTS. The

motion, as amended, passed unanimously.

4. ARB 20-LOR-06- Proposal for architecture for retail building on western side of

Penitentiary area located in the Laurel Hill Adaptive Reuse Area, tax map numbers 107-1-

((09)). Conceptual architecture was reviewed and approved by the ARB in 2014 (ARB-14-LOR-

04).  The architecture proposed is similar to the architecture proposed in ARB 20-LOR-02.

The 2001 Lorton Correctional Complex MOA stipulates that the ARB review undertakings

within the area eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places and that the area

within the Eligible District is subject to review as stipulated in Section 7-200 of the Fairfax

County Zoning Ordinance. Section 7-200 of the Zoning Ordinance stipulates that: 1) plans shall

be referred to the ARB for its review and recommendation and 2) ARB approval shall be

required prior to the issuance of building permits. The applicant will submit materials to the

Lorton Heritage Society and VDHR as required by the MOA, as well as Fairfax County

Archaeological Collections Branch. Mr. Frank Watkins of Elm Street Development represents

the proposal. Mount Vernon District

Presentation/Discussion: See Agenda Item # 2.

Mr. Kulinksi moved, and was seconded by Mr. Zellman, that the ARB approve ARB 20-

LOR-05 located in the Laurel Hill Adaptive Reuse Area, tax map numbers 107-1-((09)) for

the proposed architecture for grocery store anchor site, as submitted and presented at the

August 13, 2020 ARB meeting; and that the ARB approve ARB 20-LOR-06 located in the

Laurel Hill Adaptive Reuse Area, tax map numbers 107-1-((09)) for the proposed

architecture for retail building on western side of Penitentiary area, as submitted and

presented at the August 13, 2020 ARB meeting subject to the following condition: That the

applicant study the brick color and return for ARB review of brick color. Ms. Huang made a
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friendly amendment to assess any change in proposed brick color in the context of other

proposed color changes to the subject buildings. The approval is subject to the condition.

Mr. Kulinski accepted Ms. Huang’s friendly amendment, as did Mr. Zellman as the

original seconder. Upon review of the materials, the proposal is found to meet the

requirements of Zoning Ordinance 7-200 HISTORIC OVERLAY DISTRICTS.  The

motion, as amended, passed unanimously.

5. ARB 16-LOR-07 Amendment- Proposal to amend the previously approved Comprehensive

Sign Plan for the Liberty Development, located in the Laurel Hill Adaptive Reuse Area, tax

map numbers 107-1 ((09)). The proposal includes the addition of four freestanding signs in the

commercial area of the development. The additional signs would be located to the south of cell

block buildings P-1 and P-2 and would direct patrons to commercial tenants in the historic

structures. The original Comprehensive Sign Plan was approved by the ARB on January 12,

2017.

The 2001 Lorton Correctional Complex MOA stipulates that the ARB review undertakings

within the area eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places and that the area

within the Eligible District is subject to review as stipulated in Section 7-200 of the Fairfax

County Zoning Ordinance. Section 7-200 of the Zoning Ordinance stipulates that: 1) plans shall

be referred to the ARB for its review and recommendation and 2) ARB approval shall be

required prior to the issuance of building permits. The applicant will submit materials to the

Lorton Heritage Society and VDHR as required by the MOA, as well as Fairfax County

Archaeological Collections Branch. Mr. Jim Perry of Elm Street Development represents the

proposal. Mount Vernon District

Presentation/Discussion: See Agenda Item # 2.

Mr. Kulinski moved, and was seconded by Mr. Zellman that the ARB approve ARB 16-

LOR-07 Amendment located in the Laurel Hill Adaptive Reuse Area, tax map numbers

107-1-((09)) for the proposal to amend the previously approved Comprehensive Sign Plan

for the Liberty Development, as submitted and presented at the August 13, 2020 ARB

meeting.  Upon review of the materials, the proposal is found to meet requirements of

Zoning Ordinance 7-200 HISTORIC OVERLAY DISTRICTS. The motion passed

unanimously.

ITEM FOR WORKSHOP SESSION:

*** Mr. Burns returned to the meeting at 7:23 p.m.*** (A procedural discussion ensued and Item

#6 is not subject to federal preservation tax credits according to Fairfax County staff.)

