PUBLIC NOTICE
WILLIAMSBURG CITY COUNCIL

The Williamsburg City Council will hold public hearings on Thursday, November
14, 2019 at 2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of the Stryker Center, 412 North
Boundary Street, to consider the following:

PCR#19-020: Request of John & Deborah Keane to amend Section 21-2 Definitions of

PCR#19-021:

ARB#19-105:

the Zoning Ordinance by adding the definition of a “small inn” and Section
21-605 by adding a “small inn” on Jamestown Road and Richmond Road
with a special use permit as outlined in the proposed ordinance.

Request of John & Deborah Keane for a special use permit for a “small
inn” (A Williamsburg White House) at 718 Jamestown Road located in the
Single-Family Dwelling District RS-2 for an increase from six rooms to nine
rooms rented to visitors.

Request of 1007 Lafayette LLC (Rob and Camille Di Maio) to appeal the
decision of the Architectural Review Board on September 24, 2019 to
deny the after-the-fact replacement of wood windows with vinyl windows
at 1007 Lafayette Street.

Additional information is available at www.williamsburgva.gov/publicnotice or at the
Planning Department (757) 220-6130, 401 Lafayette Street. Interested citizens are
invited to attend this hearing and present their comments to City Council.

If you are disabled and need accommodation in order to participate in the public hearing,
please call the Planning Department at (757) 220-6130, (TTY) 220-6108, no later than
12:00 noon, Thursday, November 7, 2019.

Sandi Filicko
Clerk of Council


http://www.williamsburgva.gov/publicnotice

CiTtY OF WILLIAMSBURG

MEMORANDUM

DATE: October 25, 2019

SUBJECT: PCR#19-020: Text amendment to define a “small inn” and to allow a
“small inn” with a special use permit on Richmond Road and
Jamestown Road meeting the conditions set forth in Section 21-
605.3 of the Zoning Ordinance.

PCR#19-021: Request of John & Deborah Keane for a special use
permit for a “small inn” (A Williamsburg White House) at 718
Jamestown Road located in the Single-Family Dwelling District RS-2
for an increase from six rooms to nine rooms rented to visitors.

APPLICANT’S REQUEST
John and Deborah Keane are requesting to amend the Zoning Ordinance to define a
‘small inn” and to allow a “small inn” with a
special use permit approved by City Council on
portions of Jamestown Road and Richmond
Road as outlined in Section 21-605.3 of the o ]’
Zoning Ordinance. The definition of a “small inn” re. ( 7 el
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The applicants propose to increase the number
of rooms rented to visitors from six bedrooms to
nine bedrooms for their property located at 718
Jamestown Road on over an acre. The
applicants received approval for six bedrooms
as a special use permit on February 12, 2007
(PCR#06-034).
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Comprehensive Plan

The 2013 Comprehensive Plan designates 718
Jamestown Road as Low-Density Single-Family
Detached Residential, which is defined in the
Comprehensive Plan as follows:
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This category addresses the lowest intensity of residential development — large
lot single-family detached residential areas — with densities of up to 3 dwelling
units/net acre. Lot sizes will generally range from 10,000 square feet to 20,000
square feet. This category is implemented by the RS-1, RS-2, and PDR zoning
districts.

Lands to the east, south, and west are designated Low-Density Single-Family Detached
Residential with the property to the north designated William & Mary land use.

Zoning

This property, along with properties to the east, south, and west, are designated Single-
Family Dwelling District RS-2 with the William & Mary properties to the north designated
William & Mary.

The statement of intent for the Single-Family Dwelling District RS-2 reads:

This district is established as a single-family residential area with low population
density. The regulations for this district are designed to stabilize and protect the
essential characteristics of the land and to promote and encourage a suitable
environment for family life. To these ends, development is limited to a relatively
low density and permitted uses are limited basically to providing homes for the
residents. Certain additional uses that may be compatible with single-family
neighborhoods, such as churches, schools and, daycare centers, may be
allowed with the issuance of special permits.

Special Use Permit

The special use permit section of the Zoning Ordinance (Sec. 21-42) establishes the
following criteria for special use permits:

(a) The proposed use shall be:

(1) In harmony with the adopted comprehensive plan;

(2) In harmony with the intent and purpose of the zoning district
in which the use is proposed to be located;

3) In harmony with the character of adjacent properties and the
surrounding neighborhoods, and with existing and proposed
development.

(b) The proposed use shall be adequately served by essential public
services such as streets, drainage facilities, fire protection, and
public water and sewer facilities.

(c) The proposed use shall not result in the destruction, loss, or damage of
any feature determined to be of significant ecological, scenic, or
historic importance.

(d) The proposed use shall be designed, sited, and landscaped so that the
use will not hinder or discourage the appropriate development or
use of adjacent properties and surrounding neighborhoods.
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Additional reasonable standards as deemed necessary to protect the public interest and
welfare may be imposed, including more restrictive sign standards, additional open
space, landscaping or screening requirements; additional yard requirements; special
lighting requirements; limitation on hours of operation; and additional off-street parking
and loading requirements.

The Planning Director or Planning Commission may require the following additional
information:

(1) A traffic impact analysis, showing the effect of traffic generated by
this project on surrounding streets and neighborhoods.

(2) A public utility analysis, showing the effect of this project on public
water, sewer and/or storm drainage facilities.

(3) A fiscal impact analysis. The Planning Director or the Planning
Commission may request the City Council to provide funds for the
preparation of this study by the City.

