
 
TOWN OF HERNDON, VIRGINIA 

HERITAGE PRESERVATION REVIEW BOARD  
WORK SESSION AGENDA 

FEBRUARY 6, 2019 
HERNDON COUNCIL CHAMBERS BUILDING 

765 LYNN STREET 
7:00 P.M. 

 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 

1. Determination of Quorum 
   
 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
2. APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS OF AN 

AMENDMENT TO APPROVED APPLICATION, HPRB #19-02, to 
consider an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness approving design 
revisions to the approved alterations, previously authorized through HPRB #17-
15, to the commercial structure located at 765 / 767 Elden Street, Herndon, 
Virginia and further identified as Fairfax County Tax Map 0162-02-0078.  Owner: 
Norman P. Horn, Horn Motors, Inc. Applicant: Ira S. Saul, Agent. 

 
3. APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS OF AN 

ALTERATION TO AN EXISTING STRUCTURE, HPRB #19-04, to 
consider an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness approving 
replacement of existing wood garage doors with metal garage doors on the single 
family residential structure located at 631 Oak Street, Herndon, Virginia and 
further identified as Fairfax County Tax Map 0162-02-0101.  Owner: Ann Vayda 
Null. Applicant: Michael Wijdoogen, Agent. 

 
4. APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS OF NEW 

CONSTRUCTION, HPRB #19-05, to consider an application for a Certificate 
of Appropriateness approving construction of new retaining walls around an 
existing mausoleum and new garden seat walls within the grounds of the Town of 
Herndon Chestnut Grove Cemetery located at 831 Dranesville Road, Herndon, 
Virginia and further identified as Fairfax County Tax Map 0104-02-0051.  Owner: 
Town of Herndon. Applicant: Cynthia S. Roeder, Director, Herndon Parks and 
Recreation Department. 

 
 
DISCUSSION ITEM 
  
5. Staff Administrative Approvals.  Staff-initiated Board discussion item regarding 

expanding staff administrative approval authority for minor projects within the 
Heritage Preservation Overlay District to streamline approval processes and 
improve staff/Board work efficiencies. 

COMMENTS 



 
6. Comments from the Staff Members 

 
7. Comments from the Board Members 

 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 



 

 

 

STAFF REPORT 
Heritage Preservation Review Board 
February 6, 2019 
 
Title: 
 

APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS OF AN 
AMENDMENT TO AN APPROVED APPLICATION, HPRB #19-02.  

 
Staff Contact: 
 

Christopher J. Garcia, AICP, Community Design Planner/Deputy Zoning 
Administrator 
(703) 787-7380 
christopher.garcia@herndon-va.gov 

 
Summary: 
 

An application to consider a Certificate of Appropriateness approving design 
revisions to the approved alterations, previously authorized through HPRB         
#17-15, to the commercial structure located at 765 / 767 Elden Street, Herndon 
(Attachment #1). 
 

Location Factors: 
 
Applicant: Ira S. Saul, Agent 
 
Owner: Norman P. Horn, Horn Motors, Inc. 
  
Location: 765 / 767 Elden Street 
 
Tax Map Reference: 0162-02-0078 
 
Zoning of Site:  CC, Central Commercial 
 
Building Status: Non-Contributing (Attachment #7) 
 
Year Built: circa 1946 
 
Adjacent Zoning & North:  PD-TD, Planned Development – Traditional 

Downtown; Contributing 
Structure Status: South:   CC, Central Commercial; Non-Contributing 
 East:  CC, Central Commercial; Non-Contributing  
 West:  CC, Central Commercial; Non-Contributing 

Description: 
  

The Aslin Beer Company, through a designated representative, has submitted 
updated/revised designs for the new Aslin Tasting Room to be located at 765 / 767  
Elden Street (Attachments #2, #3, #4, and #5). In September 2017, the HPRB 



HPRB Staff Report 
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HPRB #19-02 
 
 

approved HPRB #17-15 approving significant alterations to this non-contributing 
structure located within the Town’s Heritage Preservation Overlay District. In the 
original application / approval, the applicant proposed a very modern design with 
modern forms, materials and construction methods. A portion of the previous 
design included a cantilevered deck area for patron seating on the second floor 
which inadvertently covered a storm water management easement (Attachment 
#6). The Town and the applicant are working collaboratively to resolve this issue 
and a revision to the previous HPRB approval is being required as a component of 
this effort. 
 
The applicant has submitted a revised design that eliminates the cantilevered deck 
area on the second floor and removes an exterior stairway, internalizing access to 
the roof deck. In addition, the revised submission appears to have created a new 
second-floor walled enclosure and removed second-floor black wire mesh screens 
near the rear of the west elevation and on the south elevation of the building. New 
color elevations and perspectives have been provided, illustrating the changes to 
the proposed design. 
 
While the removal of the cantilevered deck area and the exterior stairway are very 
straightforward responses to the site design issues, the submission material does 
not explain the reason for the installation of the walled enclosure and the removal 
of the black wire mesh screens along the west and south elevation. Furthermore, 
there appear to be discrepancies between the applicant’s submittal letter and the 
accompanying graphics. Although staff believes that the design intent for the 
walled enclosure appears to serve as an enclosure to cover the re-positioned 
stairwell from the elements the applicant should provide explanation for these 
changes.   
 
The original structure was a common commercial vernacular of the 1940’s and 
1950’s time frame, with no extraordinary or unusual architectural design features 
or details.  
 

Staff Recommendation: 
 

Based upon the guidelines in the Heritage Preservation Handbook and the 
criteria in the Zoning Ordinance, staff recommends approval of HPRB #19-02 
with the following conditions: 

 
1. The applicant shall resolve the discrepancy of the Applicant Letter 

(Attachment #3) and the submitted building elevations with new drawings 
and/or formal description noting the following: 
a. Identifying the second-floor walled enclosure with materials for the 

enclosure specified 
b. Clarify the removal of the black wire mesh screen from the new elevation 

design(s) 
c. Clarify the color variation of exterior building material between the 

original approval and the new design 
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2. The design and construction of the building alternations shall be completed 
and remain in substantial conformance with the application and supporting 
materials submitted January 14, 2019 and previously approved by this 
board through HPRB #17-15. 