6. ARB-20-LOR-08- Proposal for modifications to building H-40 near the Workhouse Area

located in the Laurel Hill Adaptive Reuse Area, tax map numbers 106-4 ((01)) 0058.  The

applicant proposes to replace the entire roof due to recent storm damage and other associated

modifications. Building H-40 is contributing structure to the DC Workhouse and Reformatory

National Register Historic District.
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The 2001 Lorton Correctional Complex MOA stipulates that the ARB review undertakings

within the area eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places and that the area

within the Eligible District is subject to review as stipulated in Section 7-200 of the Fairfax

County Zoning Ordinance. Section 7-200 of the Zoning Ordinance stipulates that: 1) plans shall

be referred to the ARB for its review and recommendation and 2) ARB approval shall be

required prior to the issuance of building permits. The applicant has submitted materials to the

Lorton Heritage Society and VDHR as required by the MOA, as well as Fairfax County

Archaeological Collections Branch. Ms. Natalie Knight of Fairfax County Facilities

Management Department represents the application. Mount Vernon District

● Presentation/Discussion

●Ms. Knight mentioned that Building H-40 is a contributing, mostly red-brick

structure that was originally used as a residence. The existing roof is a tin metal-seam

roof.  The proposal is to replace the entire roof, due to storm damage, with either

aluminum or steel.  The steel is the preferred material given its durability, according to

County staff.

●ARB Members:

• Ms. Aubry: Has no question about the proposal, and is more concerned about the

roof being replaced as soon as possible.

• Mr. Daniel: The work should be done as soon as possible. Please try to match

historic materials in-kind as appropriate.  The contractor should have experience

dealing with historic roofs (such as, no asphalt shingles)

• Ms. Knight mentioned that the roof would be replaced with metal as close to

the existing material and color as possible.

• Ms. Huang: No comment.

• Mr. Kulinski:  Asked about whether galvanized steel or aluminum would be

chosen, and Ms. Knight responded County staff is leaning towards the steel.  Mr.

Kulinski mentioned the steel is probably the best out of the two choices to replicate

the patina.

• Ms. Murray:  Fine with plans.

• Ms. Orr: Glad to see the roof being replaced due to damage.

• Mr. Zellman: No comment.

• Mr. Burns:  Had a question about the existing flat seams on the roof and whether

the proposal was to have standing seams.

• Ms. Knight mentioned that she would check on that and get back to the ARB.

• Mr. Burns also asked how far apart are the current and proposed seams, and

whether it would be possible to get them to match.  Ms. Knight responded

that she would get back to the ARB with that information.

• The cap at the gable ridges on historic roofs are flat.  When modern roofers

install roofs, they put prominent caps at the ridges.  Ms. Knight responded

that she would get back to the ARB with that information.

• Ms. Stephanie Gaines (County project manager) attempted to answer Mr.

Burns’ questions.

• HITT (Contractor) proposed double standing seams.

• The spacing of seams will match the existing.
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• Ms. Gaines mentioned she can provide a detail drawing to the ARB showing

proposal and pictures of existing building/roof to compare.

• Mr. Daniel mentioned that the applicant should have a full and complete design and

specifications when coming to ARB for decision.

• Mr. Burns asked about other modifications

• Ms. Knight mentioned that the gutters may need to be replaced while roof is

worked on, and Mr. Burns asked what type of gutters exist and whether they

have historic importance.

• Ms. Gaines mentioned that typically, there are half-round gutters on

historic buildings, but the existing gutters on this building are likely

newer commercial gutters with no historic value.

• Mr. Burns mentioned that, in terms of roof color, to look at the other buildings in

the complex.

• Ms. Gaines mentioned that the top choice is Colonial Red due to the sun-wear and

related fading, and not the Terra Cotta.

BOARD AND STAFF ITEMS:

• Review and action on approval of previous months minutes (July 2020)

o Mr. Daniel moved, and Mr. Kulinski seconded, to approve the July 2020 meeting

minutes and authorize payment to the Recording Secretary. The motion passed

unanimously.

• Treasurer’s Report: Budget as of 8/1/2020- $23,903.78

o Mr. Burns asked was there a payment last month to the recording secretary (June

2020).  Laura Arseneau mentioned there was not, because he had been payed twice for

the March 2020 minutes due to an administrative error.

• Discussion/Update Reports:

o Confederate Names Identification Project and the History Commission [PLEASE

SEE ATTACHED STAFF REPORT (ATTACHMENT 2) FOR MORE DETAILED

INFORMATION]

▪ Denice Dressel, Fairfax County presented:

• On June 23, 2020, the Board of Supervisors passed a motion that the

History Commission identity street names, monuments, parks, and public

places in Fairfax County and on County property that have Confederate

names/origins.

o Part of the motion was a charge to the History Commission to

recommend guidelines for the renaming and replacing of such

sites, where appropriate, and to work with other boards such as the

ARB on such guidelines.

• Update on History Commission info.:

o CNC:  Confederate Names Committee (Sub-Committee), and

website has been set up.

o Staff is researching responsible agencies to facilitate name

changes:
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▪ Commonwealth Transportation Board

▪ Park Authority

• Has already conducted inventory of Civil War

properties.

o CNC provided staff with 644 confederate names, and staff wprking

with Sup. Alcorn’s staff on further analysis. (See Attachment 2 for

details)

• History Commission has requested that the ARB writes a letter

formalizing its suggestions. The ARB letter will be included in HC report

to Board.