Staff does not feel that any additional studies are needed to decide on this request.
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
This site is located in the AP-2 Architectural Preservation District. The Architectural

Review Board conceptually approved the request on August 27, 2019 (ARB #19-095),
with the applicant to return for final approval if a special use permit is granted.
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SITE PLAN REVIEW COMMITTEE

The Site Plan Review Committee reviewed this proposal at its meeting on September
18, 2019. It found the conceptual site plan to be acceptable with the applicant
addressing the stormwater concerns raised by an adjacent property owner.

ANALYSIS

The increase from six rooms to ten rooms rented to transient visitors, as outlined in the
proposed ordinance, applies to properties located on Jamestown Road and Richmond
Road with a special use permit. The small inn definition allows an increase from six to
ten rooms. The regulations are similar to the current regulations that allow up to six
rooms with a special use permit with the limitation of allowing a small inn only on
Richmond Road and Jamestown Road if the requirements outlined in the proposed
ordinance are met and City Council grants a special use permit.

We currently allow bed and breakfast establishments to rent up to four-bedrooms to
visitors meeting the requirements of Section 21-605.1 of the Zoning Ordinance with
approval from the Board of Zoning Appeals as a special exception. Section 21-605
also allows a bed and breakfast establishment to rent five or six-bedrooms for
properties over an acre in size, meeting the requirements outlined in the Zoning
Ordinance with a special use permit approved by City Council.

The applicants have provided a conceptual site plan which includes parking, mitigation
of the stormwater, and a room layout. They are proposing to mitigate the stormwater
concern raised by the -
adjacent property owner | i)
by creating a berm at the (= ' |
left rear corner of the e
property, as shown on [ '

the revised conceptual
site plan. The berm will | [ = 1
catch run-off from the | | " # "
existing addition, and the
proposed addition
allowing the water to —
infiltrate into the ground
and for heavy storms will
have a check dam to
allow water to overflow
the dam to mitigate any
flooding potential.
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The applicant proposes eleven parking spaces out front with an ADA space at the rear
adjacent to the ramp that enters the ADA accessible room. Owner spaces are provided
at the rear adjacent to the ADA space and in front of the detached garage. The
ordinance requirement for parking is eleven spaces.

The proposed use is in harmony with the adopted comprehensive plan, the zoning
district, and adjacent properties. It is adequately served by essential public services
and is design and sited so that the use will not hinder or discourage the appropriate
development or use of adjacent properties and surrounding neighborhoods. The size of
the lot is over an acre which lends itself to the proposed use.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

PCR#19-020

That Planning Commission recommends to City Council approval of the text change to
define a “small inn” and to allow a “small inn” with a special use permit as outlined in the
proposed ordinance.

PCR#19-021
That Planning Commission recommends to City Council approval of a special use
permit for the rental of nine bedrooms to visitors conditioned upon the following:

1. The final site plan being submitted and approved by the Planning Commission
before the issuance of any land-disturbing or building permits.

2. The storm drainage improvements shown (berm at the left rear corner) on the
conceptual site plan being approved by the City Engineer with the final site plan
submittal.

3. The final building design being approved by the Architectural Review Board.

PLANNING COMMISSION

Planning Commission held a public hearing on October 16, 2019. No one spoke at the
hearing.

Planning Commission recommended to City Council the following:

PCR#19-020
That City Council approves the text change to define a “small inn” and to allow a “small
inn” with a special use permit as outlined in the proposed ordinance.

PCR#19-021
That City Council approves a special use permit for the rental of nine bedrooms to
visitors conditioned upon the following:
1. The final site plan being submitted and approved by the Planning Commission
before the issuance of any land-disturbing or building permits.
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2. The storm drainage improvements shown (berm at the left rear corner) on the
conceptual site plan being approved by the City Engineer with the final site plan
submittal.

3. The final building design being approved by the Architectural Review Board.

CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARINGS

City Council public hearings are scheduled for their regular meeting on November 14,
2019, in the Council Chambers of Stryker Center at 2:00 p.m.

Carelio . Hesphy

Carolyn A. Murphy, AICP
Planning & Codes Compliance Director



ORDINANCE #19-**
PROPOSED ORDINANCE #19-**

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 21, ZONING,
ARTICLE I. IN GENERAL, SECTION 21-2. DEFINITIONS BY ADDING A DEFINTION
FOR SMALL INN AND
ARTICLE IV. SUPPLEMENTAL DISTRICT REGULATIONS, BY ADDING SECTION
21-605.3 SMALL INN WITH A SPECIAL USE PERMIT
(PCR #19-020)

These revisions to Chapter 21, Zoning, are intended to promote the health,
safety and general welfare of the public, and to carry out the purpose and intent of
Chapter 21 as stated in Sec. 21-1.

BE IT ORDAINED that Chapter 21, Zoning, Article I. In General, Section 21-2
Definitions by adding Small Inn and Article IV. Supplemental District Regulations Sec.
21-605.3. Small inn shall be amended to read as follows:

ARTICLE I. IN GENERAL
Sec 21-2. Definitions.

Small Inn is an establishment with seven to ten bedrooms rented to transient
visitors.

ARTICLE IV. SUPPLEMENTAL DISTRICT REGULATIONS
Sec. 21-605.3. Small Inn.

(a) Intent. These regulations are established to allow the operation of small inns
along two City entrance corridors while preserving the residential character of the
neighborhoods in which they are located. By limiting the location of small inns only
along these specified entrance corridors, bringing increased traffic and congestion
by non-residents into residential districts is minimized.

(b) Owner-occupied small inn defined.

(1) For the purpose of this section, a small inn shall be deemed "owner-
occupied" only so long as it is regularly occupied by:

a. An adult individual who owns at least a 50 percent undivided fee simple
interest in such small inn and the Iot upon which it is located and regularly
occupies said small inn as his or her principal place of residence; or

b. The stockholders of at least 51 percent of the individual outstanding
voting stock of a corporation, chartered in the Commonwealth of Virginia,
or the members of a limited liability company chartered in the
Commonwealth of Virginia, who own the controlling interest therein, which
corporation or limited liability company owns full fee simple title to the
small inn and the lot on which it is located.