 
Staff Analysis 
 

1. The previous staff review and HPRB approval for HPRB #17-15 relied on the 
Chapter 9 Rehabilitation Guidelines: Architectural Rehabilitation Design of 
Existing Buildings (pages 59-62) of the Heritage Preservation Handbook to 
develop the formal review of the proposed alterations. The Rehabilitation 
Guidelines for Building Materials (Chapters 16 through 19) was also consulted 
in determining the recommendations that ultimately formed the conditions of 
approval for HPRB #17-15.  In this case, the revisions generally conform to the 
referenced design guidelines and are in keeping with the original form, 
architectural character, and composition of the original design approved by the 
HPRB. However, as noted in the staff recommendations and conditions for 
approval, the applicant should clarify and detail the differences between the 
revised design and the approved design through HPRB #17-15, specifically: 
 

a. Identification and detailed information related to the new walled 
stairwell enclosure 

b. Clarification and explanation of the removal of the black wire mesh from 
the second floor of the west and south elevations 

c. Clarification of the color variation between the original design and the 
revised design. The new design material color of the rain screens appears 
lighter in the revised elevations and perspective renditions. 

 
2. The original application was also evaluated using the Downtown Pattern Book. 

Although the Pattern Book was largely developed to guide new development in 
the downtown area, some regulations are applicable such as ground floor use 
of buildings, (page 18) and regulatory plans regarding building height, 
frontage, and articulation (Pages 36-59). The section on storefronts beginning 
on page 64, was also consulted regarding composition and materials. As noted 
in Item 1 above, the new design does not deviate substantially from the last 
approval and is in general keeping with the intent the Downtown Pattern Book. 

 
3. Section 78-60.3(f) of the Zoning Ordinance requires the HPRB to consider 

specific criteria/standards when reviewing applications (Attachment #8).  
Based on the evaluation of each criteria, staff finds the proposed building 
design revisions are in keeping with the Zoning Ordinance considerations, 
specific to the HPRB, for approval of HPRB #19-02.  
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Attachments: 
 

1. Vicinity Map 
2. Aerial Image 
3. Applicant Letter  
4. Applicant’s Site Photos  
5. Proposed Site Plan, Building Floor Plans, and Elevations 
6. HPRB #17-15 Approved Elevations 
7. 1987 Historic District Survey Form 
8. Town’s Zoning Ordinance, Section 78-60.3. (f) 

 
Staff: 
 
 
 
_________________________________________ 
Christopher J. Garcia, AICP  
Community Design Planner/Deputy Zoning Administrator 
     

     

________________________________________ 
Lisa M. Gilleran 
Director of Community Development 
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Imagery prepared by Town of Herndon 
Department of Community Development
Image source: Google Earth © 2018
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Attachment 8 

HERITAGE PRERVATION REVIEW BOARD STANDARDS FOR DESIGN REVIEW 
Excerpts from the Town of Herndon Code of Ordinances Chapter 78 – Zoning, Article VI Overlay Districts 

Sec. 78-60.3. - Heritage Preservation Overlay District (HP District). 

(a) Purpose and intent. The heritage preservation overlay district (HP district) is intended to provide for

the establishment of historic landmarks and preservation districts as a means of preserving the

historical, cultural, and architectural heritage of the town and protecting designated historic resources

and is adopted pursuant to the authority granted to localities by Virginia Code § 15.2-2306.

(b) Applicability. No building, structure, or sign located in the HP district shall be erected,

reconstructed, altered, demolished, moved, expanded or restored except in accordance with the

provisions of section 78-60.3(g), certificate of appropriateness in the heritage preservation overlay

district.

(c) District boundaries and maps. The boundaries of the HP district shall be shown on the town's

official zoning map and on the appropriate comprehensive plan maps after action by the planning

commission and town council………. 

(f) Development within the heritage preservation overlay district. Development located within a

preservation district shall be completed in accordance with the Herndon Heritage Preservation

Handbook, and the following standards:

(1) Alteration, restoration or reconstruction. A certificate of appropriateness for altering,

restoring, or reconstruction of a building or structure shall be approved only after considering

the following standards, as well as other appropriate matters:

a. Whether or not reasonable effort shall be made to alter the site, building, or structure, and

its environment to the minimal extent practicable.

b. Whether or not alteration of the original distinguishing qualities or character of a site,

building, or structure and its environment and the removal or alteration of any historic

material or distinctive architectural features shall be avoided to the greatest extent

practicable.

c. Whether all sites, buildings and structures shall be recognized as products of their own

time, with alterations and reconstruction to existing buildings and structures to be

consistent with the original style of such buildings and structures.

d. Whether or not distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship that

characterize a building or structure or site shall be retained and restored to the greatest

extent practicable.

e. Whether or not deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired, rather than replaced,

wherever reasonably possible, and, if replacement is necessary, whether or not new

materials shall match the material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture and

other visual qualities to the greatest extent practicable.

f. Whether or not repair or replacement of missing architectural features shall, to the greatest

extent possible, be based on accurate duplications of the original features, substantiated by

historic, physical, or pictorial evidence, rather than on conjectural designs or the

availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or structures.

g. Whether or not the surface cleaning of buildings and structures constituting historic

landmarks shall be undertaken with the gentlest means practicable; provided, however, that



   

sandblasting and other cleaning methods that may damage the existing building materials 

shall not be approved.  

h.  Whether or not partial demolition of buildings or structures within preservation districts 

may be approved when one or more of the existing facades are retained for the purpose of 

integrating new construction into existing historic buildings or structures when such is 

appropriate and in accordance with the intent of this article. The town does not advocate 

this procedure, as it goes against the Secretary of the Interior's guidelines for rehabilitation 

and credits would not be allowed in such projects.  

i.  Whether or not, to the greatest extent practicable, every effort shall be made to protect and 

preserve archeological resources within or adjacent to the heritage preservation overlay 

district.  

j.  Whether or not contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing buildings and 

structures is compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of the building 

and structures within preservation districts, and whether or not such alterations and 

additions would destroy significant historical, architectural, or cultural material.  

k.  Whether or not the proposed additions or alterations to existing buildings and structures 

shall be done in such a manner that, if such additions or alterations were to be removed in 

the future, the essential form and integrity of the building or structure would be 

unimpaired. Whenever possible, new additions or alterations to existing buildings and 

structures shall be done in such a manner that, if such additions or alterations were to be 

removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the building or structure would be 

unimpaired.  