• Mr. Daniel mentioned the ARB consult ACHP guidelines when thinking

about how to approach stewardship, inclusion, and what is being

represented.

• Ms. Dressel needs the letter from ARB by the first October meeting of

the History Commission—October 5.

o Zoning Ordinance Modification Project (zMod)- inclusion of “historic property” in zoning

ordinance

o Need definition and treatment clarification

o Other comments on draft

o Mr. Burns mentioned there were 8 pages in zMOD with references to “historic

property”, and he asked Ms. Arseneau for clarification as to what exactly needs to be

defined.

• Ms. Arseneau explained that there are 3 types of property classifications in

a historic district: Historic Property, Contributing Property, and Non-

Contributing Property

▪ Contributing properties are defined by overlay district maps

and a memo only.  This is confusing for staff, boards, and

citizens.

• Ms. Murray mentioned that the 1991 memo was more of an inventory, not

an actual classification of what makes a property “contributing”.

• Mr. Daniel mentioned that perhaps “contributing” is an arbitrary

classification.

• Ms. Aubry mentioned that age was the only metric to identify properties

that are “historic”, and doesn’t factor in other possible relevant factors.

***Mr. Plumpe joined the meeting at 8:04 p.m.***

- Question came up with zMod:  are we going to keep the 3 categories.

- Mr. Daniel mentioned that the NRHP standards should be used or consulted at least to

clarify in the Zoning Ordinance what is meant by “historic property”.

- Mr. Burns further commented that the 1991 memo is really just a list, and that the ARB

needs to holistically consult national historic preservation standards and then come back
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and recommend the appropriate changes to the Zoning Ordinance if needed.

- Mr. Burns also mentioned that “historic property” terminology comes up under the

agritourism section in zMOD and mentioned the Bull Run Winery site issues.

- Ms. Murray mentioned that both “historic” and “contributing” are “contributing”, so

maybe remove the term “historic”. Mr. Daniel mentioned that may have adverse impacts

on archaeological properties.

- Laura Arseneau reiterated that the properties are not defined as “contributing” in

the Zoning Ordinance, but only on the map and the memos. zMOD is more

editorial at this phase, and that more conversations will need to occur in the future

for substantive changes.

***Mr. Burns left the meeting, and passed the virtual gavel to Mr. Daniel at 8:26 p.m.***

o Reston Survey- Denice Dressel

• The field work has been done, and contractor should have survey in in

September.

• Mr. Daniel mentioned the Reston Comprehensive Plan Task Force has

been on hold until October 2020.

o Gum Springs- Denice Dressel

***Mr. Burns returned to the meeting at 8:31 p.m.***

• Update: Grant Request.

o 2 grants: CLG Grant, and a Cost-Share Grant for Gum Springs

District

o The State gave money for the CLG Grant: $10,800, and $16,000

from Fairfax County.  National Register Nomination for Gum

Springs Historic District.

o Laura Arseneau mentioned there is an updated BRT letter as a

potentially eligible site while not technically defined as eligible.

o Bois Dore NR Nomination (ARB comments are needed)

• National Register Nomination: If you have comments, please send to

Laura by the end of the month. (August 31, 2020)

• Great Falls area

• Mr. Burns asked was the property under threat.

o Ms. Dressel responded there is no current threat, however the

family’s goal is to place a preservation easement on the house.

There are currently conservation easements on the property.

o Holmes Run Acres HOD Update: Nicole Brannan

• Ms. Brannan provided a brief update on the status of the Holmes Run

Acres Working Group

o Ms. Huang and Ms. Orr will be ARB representatives. Ms. Murray
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will be a History Commission representative, officially.

• There are 5-6 planned community meetings to include conversations about

what residents and community members find important about the

neighborhood, its desired characteristics, and what they would like to see

accomplished with the potential historic overlay.

• Based on a staff field work survey, there seems to have been less structural

modifications in the district (as compared to other HOD, most notably

Hollin Hills). There are only 4 model types.

o Hollin Hills HOD Update: Laura Arseneau

• Community meeting forthcoming in late September.

• Maps and recommendations, and draft design guidelines will be presented.

o HOD Guidelines Revisions: No comment.

o ARB involvement in Site Specific Plan Amendments (SSPA)

o Mr. Burns mentioned a property in the vicinity of the Belle View Shopping Center,

that is developed with red brick garden apartments, and inquired as to the progress of

a SSPA for that property.

o The staff response from Laura Arseneau was that, currently, SSPA for South County

is in a feasibility stage…staff is working with task forces. Graham Owen of DPD is

the staff contact.

o Section 106 Cases

o Lake Anne- Heron House Telecom proposal.