(2) Ownership shall be established as follows:

a.

Record ownership of fee simple title shall be certified by an attorney-
at-law duly licensed to practice in the Commonwealth of Virginia, and
shall be based upon examination of the land records in the Clerk's
Office for the Circuit Court of the City of Williamsburg and County of
James City made not earlier than the day before delivery of the
certification to the zoning administrator. Such certification shall be in
form acceptable to the city attorney.

b. The identity of stockholders of a corporation and members of a limited

e.

liability company shall be established by affidavit of all stockholders or
members in form satisfactory to the city attorney.

Such affidavit shall state that said stockholders of the majority interest
of the corporation, or the majority of the members of the limited liability
company, regularly occupy the small inn as their primary residence.

On the first business day of each January following the issuance of the
special use permit, the ownership and occupancy of the small inn and
lot, if unchanged, shall be established as follows:

1. In the case of individual ownership, by affidavit of the owner or
owners originally identified in the attorney's title certification
furnished in connection with the permit application;

2. In the case of corporate ownership, the corporation's continued full
fee simple ownership and the identity of the controlling stockholders
shall be established by the affidavit of the president of the
corporation and the continued occupancy of the dwelling and lot as
the principal residence of the controlling stockholders shall be
established by their affidavits; or

3. In the case of ownership by a limited liability company, the
company's continued ownership of full fee simple ownership, the
fact that the members previously identified as owning control of the
limited liability company continue to do so and that all of said
members continue to occupy the small inn and lot as their primary
residence shall be established by their affidavits.

If a change in fee simple ownership of the small inn and lot has
occurred since the last annual certification, than [then] the current fee
simple ownership shall again be established by certificate of a duly
licensed attorney-at-law based upon examination of the land records in
the Clerk's Office of the Circuit Court for the City of Williamsburg and
the County of James City. In such case, the identity of controlling
stockholders, in the case of a corporation or controlling members, in
the case of Limited Liability Company and the facts regarding
occupancy shall be established by affidavits as provided in section 21-
605.3(b)(2)c above.

Should ownership, control or occupancy of a small inn for which a
special use permit has been issued at any time fail to meet the
requirements of this section 21-605.3(b), and if compliance has not

2
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been achieved within 60 days of the zoning administrator's notice of
noncompliance, then the special use permit shall become null and void.

(c) Small inns shall be approved as a special use permit by the city council in

accordance with Article IlI, Division 2, and subject to the following:

(1) Small Inns may be:

a. Owner-occupied and may have either a full-time live-in manager
(which may include the manager's family) or one non-resident
employee; or

b. Non-owner-occupied with a full-time live-in manager (which may
include the manager's family and/or one non-resident employee)
residing on the premises, provided, however, that a full-time live-in
non-owner manager shall only be permitted to reside on the premises
in lieu of an owner occupant if the owner of the small inn, as defined
by section 21-605.3(b)(1)a or the stockholders or members as defined
by section 21-605.3(b)(1)b also resides in the City of Williamsburg.

c. A change in occupancy from category 21-605.3(c)(1)a to category 21-
605.3(c)(1)b as described above, shall require the issuance of a new
special use permit.

(2) No more than ten bedrooms in a small inn may be rented to visitors with a
special use permit approved by the city council, with a minimum lot size of
one acre (43,560 square feet).

a. No more than two visitors shall occupy a bedroom at the same time,
except for any child under 16 years of age, unless otherwise reduced
by the requirements of the Uniform Statewide Building Code and all
other applicable laws and regulations.

(3) No persons other than members of the immediate family residing on the
premises, a full-time live-in manager (which may include the manager's
family) or an authorized employee for an owner-occupied small inn as
provided in section 21-605.1(c)(1)a above, or the full-time live-in manager
(which may include the manager's family and/or one non-resident
employee) as provided in section 21-605.1(c)(1)b above, shall be involved
in the operation of the small inn and in the serving of meals.

(4) Meals may be provided, subject to the following conditions:

a. Meals may only be served to visitors renting bedrooms in the small
inn, and to the guests of visitors currently renting bedrooms in the
small inn. The maximum number of guests allowed to be served
meals shall be two guests for each authorized bedroom for the small
inn.

b. As a part of the special exception or special use permit application, a
letter from the Virginia Department of Health indicating compliance
with their food establishment regulations shall be submitted.

(5) Weddings, receptions and other special events: A small inn meeting the
requirements sections 21-605.3(c)(15) and 21-605.3(c)(16), and located on
a lot contiguous to the major streets listed in section 21-605.3(c)(6), may
host weddings, receptions and other special events. The following
requirements shall apply:


https://library.municode.com/va/williamsburg/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITHCO_CH21ZO_ARTIVSUDIRE_S21-605.1BEBRES
https://library.municode.com/va/williamsburg/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITHCO_CH21ZO_ARTIVSUDIRE_S21-605.1BEBRES
https://library.municode.com/va/williamsburg/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITHCO_CH21ZO_ARTIVSUDIRE_S21-605.1BEBRES
https://library.municode.com/va/williamsburg/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITHCO_CH21ZO_ARTIVSUDIRE_S21-605.1BEBRES
https://library.municode.com/va/williamsburg/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITHCO_CH21ZO_ARTIVSUDIRE_S21-605.1BEBRES
https://library.municode.com/va/williamsburg/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITHCO_CH21ZO_ARTIVSUDIRE_S21-605.1BEBRES
https://library.municode.com/va/williamsburg/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITHCO_CH21ZO_ARTIVSUDIRE_S21-605.1BEBRES
https://library.municode.com/va/williamsburg/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITHCO_CH21ZO_ARTIVSUDIRE_S21-605.1BEBRES
https://library.municode.com/va/williamsburg/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIITHCO_CH21ZO_ARTIVSUDIRE_S21-605.1BEBRES

a. Maximum number of guests shall be 50 people and approved as part of
the special use permit in accordance with Article Il Division 2, and
subject to the following additional requirements:

1. For events above the standard capacity, there shall be no more than
one per day, or two in any seven-day period. A wedding ceremony
and its associated reception shall be considered a single event.