(2)  New construction. A certificate of appropriateness for new construction of a building or 

structure may be approved only after considering the following standards, as well as other 

appropriate matters:  

a.  Whether or not the design will be architecturally compatible with the historic landmarks, 

buildings, and structures in the heritage preservation overlay district in terms of size, scale, 

color, material, and character.  

b.  No specific architectural style shall be adopted or imposed in the administration of this 

section. 

(3)   Moving or relocating a building . A certificate of appropriateness to move or relocate a 

building or structure may be approved only after considering the following, as well as other 

appropriate matters:  

a.  Whether or not the proposed relocation may have a detrimental effect on the structural 

soundness of the building or structure;  

b.  Whether or not the proposed relocation would have a negative or positive effect on other 

historic landmarks or on other sites, buildings or structures located within the heritage 

preservation overlay district;  

c.  Whether or not the proposed relocation would provide new surroundings that would be 

compatible with the architectural aspect of the building or structure;  

d.  Whether or not the proposed relocation is the only practicable means of saving the 

structure from demolition; and  

e.  Whether or not the building or structure will be relocated to another site within the 

corporate limits of the town or to another adjacent site that is subject to preservation 

control.  



   

(4)    Demolition. A certificate of appropriateness to demolish a building or structure may be 

approved, only after reviewing and considering the circumstances and conditions of the 

structure or building or the part proposed for demolition, and considering the following factors 

as well as all other appropriate matters:  

a.  Whether or not the building or structure is an historic landmark or is a building within 

the heritage preservation overlay district that contributes to the character of the heritage 

preservation overlay district;  

b.  Whether or not the building or structure is of such interest or significance that it would 

qualify as a national or state landmark building or structure listed on the National 

Register of Historic Places or the Virginia Landmarks Register;  

c.  Whether or not the building or structure is of such old or uncommon design, texture or 

scarce material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with great 

difficulty and expense;  

d.  Whether or not historic events occurred in the building or structure;  

e.  Whether or not the building or structure is structurally unsound and to what extent;  

f.  Whether or not a relocation of the building or structure or a portion thereof would be to 

any extent practicable as a preferable alternative to demolition;  

g.  Whether or not the proposed demolition could potentially adversely affect other historic 

landmarks located within a preservation district or adversely affect the character of a 

preservation district;  

h.  If a building is damaged by a fire or other natural hazard, the building inspector shall 

determine if a building is structurally sound and is in imminent danger to public safety 

and should be demolished;  

i.  The reason for demolishing the building or structure and whether or not any alternatives 

to demolition exist;  

j.  Whether or not there has been a professional, economic, and structural feasibility study 

for rehabilitating or reusing the structure and whether or not its findings support the 

proposed demolition.  

 

  



 

 

 

STAFF REPORT 
Heritage Preservation Review Board 
February 6, 2019 
 
Title: 
 

APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS OF AN 
ALTERATION OF AN EXISTING STRUCTURE, HPRB #19-04.  

 
Staff Contact: 
 

Christopher J. Garcia, AICP, Community Design Planner/Deputy Zoning 
Administrator 
(703) 787-7380 
christopher.garcia@herndon-va.gov 

 
Summary: 
 

An application to consider a Certificate of Appropriateness approving replacement 
of existing wood garage doors with metal garage doors on the single-family 
residential structure located at 631 Oak Street, Herndon (Attachment #1). 
 

Location Factors: 
 
Applicant: Michael Wijdoogen, Agent 
 
Owner: Ann Vayda Null 
  
Location: 631 Oak Street 
 
Tax Map Reference: 0162-02-0101 
 
Zoning of Site:  R-10, Residential Single-Family - 10 
 
Building Status: Contributing  
 
Year Built: circa 1910 
 
Adjacent Zoning & North:  R-10, Residential Single-Family - 10; 

Contributing 
Structure Status: South:   R-10, Residential Single-Family - 10; Non-

Contributing 
 East:  R-10, Residential Single-Family - 10; Non-

Contributing  
 West:  R-10, Residential Single-Family - 10; 

Contributing 
 
 
Description: 

mailto:christopher.garcia@herndon-va.gov
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The applicant has submitted an application to replace two garage doors on an 
accessory garage structure that was built (circa) 1986 and is a wood framed, 1 ½ 
story building with an end gabled roof. The garage structure is attached to the 
primary dwelling through an enclosed breezeway. The garage is clad with 
cementitious fiber board, a standard asphalt shingle roof, and double hung vinyl 
windows with a six-over-one light division pattern. This outbuilding is classified as 
Non-contributing to the Town’s Heritage Preservation Overlay District. 
 
The applicant proposes to replace two wood garage doors of a non-descript design 
with new metal garage doors with a Craftsman-styled design. The proposed garage 
doors manufactured by Clopay are found in the manufacturer’s Coachman® 
Collection, Carriage House Garage Doors design series with a two-panel design and 
three divided lights on the upper panel of each door. The garage doors are to be 
manufactured in the Clopay Standard White color to match the existing garage’s 
color scheme. (Attachments #2, #3, #4, and #5).  
 