• Laura Arseneau mentioned that the proposal is just to add a new antenna

(to an already-screened enclosure)

• Mr. Burns mentioned that change (the additional antenna) is not

significant given the existing telecom features on Heron House.

o Soapstone Connector- History Commission wants final report from Fed. Highway

Commission.  Will share with ARB when received.

o Other

• Mr. Daniel mentioned that he will no longer have to recuse himself from Ft. Belvoir

cases given a change in work-related assignments.

• Old Business: None.

• New/other business: None.

• Miscellaneous Comments:
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o Mr. Burns attended a meeting of the National Alliance of Preservation Commissions, and

shared some insights:

• You can judge the level of any jurisdiction’s involvement with historic

preservation based on how much they devote towards it in their budget.

• All demolition permits should be reviewed in absence of a county-wide

survey.

• Engage politicians (the higher-level the better) in historic preservation

matters.

• Do an assessment of what percentage of buildings are currently protected,

and what percentage of existing buildings are over 40 years old.

• Someone commented that the political oversight on ARB precludes the

ability to comment on Section 106 cases.

• Mr. Daniel asked could meeting minutes be provided for Section 106

reviews.  Ms. Arseneau mentioned that would likely be an allowable

publicly accessible way to access comments.

• Someone commented that architects go through a lot of meetings and

review, and the contractor is often not privy to the details that go into the

certificate of appropriateness and associated discussions.  Suggestion:  A

project monitor from the ARB for each project.

• Nicole Brannan mentioned it was enlightening to see how some other

jurisdictions practice historic preservation, particularly beyond the scope

of reactionary development review.

• Mr. Daniel lauded the Resident Curator program.  Mr. Burns mentioned

that the program should be highlighted at future NAHC meetings.

- Ms. Arseneau mentioned the Judicial Center Master Plan, and reminded the ARB of Mr.

Jason Sutphin’s recommendation of a historic overlay district around the courthouse

complex.

- Mr. Burns asked about the proposed 10-story building on the City of Fairfax parcel.

- Nicole Brannan mentioned that the building may not be moving forward as

quickly due to finances.

Mr. Daniel made a motion to adjourn at 9:01 p.m.

ATTACHMENTS: A/S

The ARB Administrator will stamp and sign copies of approved drawings or other application documents

following the meeting at which approvals are granted, or at such time as drawings amended to reflect ARB

actions are received by the administrator. Applicants may be required to submit additional copies of

approved drawings or other application documents. Applicants may request copies of meeting minutes

within 2 weeks of the meeting at which the ARB approved the minutes. Stamped drawings, letters from

administrator documenting ARB action or copies of relevant minutes are required prior to projects being
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approved by county review and permitting agencies.

For further information contact, Laura Arseneau, Branch Chief, Architectural Review Board Administrator,

Fairfax County Department of Planning and Development (DPD), at 703/324-1380.
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ARB Meeting, 8/13/20
Confederate Names Inventory Update
D. Dressel, DPD-HR

• The History Commission formed a subcommittee, the Confederate Names
Committee (CNC), as a steering committee for the report. The research work is
being done through the committee of the whole.

• A webpage has been set up for the CNC which will be updated regularly as the
Committee moves forward in its work

• Staff has begun to gather information on the identifying responsible agencies as
well as the processes for renaming streets, and/or places, if the Board so
chooses, which includes, so far, the Commonwealth Transportation Board and
the Park Authority Board.

• The Park Authority has already completed their own inventory of Park Authority
properties affiliated with the Civil War, including the Robert E. Lee Recreation
Center, which had its name changed in 2019 – and they have provided their
research.

• The CNC provide staff with a list of approximately 645 Confederate names (after

eliminating duplication) to use as the basis for a filtered sort. Staff has been

working with an intern in Supervisor Alcorn’s office to conduct the filtered sort of

the County place names by the Confederate names identified by the CNC.

• A list of all 17,227 County street names, sorted by magisterial district, was

generated, and then filtered by the list of 645 Confederate names.

• A list of 436 County-owned or leased buildings, was generated, sorted by

magisterial districts, and filtered by the list of Confederate names.

• Lists have also been generated and filtered for the 7883 subdivisions, 253

shopping centers, 164 golf courses and non-FCPA parks and trails, and 559

general place names or landmarks.

• A draft priority list of approximately 55 “well-known or locally significant”

Confederate names has been created. Also, for consideration are 10

Confederate, or Confederately-associated terms, such as “Confederate,” and

“rebel” to be used as a guide to prioritize the research. The prioritized places with

Confederated names will have more thorough research completed through the

use of a standardized template for information gathering.

• The History Commission reached out to the ARB to request the Board’s input on

recommending guidelines for the renaming/replacement process of Confederate

monuments, street names, rec centers and parks, and additional public places.

The Chair of the ARB responded, giving several good suggestions. The History

Commission has requested that the ARB write a letter stating including the

Chair’s considerations, so that they may incorporate them into their report.
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