2. A parking plan shall be submitted and approved as a part of the
special use permit process. Parking may be accommodated on-site,
on adjacent property or on property directly across the street, and/or
on available and conveniently located public parking spaces from
which attendees can walk safely. Valet parking may also be used.

3. When food service is proposed as a part of the proposed weddings,
receptions and other special events, a letter from the Virginia
Department of Health indicating compliance with their food
establishment regulations shall be submitted as a part of the special
exception application.

b. Facilities: Any building or temporary tents used to accommodate
weddings, receptions and special events shall comply with all applicable
requirements of the Uniform Statewide Building Code and the Fire
Prevention Code (Chapter 8, Fire Protection, Williamsburg Code). Any
tent shall be removed within 48 hours of the conclusion of each event,
unless the special exception allows a greater time.

c. Duration of event. Weddings, receptions and special events shall be
limited to between 10:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m. Set-up and take-down
activities may take place no earlier than 8:00 a.m. and no later than
11:00 p.m.

d. Lighting: Exterior lighting shall be limited to fixtures and illumination
intensities that will not produce illumination intensities exceeding 0.1
foot-candles at the property line.

e. Noise: Events shall be subject to all requirements Article V, Noise
Control of the Williamsburg Code. No amplified music shall be allowed.

f. Food service: When food service is proposed as a part of the proposed
weddings, receptions and other special events, approval must be
obtained from the Virginia Department of Health.

g. The use of a small inn for weddings, receptions and special events shall
be subject to the applicable provisions of the Uniform Statewide
Building Code, the Fire Prevention Code (Chapter 8, Fire Protection,
Williamsburg Code), Virginia Department of Health requirements, and
all other applicable laws and regulations. A certificate of occupancy
shall be issued by the Williamsburg Codes Compliance Division prior
the small inn hosting weddings, receptions and special events.

(6) Small Inns shall be permitted only on lots contiguous to Jamestown Road
and Richmond Road (between Brooks Street and Virginia Avenue) and
only if its front door faces Jamestown or Richmond Road respectively.

(7) Vehicular access shall be permitted only from the streets listed above, or

from a side street intersecting with a listed street. When necessary to
preserve the character of the surrounding neighborhood and streetscape,



City Council may prohibit vehicular access from a side street intersecting
with a listed street.

(8) The following parking requirements shall apply:

a. Two off-street parking spaces for the small inn, plus one off-street
parking space for each bedroom rented to visitors shall be provided (as
required by Article V, Parking).

b. City Council, when ruling on the special use permit shall consider the
location of the off-street parking and its impact on adjoining residences
and the adjacent street(s). When necessary to preserve the character of
the surrounding neighborhood and streetscape, council may prohibit the
location of off-street parking in front yards and/or the street side yards
for corner lots.

c. Parking shall be screened from adjoining residences and adjacent
street(s) by an element of the building, fence, wall or landscape buffer,
and shall be approved by city council when ruling on the special use
permit.

d. Parking spaces and driveways shall be constructed of gravel,
compacted stone, concrete, asphalt, brick or paving stones.

e. As part of a request for a special use permit (which requires a minimum
lot size of one acre (43,560 square feet)], city council may allow parking
spaces and driveways to occupy up to 15 percent of the total lot area.
This shall supersede the restrictions stated in_section 21-705.1(b).

f. Parking shall be allowed only in driveways or parking spaces meeting
these requirements, and shall be prohibited elsewhere on the lot.

(9) Applicable provisions of the Uniform Statewide Building Code, Virginia
Department of Health regulations, and all other applicable laws and
regulations, shall be met.

(10)The application for a special use permit shall include: a floor plan showing
the location of each bedroom to be rented, including its dimensions and
floor area, the location of exits and the location of smoke detectors; and a
minor site plan in accordance with Article VII, Site Plans, showing the
location of the parking to be provided, the location of proposed screening
and landscaping, and lot coverage of the driveways and parking areas.

(11)It shall be a violation of this section to advertise for rent to visitors any
bedroom exceeding the number of bedrooms authorized herein or which
are determined by the zoning administrator to be legally nonconforming.

(12)No bedrooms in a small inn may be rented to roomers.

(13)The owner-occupant or the full-time live-in manager of the detached
dwelling renting bedrooms to visitors shall keep records of all bedrooms
rented, which shall be submitted to the zoning administrator for the
previous quarter on April 20, July 20, October 20 and January 20 of each
year, and at any other time upon the request of the zoning administrator.
The records shall be submitted on a form provided by the zoning
administrator, and shall include each bedroom rented, the date rented, the
number of persons occupying the bedroom, the number of motor vehicles
parked on the premises by the occupant(s) of the bedroom, and the names
of all persons residing in the dwelling for the reporting period. The owner-
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occupant or the full-time live-in manager shall certify by affidavit at the
bottom of each page that the records are true and correct and represent all
bedrooms rented and the occupants thereof for the stated time period.

(14)A special use permit approved by the city council, shall expire 180 days

from the date of the approval unless the applicant has obtained a
certificate of occupancy and a business license for the small inn.