The primary dwelling structure possesses features of the Bungalow, Arts and Crafts 
architectural style with influences of English vernacular cottage stylistic 
expressions. The primary dwelling structure is classified as a Contributing 
structure to the Town’s Heritage Preservation Overlay District (Attachment #7).  

 
 

Staff Recommendation: 
 

Based upon the guidelines in the Heritage Preservation Handbook and the 
criteria in the Zoning Ordinance, staff recommends approval of HPRB #19-04 
with the following conditions: 

 
1. The design and installation of the garage doors shall be and remain in 

substantial conformance with the application and supporting materials 
submitted January 7, 2019. 

 
Staff Analysis 
 

1. Chapter 23 Design Guidelines: Building Site Improvements in the Town’s 
Heritage Preservation Handbook states that garages, sheds and outbuildings 
“should be compatible with the design of the major buildings on site” and that 
“new (outbuilding) structures should take their design clues from these older 
buildings. The use of traditional roof slope and traditional materials are two 
important criteria”. In this case, the selected garage door design appears to be 
more in keeping with Arts and Crafts styled design features than the existing 
doors and are also complementary to the existing windows on the accessory 
structure, though the design of the garage is distinctly different than the 
primary structure. While there are some design features of the garage that are 
reminiscent of the Craftsman architectural style, the garage is clearly 
constructed with modern materials such as cementitious fiber board, vinyl 
windows, and an asphalt roof. Thus, the use of a metal rendition of a more 
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traditional garage door design will be in keeping with the referenced section of 
the Handbook, particularly given the age of the accessory structure (built 1986). 
Conversely, requiring a wood replacement would not necessarily achieve the 
intent of an in-kind material replacement given the clear evidence of modern 
materials covering the garage structure’s exterior. Staff believes that the new 
proposed design, regardless of the new metal material, will sufficiently achieve 
the intent of the Handbook guidelines. 

 
2. Section 78-60.3(f) of the Zoning Ordinance requires the HPRB to consider 

specific criteria/standards when reviewing applications (Attachment #8).  
Based on the evaluation of each criteria, staff finds the proposed building 
alterations are in keeping with the HPRB considerations for approval of HPRB 
#19-04.  

    
Attachments: 
 

1. Vicinity Map 
2. Aerial Image 
3. Applicant Letter  
4. Applicant’s Site Photos  
5. Proposed Door Elevations and Materials Information 
6. 1987 Historic District Survey Form 
7. Town’s Zoning Ordinance, Section 78-60.3. (f) 

 
Staff: 
 
 
 
_________________________________________ 
Christopher J. Garcia, AICP  
Community Design Planner/Deputy Zoning Administrator 
 
     

     

________________________________________ 
Lisa M. Gilleran 
Director of Community Development 
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Vayda Residence 
HPRB Submission 
1/07/2019 

1 

Town of Herndon 
Mr. Christopher Garcia 
Department of Community Development 
777 Lynn Street 
Herndon, VA 20170 

Re:  631 Oak Street Application for Alteration for review by the Heritage Preservation 
Review Board 

Dear Board Members, 

Please accept this letter as the formal request to change the two garage doors on an existing 
detached garage at 631 Oak Street.  The scope of work is the replacement of an existing standard 
garage door to a metal insulated garage door with a craftsman style design.    

The existing garage doors are white with an undescriptive design style.   The proposed garage 
doors are “Clopay” metal insulated doors from the Coachman collection.   Both doors will be 
standard white with glass with three dividers.    Attached to this application you will find copies 
of the colors and cut sheets of the proposed doors.     

We feel that the garage doors will complement the existing garage at 631 Oak Street and will add 
to the current aesthetics and value of the neighborhood.   We would like to request that the 
Heritage Preservation Review Board review this application and approve this modest change to 
the existing garage.  Please feel free to contact me at 703.819.9461 if there are any questions or if 
there might be an item that maybe omitted from this application. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Wijdoogen, AIA, LEED BD+C 
Architect   

Enclosures: 
(1) Application with fee
(8) Photographs existing home and neighboring houses
(8) Material cut sheets
Material Cut Sheets

“Clopay” Coachman Collection Cut Sheet 
“Clopay” Coachman elevation 
“Clopay” Color Chart 

Attachment 3



Vayda Residence 
HPRB Submission 
01/07/2019 

1 

Town of Herndon 
Mr. Christopher Garcia 
Department of Community Development 
777 Lynn Street 
Herndon, VA 20170 

Re:  631 Oak Street Pictures 

Front of house 

Right side of house 

ATTACHMENT 4
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HPRB Submission  
01/07/2019 

2 

 

 
Garage front elevation. (note existing garage doors) 
 

 
Existing Garage Door 
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VIRGINIA 

DIVISION OF HISTORIC LANDMARKS 

HISTORIC DISTRICT /BRIEF 
SURVEY FORM 

Citv Town Village Hamlet Herndon County Fairfax 

File no.235-190 ·
l ____ ;'i�gativ� no(;J���?/? ___ .�-·- .-,

Street address or route number 639 Oak St. U.S.G.S. Quad HerndonHistoric name Common narnc
-·····-·····

·
--···· .... _., _____ .. _. __ . __ .. _. ___ _________ .. ___ .. , __ .... ___ ._ ...... _._ ... ,...... ···--·-·-·-······--··---····· 

I 

Present use residence Building Style Bungalow ,Arts & Crafts 
Original use residence Building Date(s) ca. 1910-1925

I. Construction Materials

0 wooJ,Urah1e
[H-t,nck

bond: □ English
0 Flemish
D .. -course American
�her
D other ___________ _

0 stone
D random rubble
D coursed rubble 
□ ,L<;hlar □ dressed

□ rock-faced
Olog:

D s4uared
notching:
□ V-notch
□ saddle
D square

C concrete block
C terra cotta
CJ steel frame

0 unsquared

0 half dovetail
full dovetail

n diamond

Cother ·-------·-------------

) Cladding \1att::rial

� ,veatherboard
C vertical jding
C board & batten

= \\ood 

:�c ,L'ibc-.,to\
= asphalt

= hrickte,
other

C composition siding
stucco
aluminum or vinyl siding

□ cast iron
□ sheet metal
C enameled metal
□ glass

3. Stones (number) ___ 2 __
0 low b,L<;ernent 0 raised basement

--·· ··-··---·------ -------�·----------

4. Bays (number):
□ svmmetrical

front 3 -
. 

� · -hurch) ___ ______
�mmetrical

5. Roof Type
C shed □ hipped 

C parapet'1 D pyramidal'.'
C gable O mansard

C pedimenr·1 C false mansard
C parapet'> C gambrel
□ clipped end'' 0 llat 

cross gable'1 0 parapet'1 

r. n cent[fJJ�tif�ified hi&1��)f;g6fi;ible 

�er -----·------··-·------- ---· .. ····-·--·· ... ·.-·----
- ------- , .. ___ ... ______ ----

6. Roofing \1aterial

C s,hinglc
com posit ion ( asphalt. ,L\bestos. etc.)

C.:J_yMDd
B'n1etal

\tanding seam
�ated
= pressed tin !Simulated \hing!e:-.)

□ tile
CJ pantile

0 slate
0 not visible

7. I )ormer� ( number):
�·

· 

c:::: !fat 

t"ront \ide
:= ped1ment'1

□ glazed

�-; shed
CJ hipped l West and l East dormer

8. Pnmarv Porch · sned roofstyle T stone:- _ ---·-·---- i--·-··-·-·· . __ ·-.. _
level� .-:--:--w6<:xlw1th ITlefaT posts. matcn.tb -·--- --·--··--.. --·-· - -----·--.. --........ .
de,\crirti(in and dectmi.tivc: details . 

Doric coiwnns. Plain cornice. 

9. (iencral supplementary description and decoration: Exposed, shap -
· ed rafters. 1/1 sash with stone sills. Odd hipped
: roof is cut away in front and rear for full size

f ... ��������t·at���;r)��dews.····· ········· ··-········ 
Recent 2 car garage and glass hyphen joining 
wing to main block. 

11. Outhuildings:

None 

12. Landscape Features:
Mature trees and shrubs.

13. Si1mificancc: . ' Reflects the influence of the English
vernacular cottage style on the Arts and Crafts
movement.

I' 

Polhill/Frazier- 12/87 
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  Attachment 7 

HERITAGE PRERVATION REVIEW BOARD STANDARDS FOR DESIGN REVIEW 
Excerpts from the Town of Herndon Code of Ordinances Chapter 78 – Zoning, Article VI Overlay Districts   

 

Sec. 78-60.3. - Heritage Preservation Overlay District (HP District).  

(a)  Purpose and intent. The heritage preservation overlay district (HP district) is intended to provide for 

the establishment of historic landmarks and preservation districts as a means of preserving the 

historical, cultural, and architectural heritage of the town and protecting designated historic resources 

and is adopted pursuant to the authority granted to localities by Virginia Code § 15.2-2306.  

(b)  Applicability. No building, structure, or sign located in the HP district shall be erected, 

reconstructed, altered, demolished, moved, expanded or restored except in accordance with the 

provisions of section 78-60.3(g), certificate of appropriateness in the heritage preservation overlay 

district.  

(c)  District boundaries and maps. The boundaries of the HP district shall be shown on the town's 

official zoning map and on the appropriate comprehensive plan maps after action by the planning 

commission and town council………. 

(f)  Development within the heritage preservation overlay district. Development located within a 

preservation district shall be completed in accordance with the Herndon Heritage Preservation 

Handbook, and the following standards:  

(1)  Alteration, restoration or reconstruction. A certificate of appropriateness for altering, 

restoring, or reconstruction of a building or structure shall be approved only after considering 

the following standards, as well as other appropriate matters:  

a.  Whether or not reasonable effort shall be made to alter the site, building, or structure, and 

its environment to the minimal extent practicable.  

b.  Whether or not alteration of the original distinguishing qualities or character of a site, 

building, or structure and its environment and the removal or alteration of any historic 

material or distinctive architectural features shall be avoided to the greatest extent 

practicable.  

c.  Whether all sites, buildings and structures shall be recognized as products of their own 

time, with alterations and reconstruction to existing buildings and structures to be 

consistent with the original style of such buildings and structures.  

d.  Whether or not distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship that 

characterize a building or structure or site shall be retained and restored to the greatest 

extent practicable.  

e.  Whether or not deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired, rather than replaced, 

wherever reasonably possible, and, if replacement is necessary, whether or not new 

materials shall match the material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture and 

other visual qualities to the greatest extent practicable.  

f.  Whether or not repair or replacement of missing architectural features shall, to the greatest 

extent possible, be based on accurate duplications of the original features, substantiated by 

historic, physical, or pictorial evidence, rather than on conjectural designs or the 

availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or structures.  

g.  Whether or not the surface cleaning of buildings and structures constituting historic 

landmarks shall be undertaken with the gentlest means practicable; provided, however, that 



   

sandblasting and other cleaning methods that may damage the existing building materials 

shall not be approved.  

h.  Whether or not partial demolition of buildings or structures within preservation districts 

may be approved when one or more of the existing facades are retained for the purpose of 

integrating new construction into existing historic buildings or structures when such is 

appropriate and in accordance with the intent of this article. The town does not advocate 

this procedure, as it goes against the Secretary of the Interior's guidelines for rehabilitation 

and credits would not be allowed in such projects.  

i.  Whether or not, to the greatest extent practicable, every effort shall be made to protect and 

preserve archeological resources within or adjacent to the heritage preservation overlay 

district.  

j.  Whether or not contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing buildings and 

structures is compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of the building 

and structures within preservation districts, and whether or not such alterations and 

additions would destroy significant historical, architectural, or cultural material.  

k.  Whether or not the proposed additions or alterations to existing buildings and structures 

shall be done in such a manner that, if such additions or alterations were to be removed in 

the future, the essential form and integrity of the building or structure would be 

unimpaired. Whenever possible, new additions or alterations to existing buildings and 

structures shall be done in such a manner that, if such additions or alterations were to be 

removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the building or structure would be 

unimpaired.  