(15)A special use permit approved by the city council, shall remain valid only

as long as there are at least 100 bedroom rental nights each calendar
year. If there are less than 100 bedroom rental nights in a calendar year,
the special use permit approval shall expire. If less than a full calendar
year remains following the approval of the special use permit approved by
the city council, the required bedroom rental nights shall be prorated
based upon the portion of the calendar year remaining. A bedroom rental
night is defined as the rental of an individual bedroom for one night.

(16)Any special use permit granted by the city council for a small inn pursuant

to this section shall become null and void if within any 48-month period a
court of competent jurisdiction has found that there have been two or more
valid zoning violations pertaining to such special use permit, or of any
provision of this section 21-605.3, to the same record owner of such small
inn and lot or to one or more of the same individuals identified in the
zoning administrator's records as regularly occupying the subject dwelling
as their residence. The special use permit shall, however, not become null
and void until all appeal periods have run regarding such zoning
violations.

EXCEPT, as here amended, the Williamsburg Code shall remain unchanged.

Adopted:

Attest:

Paul T. Freiling, Mayor

Debi Burcham. Clerk of Council
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CiTtY OF WILLIAMSBURG

MEMORANDUM

DATE: October 25, 2019

SUBJECT: PCR#19-020: Text amendment to define a “small inn” and to allow a
“small inn” with a special use permit on Richmond Road and
Jamestown Road meeting the conditions set forth in Section 21-
605.3 of the Zoning Ordinance.

PCR#19-021: Request of John & Deborah Keane for a special use
permit for a “small inn” (A Williamsburg White House) at 718
Jamestown Road located in the Single-Family Dwelling District RS-2
for an increase from six rooms to nine rooms rented to visitors.

APPLICANT’S REQUEST
John and Deborah Keane are requesting to amend the Zoning Ordinance to define a
‘small inn” and to allow a “small inn” with a
special use permit approved by City Council on
portions of Jamestown Road and Richmond
Road as outlined in Section 21-605.3 of the o ]’
Zoning Ordinance. The definition of a “small inn” re. ( 7 el
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The applicants propose to increase the number
of rooms rented to visitors from six bedrooms to
nine bedrooms for their property located at 718
Jamestown Road on over an acre. The
applicants received approval for six bedrooms
as a special use permit on February 12, 2007
(PCR#06-034).
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Comprehensive Plan

The 2013 Comprehensive Plan designates 718
Jamestown Road as Low-Density Single-Family
Detached Residential, which is defined in the
Comprehensive Plan as follows:




PCR#19-020 & PCR#19-021
October 25, 2019
Page 2

This category addresses the lowest intensity of residential development — large
lot single-family detached residential areas — with densities of up to 3 dwelling
units/net acre. Lot sizes will generally range from 10,000 square feet to 20,000
square feet. This category is implemented by the RS-1, RS-2, and PDR zoning
districts.

Lands to the east, south, and west are designated Low-Density Single-Family Detached
Residential with the property to the north designated William & Mary land use.

Zoning

This property, along with properties to the east, south, and west, are designated Single-
Family Dwelling District RS-2 with the William & Mary properties to the north designated
William & Mary.

The statement of intent for the Single-Family Dwelling District RS-2 reads:

This district is established as a single-family residential area with low population
density. The regulations for this district are designed to stabilize and protect the
essential characteristics of the land and to promote and encourage a suitable
environment for family life. To these ends, development is limited to a relatively
low density and permitted uses are limited basically to providing homes for the
residents. Certain additional uses that may be compatible with single-family
neighborhoods, such as churches, schools and, daycare centers, may be
allowed with the issuance of special permits.

Special Use Permit

The special use permit section of the Zoning Ordinance (Sec. 21-42) establishes the
following criteria for special use permits:

(a) The proposed use shall be:

(1) In harmony with the adopted comprehensive plan;

(2) In harmony with the intent and purpose of the zoning district
in which the use is proposed to be located;

3) In harmony with the character of adjacent properties and the
surrounding neighborhoods, and with existing and proposed
development.

(b) The proposed use shall be adequately served by essential public
services such as streets, drainage facilities, fire protection, and
public water and sewer facilities.

(c) The proposed use shall not result in the destruction, loss, or damage of
any feature determined to be of significant ecological, scenic, or
historic importance.

(d) The proposed use shall be designed, sited, and landscaped so that the
use will not hinder or discourage the appropriate development or
use of adjacent properties and surrounding neighborhoods.
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Additional reasonable standards as deemed necessary to protect the public interest and
welfare may be imposed, including more restrictive sign standards, additional open
space, landscaping or screening requirements; additional yard requirements; special
lighting requirements; limitation on hours of operation; and additional off-street parking
and loading requirements.

The Planning Director or Planning Commission may require the following additional
information:

(1) A traffic impact analysis, showing the effect of traffic generated by
this project on surrounding streets and neighborhoods.

(2) A public utility analysis, showing the effect of this project on public
water, sewer and/or storm drainage facilities.

(3) A fiscal impact analysis. The Planning Director or the Planning
Commission may request the City Council to provide funds for the
preparation of this study by the City.

Staff does not feel that any additional studies are needed to decide on this request.
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
This site is located in the AP-2 Architectural Preservation District. The Architectural

Review Board conceptually approved the request on August 27, 2019 (ARB #19-095),
with the applicant to return for final approval if a special use permit is granted.
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SITE PLAN REVIEW COMMITTEE

The Site Plan Review Committee reviewed this proposal at its meeting on September
18, 2019. It found the conceptual site plan to be acceptable with the applicant
addressing the stormwater concerns raised by an adjacent property owner.