(2)  New construction. A certificate of appropriateness for new construction of a building or 

structure may be approved only after considering the following standards, as well as other 

appropriate matters:  

a.  Whether or not the design will be architecturally compatible with the historic landmarks, 

buildings, and structures in the heritage preservation overlay district in terms of size, scale, 

color, material, and character.  

b.  No specific architectural style shall be adopted or imposed in the administration of this 

section. 

(3)   Moving or relocating a building . A certificate of appropriateness to move or relocate a 

building or structure may be approved only after considering the following, as well as other 

appropriate matters:  

a.  Whether or not the proposed relocation may have a detrimental effect on the structural 

soundness of the building or structure;  

b.  Whether or not the proposed relocation would have a negative or positive effect on other 

historic landmarks or on other sites, buildings or structures located within the heritage 

preservation overlay district;  

c.  Whether or not the proposed relocation would provide new surroundings that would be 

compatible with the architectural aspect of the building or structure;  

d.  Whether or not the proposed relocation is the only practicable means of saving the 

structure from demolition; and  

e.  Whether or not the building or structure will be relocated to another site within the 

corporate limits of the town or to another adjacent site that is subject to preservation 

control.  



   

(4)    Demolition. A certificate of appropriateness to demolish a building or structure may be 

approved, only after reviewing and considering the circumstances and conditions of the 

structure or building or the part proposed for demolition, and considering the following factors 

as well as all other appropriate matters:  

a.  Whether or not the building or structure is an historic landmark or is a building within 

the heritage preservation overlay district that contributes to the character of the heritage 

preservation overlay district;  

b.  Whether or not the building or structure is of such interest or significance that it would 

qualify as a national or state landmark building or structure listed on the National 

Register of Historic Places or the Virginia Landmarks Register;  

c.  Whether or not the building or structure is of such old or uncommon design, texture or 

scarce material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with great 

difficulty and expense;  

d.  Whether or not historic events occurred in the building or structure;  

e.  Whether or not the building or structure is structurally unsound and to what extent;  

f.  Whether or not a relocation of the building or structure or a portion thereof would be to 

any extent practicable as a preferable alternative to demolition;  

g.  Whether or not the proposed demolition could potentially adversely affect other historic 

landmarks located within a preservation district or adversely affect the character of a 

preservation district;  

h.  If a building is damaged by a fire or other natural hazard, the building inspector shall 

determine if a building is structurally sound and is in imminent danger to public safety 

and should be demolished;  

i.  The reason for demolishing the building or structure and whether or not any alternatives 

to demolition exist;  

j.  Whether or not there has been a professional, economic, and structural feasibility study 

for rehabilitating or reusing the structure and whether or not its findings support the 

proposed demolition.  

 

  



 

 

 

STAFF REPORT 
Heritage Preservation Review Board 
February 6, 2019 
 
Title: 
 

APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS FOR NEW 
CONSTRUCTION, HPRB #19-05.  

 
Staff Contact: 
 

Christopher J. Garcia, AICP, Community Design Planner/Deputy Zoning 
Administrator 
(703) 787-7380 
christopher.garcia@herndon-va.gov 

 
Summary: 
 

An application for a Certificate of Appropriateness to consider the construction of 
new retaining walls around an existing mausoleum and new seat walls within the 
grounds of the Town of Herndon Chestnut Grove Cemetery located at 831 
Dranesville Road, Herndon (Attachment #1). 
 

Location Factors: 
 
Applicant: Cynthia S. Roeder, Director, Herndon Parks and 

Recreation Department 
 
Owner: Town of Herndon 
  
Location: 831 Dranesville Road 
 
Tax Map Reference: 0104-02-0051 
 
Zoning of Site:  R-10, Residential Single-Family  
 
Building Status: Contributing  
 
Year Built: circa 1872 – establishment of the cemetery 
 
Adjacent Zoning & North:  Out of Town’s Jurisdiction, Fairfax County; 

Non-Contributing 
Structure Status: South:   R-10, Residential Single-Family - 10; Non-

Contributing 
 East:  R-15, Residential Single-Family - 15; Non-

Contributing  
 West:  R-10, Residential Single-Family - 10; Non-

Contributing 
Description: 

mailto:christopher.garcia@herndon-va.gov


HPRB Staff Report 
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HPRB #19-05 
 
 

  
The applicant is proposing to install a retaining wall around Mausoleum #2 to 
mitigate erosion, drainage, and resultant aesthetic issues at this location on the 
grounds of the Chestnut Grove Cemetery, which is owned and operated by the 
Town of Herndon. The proposed project consists of a retaining wall with an iron 
top rail and will be constructed according to Fairfax County’s Typical Retaining 
Walls Details based on the 2012 Residential Building code by the proposed 
contractor, Newkirk Services, Inc. The wall will be four feet at its highest point, 
sloping downward to 12” above grade. The masonry wall will be clad with a 
Weather Face Fieldstone veneer selected to match the existing columns in the 
cemetery’s perimeter fencing. A black aluminum fence atop the wall with a top rail, 
instead of the ornamental pickets and finials on the border fence, will also be 
constructed for safety reasons.  There will not be a top capstone, as found on the 
perimeter fence columns, on the proposed wall. 
 
In addition, 98 linear feet of a 24” high seating wall (garden wall) will be 
constructed in three separate segments on the cemetery grounds. These wall 
segments will be constructed with a concrete footer, CMU blocks with vertical 
reinforcing rebar, and clad with a Maryland Blend Thin Stone, similar in finish to 
the existing Weather Face Fieldstone veneer, with a two-inch gray concrete 
capstone (Attachment #2, #3, #4, and #5) 
 
 

Staff Recommendation: 
 

Based upon the guidelines in the Heritage Preservation Handbook and the 
criteria in the Zoning Ordinance, staff recommends approval of HPRB #19-05 
with the following conditions: 

 
1. The design and installation of the retaining wall and seat wall segments 

shall be and remain in substantial conformance with the application and 
supporting materials submitted January 14, 2019. 

 
Staff Analysis 
 

1. Chapter 23 Design Guidelines: Building Site Improvements in the Town’s 
Heritage Preservation Handbook states that “walls and fences are important 
elements in marking property lines and defining outdoor spaces. Existing 
materials such as stone walls, hedges, wooden picket fences and wrought iron 
fences should be maintained and not replaced with more modern materials.” 
As noted in the application materials, the design intent is to replicate materials 
and design of the retaining wall and garden walls as closely to the existing 
perimeter fence designs as possible to keep the thematic design of the cemetery 
grounds as consistent as possible. Thus, staff believes that the proposed 
features will be in keeping with the intent of the Handbook design guidelines 
and the landscape design of the Town’s cemetery. 
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2. Section 78-60.3(f) of the Zoning Ordinance requires the HPRB to consider 
specific criteria/standards when reviewing applications (Attachment #6).  
Based on the evaluation of each criteria, staff finds the proposed alterations are 
in keeping with the HPRB considerations for approval of HPRB #19-04.  

    
Attachments: 
 

1. Vicinity Map 
2. Aerial Image 
3. Applicant Letter  
4. Applicant’s Site Photos  
5. Proposed Wall Examples, Wall Section and Materials Information 
6. Town’s Zoning Ordinance, Section 78-60.3 (f) 

 
Staff: 
 
 
 
_________________________________________ 
Christopher J. Garcia, AICP  
Community Design Planner/Deputy Zoning Administrator 
 
 
     

________________________________________ 
Lisa M. Gilleran 
Director of Community Development 
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Images A and B are reference photos showing the placement of an ornamental safety rail mounted 
above the stone retaining walls.  A similar rail will be used above the field stone veneer retaining wall on 
the north side of mausoleum #2 to prevent any potential injury due to a falling hazard.  

 

IMAGE A 

 

IMAGE B 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Images C and D represent the standard design of a field stone garden seat wall.  This style wall will be 
installed along the main roadway south of the cremation garden area.  Its purpose it to create a physical 
boundary between the road and section allowing for the development of cremation estates within the 
existing garden.    

 

 

IMAGE C 

 

IMAGE D 
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HERITAGE PRERVATION REVIEW BOARD STANDARDS FOR DESIGN REVIEW 
Excerpts from the Town of Herndon Code of Ordinances Chapter 78 – Zoning, Article VI Overlay Districts   

 

Sec. 78-60.3. - Heritage Preservation Overlay District (HP District).  

(a)  Purpose and intent. The heritage preservation overlay district (HP district) is intended to provide for 

the establishment of historic landmarks and preservation districts as a means of preserving the 

historical, cultural, and architectural heritage of the town and protecting designated historic resources 

and is adopted pursuant to the authority granted to localities by Virginia Code § 15.2-2306.  

(b)  Applicability. No building, structure, or sign located in the HP district shall be erected, 

reconstructed, altered, demolished, moved, expanded or restored except in accordance with the 

provisions of section 78-60.3(g), certificate of appropriateness in the heritage preservation overlay 

district.  

(c)  District boundaries and maps. The boundaries of the HP district shall be shown on the town's 

official zoning map and on the appropriate comprehensive plan maps after action by the planning 

commission and town council………. 

(f)  Development within the heritage preservation overlay district. Development located within a 

preservation district shall be completed in accordance with the Herndon Heritage Preservation 

Handbook, and the following standards:  

(1)  Alteration, restoration or reconstruction. A certificate of appropriateness for altering, 

restoring, or reconstruction of a building or structure shall be approved only after considering 

the following standards, as well as other appropriate matters:  

a.  Whether or not reasonable effort shall be made to alter the site, building, or structure, and 

its environment to the minimal extent practicable.  

b.  Whether or not alteration of the original distinguishing qualities or character of a site, 

building, or structure and its environment and the removal or alteration of any historic 

material or distinctive architectural features shall be avoided to the greatest extent 

practicable.  

c.  Whether all sites, buildings and structures shall be recognized as products of their own 

time, with alterations and reconstruction to existing buildings and structures to be 

consistent with the original style of such buildings and structures.  

d.  Whether or not distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship that 

characterize a building or structure or site shall be retained and restored to the greatest 

extent practicable.  

e.  Whether or not deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired, rather than replaced, 

wherever reasonably possible, and, if replacement is necessary, whether or not new 

materials shall match the material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture and 

other visual qualities to the greatest extent practicable.  

f.  Whether or not repair or replacement of missing architectural features shall, to the greatest 

extent possible, be based on accurate duplications of the original features, substantiated by 

historic, physical, or pictorial evidence, rather than on conjectural designs or the 

availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or structures.  

g.  Whether or not the surface cleaning of buildings and structures constituting historic 

landmarks shall be undertaken with the gentlest means practicable; provided, however, that 



   

sandblasting and other cleaning methods that may damage the existing building materials 

shall not be approved.  

h.  Whether or not partial demolition of buildings or structures within preservation districts 

may be approved when one or more of the existing facades are retained for the purpose of 

integrating new construction into existing historic buildings or structures when such is 

appropriate and in accordance with the intent of this article. The town does not advocate 

this procedure, as it goes against the Secretary of the Interior's guidelines for rehabilitation 

and credits would not be allowed in such projects.  

i.  Whether or not, to the greatest extent practicable, every effort shall be made to protect and 

preserve archeological resources within or adjacent to the heritage preservation overlay 

district.  

j.  Whether or not contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing buildings and 

structures is compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of the building 

and structures within preservation districts, and whether or not such alterations and 

additions would destroy significant historical, architectural, or cultural material.  

k.  Whether or not the proposed additions or alterations to existing buildings and structures 

shall be done in such a manner that, if such additions or alterations were to be removed in 

the future, the essential form and integrity of the building or structure would be 

unimpaired. Whenever possible, new additions or alterations to existing buildings and 

structures shall be done in such a manner that, if such additions or alterations were to be 

removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the building or structure would be 

unimpaired.  