ANALYSIS

The increase from six rooms to ten rooms rented to transient visitors, as outlined in the
proposed ordinance, applies to properties located on Jamestown Road and Richmond
Road with a special use permit. The small inn definition allows an increase from six to
ten rooms. The regulations are similar to the current regulations that allow up to six
rooms with a special use permit with the limitation of allowing a small inn only on
Richmond Road and Jamestown Road if the requirements outlined in the proposed
ordinance are met and City Council grants a special use permit.

We currently allow bed and breakfast establishments to rent up to four-bedrooms to
visitors meeting the requirements of Section 21-605.1 of the Zoning Ordinance with
approval from the Board of Zoning Appeals as a special exception. Section 21-605
also allows a bed and breakfast establishment to rent five or six-bedrooms for
properties over an acre in size, meeting the requirements outlined in the Zoning
Ordinance with a special use permit approved by City Council.

The applicants have provided a conceptual site plan which includes parking, mitigation
of the stormwater, and a room layout. They are proposing to mitigate the stormwater
concern raised by the -
adjacent property owner | i)
by creating a berm at the (= ' |
left rear corner of the e
property, as shown on [ '

the revised conceptual
site plan. The berm will | [ = 1
catch run-off from the | | " # "
existing addition, and the
proposed addition
allowing the water to —
infiltrate into the ground
and for heavy storms will
have a check dam to
allow water to overflow
the dam to mitigate any
flooding potential.
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The applicant proposes eleven parking spaces out front with an ADA space at the rear
adjacent to the ramp that enters the ADA accessible room. Owner spaces are provided
at the rear adjacent to the ADA space and in front of the detached garage. The
ordinance requirement for parking is eleven spaces.

The proposed use is in harmony with the adopted comprehensive plan, the zoning
district, and adjacent properties. It is adequately served by essential public services
and is design and sited so that the use will not hinder or discourage the appropriate
development or use of adjacent properties and surrounding neighborhoods. The size of
the lot is over an acre which lends itself to the proposed use.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

PCR#19-020

That Planning Commission recommends to City Council approval of the text change to
define a “small inn” and to allow a “small inn” with a special use permit as outlined in the
proposed ordinance.

PCR#19-021
That Planning Commission recommends to City Council approval of a special use
permit for the rental of nine bedrooms to visitors conditioned upon the following:

1. The final site plan being submitted and approved by the Planning Commission
before the issuance of any land-disturbing or building permits.

2. The storm drainage improvements shown (berm at the left rear corner) on the
conceptual site plan being approved by the City Engineer with the final site plan
submittal.

3. The final building design being approved by the Architectural Review Board.

PLANNING COMMISSION

Planning Commission held a public hearing on October 16, 2019. No one spoke at the
hearing.

Planning Commission recommended to City Council the following:

PCR#19-020
That City Council approves the text change to define a “small inn” and to allow a “small
inn” with a special use permit as outlined in the proposed ordinance.

PCR#19-021
That City Council approves a special use permit for the rental of nine bedrooms to
visitors conditioned upon the following:
1. The final site plan being submitted and approved by the Planning Commission
before the issuance of any land-disturbing or building permits.
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2. The storm drainage improvements shown (berm at the left rear corner) on the
conceptual site plan being approved by the City Engineer with the final site plan
submittal.

3. The final building design being approved by the Architectural Review Board.

CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARINGS

City Council public hearings are scheduled for their regular meeting on November 14,
2019, in the Council Chambers of Stryker Center at 2:00 p.m.

Carelio . Hesphy

Carolyn A. Murphy, AICP
Planning & Codes Compliance Director
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CiTtYy OF WILLIAMSBURG

MEMORANDUM

DATE: October 25, 2019

SUBJECT: ARB#19-105: Appeal of the Architectural Review Board decision
regarding the request of 1007 Lafayette LLC (Rob and Camille Di
Maio) on September 24, 2019, to deny the after-the-fact
replacement of wood windows with vinyl windows at 1007
Lafayette Street.

On September 24, 2019, the Architectural Review Board denied the request for after-
the-fact approval for the replacement of wood windows with vinyl windows in the
dwelling located at 1007 Lafayette Street. The Board denied the request because the
Design Review Guidelines state “existing wood windows should be retained and
repaired and if restoration is not possible then copies of the original window matching
the existing sash and frames with duplicates in wood form and details will be required.”
The Board approved the replacement of two aluminum windows on the rear with vinyl
windows.

Attached is the following:

Appeal to City Council
e The applicant’s appeal letter.

ARB Meeting Information
e ARB application #19-105.
Minutes of the September 24, 2019 ARB meeting.
Staff comments.
Letter of denial to the applicant.
Design Review Guidelines for AP-3 District

ARB APPEAL PROCESS

Section 21-857 of the Zoning Ordinance regulates the appeal process. It requires that
City Council hold a public hearing to review the appeal not more than 45 days after the
first Council meeting following the receipt of the appeal. The City Council may affirm,
reverse or modify the decision of the Architectural Review Board, in whole or in part.
The applicant has the right to appeal the City Council’s decision to the Circuit Court.
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STANDARDS FOR APPROVAL

The Architectural Review article of the Zoning Ordinance states that the same
standards shall be applied by the Council as are established for the Board. These
standards include the “Criteria for Approval” listed in Section 21-855(c), the design
guidelines adopted by City Council on October 13, 2013, and Historic Preservation and
Urban Design from the 2013 Comprehensive Plan (excerpts are attached). City Council
needs to use these standards in deciding on the appeal from the Architectural Review
Board’s decision.

ARB DESIGN REVIEW GUIDELINES

This property is located in the City’s Architectural Preservation District AP-3 of the
Design Review Guidelines, which were adopted by the City Council on October 10,
2013.

PUBLIC HEARING DATE

A public hearing is scheduled for the regular City Council meeting on Thursday,
November 14, 2019 in the Council Chambers of Stryker Center at 2:00 p.m.

@&L@ﬁ«fw&. l‘#up‘vj

Carolyn A. Murphy, AICP
Planning & Codes Compliance Director

[ARB\CASES\19-0105/NOTICE]



October 1, 2019

City of Williamsburg
401 Lafayette Street
Williamsburg, VA 23185

Re: Application to Council following ARB#19-090

Hello,

We would like to appeal the decision of the ARB to the City Council at their
November 14 meeting. Upon calling the city to learn how to apply to do this, they
said to do it in the form of this letter.

Please let us know the next steps to getting on their agenda and also pre-submitting
our documentation so that they are aware of what we would like to review with

them.
Thank you,

Rob and Camille Di Maio
4909 Settlers Market Blvd.
Williamsburg, VA 23188
camilledimaio@gmail.com
210-488-1144

Regaring address 1007 Lafayette




Dear Council Members,

We are petitioning the City Council to appeal the non-unanimous decision by the
ARB regarding windows we installed several months ago. It is our belief that our
windows installed meet and exceed the expectations in architectural documents and
are, by far, superior to the majority of the windows on the street - many of which
are old vinyl or aluminum. We believe that the lack of uniformity on the street
supports our case. And finally, we believe that the lack of notice and awareness on
the part of the city regarding the regulations in the first place constitutes a wide
reason for a decision in our favor. Even the ARB noted that the city has been
negligent in notice, resulting in many homeowners facing tens of thousands of
dollars in changes because they had no awareness of regulations until it was too
late. This is an easy remedy that we think the city can and should implement.

Here is the text of our original petition to the ARB:

In April 2019, we purchased 1007 Lafayette in the City of Williamsburg, and as
previously testified to the Architectural Review Board, we installed high-quality
replacement vinyl windows in place of the deteriorating and unsafe wood windows
that were in its place. We had no idea that the house was in an architectural zone,
nor did anyone along the way inform us of that - the inspector, contractor, title
company, owner, etc. When we received a letter from the city saying that we were in
violation of the ARB code, it was a total surprise to us.

We attended an ARB meeting and were told that our windows were declined since
we should have replaced “wood with wood”. We were disappointed, of course, as re-
installing windows will cost an additional $25,000.

This prompted us to learn more about what the design codes actually say and we
believe that we have met every mark of a provision that allows for vinyl
replacement.

We have since learned that 1007 Lafayette is in AP-3, and submit the following
information from the Design Review Guidelines, chapter 5, page 40, which deals
with “New Buildings and Additions in AP-3.” NOTE: Our home, of course, is not a
new building or addition, but on page 50 of the same document under “Existing
buildings”, the wording reaffirms what is stated on page 40. Text to follow:

Page 40: “High quality synthetic windows may be approved on a case-by-case basis.
Applicants must provide the AAMA/WDMA/CAS101/1.S.2/A440-11 certification
reference, manufacturer’s warranty (minimum 15-year), local examples of existing
installation with a duration of at least 5 years, and how long the manufacturer has
been in business (recommended length of business is at least as long as the
warranty period.)



Page 50 (Existing buildings) refers back to this paragraph: “Other window types
may be replaced with windows that are allowed in AP-3 for new buildings or
additions on a case-by-case basis.”

We have done extensive research to make sure that our windows do meet the
guidelines referenced here and are submitting documentation as such:

1. AAMA/WDMA/CAS101/1.5.2/A440-11 certification. Please see the photo
of the certification sticker from one of the windows. You will see that the last
two numbers are different - our certification shows -08 instead of -11. We
learned that this is based, respectively, on the 2008 testing report and the
2011 testing report. We contacted AAMA (American Architectural
Manufacturers Association) and they provided documents that show that the
expectations for the 2008 report and the 2011 report are nearly identical
(see wording in almost every category of -11 that says “Same as -08” and that
the differences refer to “secondary storm products”, “tubular daylighting
devices”, and “skylights”. I spoke with Richard Rinka of AAMA (Technical
manager) and he said that our windows did not get tested for the 2011
ratings because it is cost prohibitive for a manufacturer to do so and since
the rating requirements had not changed for them, there was no need to
certify them for -11. He told me that you are welcome to reach out to him if

you would like for him to confirm this. 414-614-1535.
So, with this information, we believe that we meet this standard outlined by the city.

2. Manufacturer’s warranty (minimum of 15 years). Our windows, installed
by Window World, come with a “Limited Lifetime Product Warranty”. For
residential, it is lifetime for mainframe and 20 years for IGU & components.
We have provided this documentation. This exceeds the guideline laid out by
the ARB. (Note that we also included information that shows that Window
World has the following accolades: Good Housekeeping Seal of Approval, JD
Power, Lead-Safe Certified Firm, Energy Star, AAMA Gold Label (highest
possible), ASTM Internaton Standards, and National Fenestration Rating
Council.)

Based on this documentation, we believe that we have met and exceeded the
standard outlined by the city.

3. Local examples of existing installation with a duration of at least 5
years. Window World provided us with twelve examples of homes in 23185
that had these exact 4000 series windows installed. (See attached) The dates
are all in 2016 and we understand that to meet this ARB standard, you would
be looking at 2014 or earlier. However, Window World said that they
changed their record-keeping system in 2016 and that anything previously
installed is archived. As they are not archived by city, they stated that it
would be time-prohibitive to look up that exact information, but estimated



the number of homes in the area in which these were installed to be in the
“hundreds”. To confirm this, please feel free to call Karen Bailey at Window
World at 757-518-8766.

Based on what we are providing here, we believe that we have met the standard
outlined by the city.