(2)  New construction. A certificate of appropriateness for new construction of a building or 

structure may be approved only after considering the following standards, as well as other 

appropriate matters:  

a.  Whether or not the design will be architecturally compatible with the historic landmarks, 

buildings, and structures in the heritage preservation overlay district in terms of size, scale, 

color, material, and character.  

b.  No specific architectural style shall be adopted or imposed in the administration of this 

section. 

(3)   Moving or relocating a building . A certificate of appropriateness to move or relocate a 

building or structure may be approved only after considering the following, as well as other 

appropriate matters:  

a.  Whether or not the proposed relocation may have a detrimental effect on the structural 

soundness of the building or structure;  

b.  Whether or not the proposed relocation would have a negative or positive effect on other 

historic landmarks or on other sites, buildings or structures located within the heritage 

preservation overlay district;  

c.  Whether or not the proposed relocation would provide new surroundings that would be 

compatible with the architectural aspect of the building or structure;  

d.  Whether or not the proposed relocation is the only practicable means of saving the 

structure from demolition; and  

e.  Whether or not the building or structure will be relocated to another site within the 

corporate limits of the town or to another adjacent site that is subject to preservation 

control.  



   

(4)    Demolition. A certificate of appropriateness to demolish a building or structure may be 

approved, only after reviewing and considering the circumstances and conditions of the 

structure or building or the part proposed for demolition, and considering the following factors 

as well as all other appropriate matters:  

a.  Whether or not the building or structure is an historic landmark or is a building within 

the heritage preservation overlay district that contributes to the character of the heritage 

preservation overlay district;  

b.  Whether or not the building or structure is of such interest or significance that it would 

qualify as a national or state landmark building or structure listed on the National 

Register of Historic Places or the Virginia Landmarks Register;  

c.  Whether or not the building or structure is of such old or uncommon design, texture or 

scarce material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with great 

difficulty and expense;  

d.  Whether or not historic events occurred in the building or structure;  

e.  Whether or not the building or structure is structurally unsound and to what extent;  

f.  Whether or not a relocation of the building or structure or a portion thereof would be to 

any extent practicable as a preferable alternative to demolition;  

g.  Whether or not the proposed demolition could potentially adversely affect other historic 

landmarks located within a preservation district or adversely affect the character of a 

preservation district;  

h.  If a building is damaged by a fire or other natural hazard, the building inspector shall 

determine if a building is structurally sound and is in imminent danger to public safety 

and should be demolished;  

i.  The reason for demolishing the building or structure and whether or not any alternatives 

to demolition exist;  

j.  Whether or not there has been a professional, economic, and structural feasibility study 

for rehabilitating or reusing the structure and whether or not its findings support the 

proposed demolition.  

 

  



 

Elizabeth M. Gilleran, AICP 
Director of Community Development 

T (703) 787-7380 
F (703) 481-5280 
community.development@herndon-va.gov 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
To: Chairman Walker and Members of the Heritage Preservation Review Board 
 
From: Christopher J. Garcia, AICP, Community Design Planner/Deputy Zoning 

Administrator; and 
 Bryce A. Perry, Deputy Director of Community Development  
 
Date: February 6, 2019 
 
Subject: Discussion Item – Administrative Approvals 
 
Staff has been evaluating the HPRB and ARB operations, procedures and processes as 
part of the overall ongoing Preservation and Design Review program update/refresh.  
Many of the operational updates are more pertinent to staff procedures but some 
directly impact the board(s’) proceedings.  One of these changes being explored, in 
conjunction with the development of the new historic preservation handbook design 
guidelines, is to expand the scope of the staff’s administrative approval authority for 
minor projects with the Heritage Preservation Overlay District.  The primary intent for 
this effort is to: (a) improve the approval process for property owners undertaking 
minor alterations or improvements to their properties, and (b) improve work efficiency 
of the Boards and staff, better utilizing the Town’s limited resources. 
 
As such, a small staff team has collaborated to develop an expanded list of potential lists 
of administrative approvals to achieve the intent above. This list currently includes the 
following: 
 

1) Fences (pre-approved designs, options to be updated) 
2) Exterior painting (pre-approved paint color palette, options to be updated) 
3) Re-roof / roof replacement (replacement of similar materials (i.e. 3-tab asphalt to 

architectural asphalt, options and criteria to be developed) 
4) Exterior cladding (i.e. replacement of similar materials, wood to fiber cement, or 

vinyl to aluminum, options and criteria to be developed) 
5) Gutters and downspouts (options and criteria to be developed) 
6) Signs (via Uniform Sign Standards / Master Sign Plans) 
7) Rear yard hardscaping / landscaping, retaining walls, decks and patios 
8) Free little libraries (options and criteria to be developed) 
9) ADA access ramps and accessibility features 
10) Telecommunications equipment installation and replacement 
11) Mechanical systems equipment / refuse container enclosures 
12) Porch floor boards and steps 
13) Outdoor café seating and umbrellas 
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14) Accessory structures in the rear yard (architectural options and criteria to be 
developed) 

 
This proposed list of project types is only a preliminary list from which to building a 
discussion on what would or would not be appropriate for the staff to review and 
approve, independent of the Board(s) formal review. The HPRB is asked to assess the 
items based on their experiences and interactions with staff and applicants and provide 
staff with any feedback or comments related to improving the review and approval 
process for minor projects within the Town’s Heritage Preservation Overlay District. 
 
 Thank you. 
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