4. How long the manufacturer has been in business (recommended length
of business is at least as long as the warranty period.) Window World has
been in business since 1995 (see attached).

Based on what we are providing, we believe that we have met and exceeded the
standard outlined by the city.

5. “High-quality synthetic windows may be approved on a case-by-case
basis.”

Per the Window World salesman, Lawrence Craft, our windows are “virgin vinyl”.
According to www.expert123.com, “Virgin vinyl is the term applied to vinyl that is
extruded for the first time. Regrind is the term given to vinyl that has been extruded,
then the parts are ground up into small “pellets” and can be re-extruded. The
implication is that ‘virgin vinyl’ is purer or superior to reground vinyl.” In addition,
these windows are certified by AAMA with the gold seal, which is their highest grade
rating.

Based on this information, we believe that we have met the standard outlined by the

city.

As you can see, we believe that we have a significant case to receive approval for
these windows.

The ARB felt that the city has not adequately informed consumers and
residents that a board or guidelines even exist. It is not apparent to one moving
from outside the state that a city established in 1699 would consider a home in

1951 “historic”. We recommend that in the future, as also recommended by the ARB,
that the city create a form that title companies require buyers to sign at closing,
establish better communication with Realtors, more apparent information on the
website (I had to click through nine links to even find the guidelines), and a letter to
go out upon receiving word that there has been a deed transfer. These measures
would go a long way to eliminate this kind of situation, which saves the resident, the
board, and the city time and money.

We are asking for your consideration based on the following:



- These are arguably the nicest windows now on Lafayette, and as many
homes on the street have old vinyl windows, this meets and exceeds the
visual standard on the street.

- The previous windows were wood and although they were unsightly and
unsafe, it is not logical to us that we could have kept those and somehow
been within guidelines, but newer, safer, better windows would not.

- And on the personal side, we are a Marine Corps family. My husband has
served this country and we have sacrificed for him to do so. More than we
can even say. Our intention in moving to Williamsburg was to move away
from a city that was riddled with sex-trafficking (San Antonio) and high
incidents of roadway deaths to be in a smaller, safer town with our four
children. We have immediately jumped into the community, volunteering at
church, participating in community activities, and our 14 year old daughter is
even a costumed Junior Interpreter at Colonial Williamsburg (brickyard). Our
10 year old son hopes to do the same in two years when he is old enough. We
love our new town and want to continue to be contributing, vibrant citizens.
It is our hope that our city will take into consideration all of the above and
will spare our family from an exorbitant and crippling expense when we have
proven that we meet the guidelines.

Thank you very much,

Rob and Camille Di Maio
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4000 SERIES WINDOWS

rmal performance and ensure erergy ¢
gives you the ability to select the window style that will make the most of your home. Choose from our white or
almond.color offerings with options 16 ad nterior woodgrain laminate, rich-hued exterior color, plus multiple
grid patterns, and you can beautifully achieve your design aspirations. After Window World's expert

iristaliation, you'll rest assured knowing you've chosen the best quality windows available.
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Color Options:

Window World offers a wide variety

of color options to complernent the

interior or exterior style of youf home.

Ciassfc extruded wayficoiars arg e - -

expertly applied interior White  Almond White*  Bronze o
it extarior not Avariable wilfy amncmew

wooodgrains-and rich-hued éxterior :
finishes. The hig performange

goatings provide low-maintenance,

durable- color while combining the

ioek of wood ~crafted windows with
Bray eff i Of 4 Nagural Hillside Cotoniat Sitver* Cosoa  Forest Green
Oak Oak Cherry “Siver and tlack extbiors not avatatie with wootrarn mm

Clay

Grid Options:
From simulated divided fits grids,

which convey a historical look; to
grids-betiween-the-glass, which

all r easy cleaning, Window
World's variety of grid options Has
something for everyone, Grids are-
available in numierous Solors, sizes:
and patterns 1o help achieve your
desired aesthatic

Prairie by
Wiadow

#lat Sculpmmd Deatile Prairts

Architechiraj Shapes

:eg

118 Shaver Street

North Wi Nge?bem, NC 28659

w?NDQW[ 1-800-830.8048 |

wehosh
62 DBIE B0MUS:







Standards Pri ressinn Wmduws,

*‘3? &

- AAMAINWWOA o115, “’7 AAW&&M .. mws-bz MM&WAO 1om.s,2mao-
- {Windows and Glass Doors S {Windows, Glags Doors..- : & 5 shﬁ}
i .- Cat Topi Mmm 1%37-«2@‘” i & lghtsy » ey ,Doors ky!i
o reciecllug # {Skylights) ; [camwms:yus; Standard) ;csA “W’“ﬁ
: Iaepamte MSI 8tmdsrds] : e b of e :
' smmlamdwmdw Icpfcas R
Format Priarly by operate type Similar o '97 Reorganized per GSA format
Basis of Raling TPony P Primary (Metric Optional) _ | Same as '02
Complance Measurement Units | & Pmﬁ)‘“‘e‘* e Metric Primary (1P Secondery) | Same as '02
[# of Product Operator Types | 20 _ 26 30
: H, HS, Vi VSFGZA? VP, Hg Added ATD, SKQ and 8D; i
e BHW, TH BW, H Added SHW, SLT, P changed DA 1o DAW, F o
6pefa$af?¥p§~codes GH, J, JA TA, HGD, DA- Added SHW, SLT,. A
HGD,; SGD
# of Performance Classifications Five: (R,LC, C,HC, AW) | Same as'07 Sameas 02
Neupperﬂmnt on Grade Upper limit of 60 psf above  Same as '02
Pedormanoe Grade Caps (Design Pressure) Gateway excopt AW ‘ Same as '0
A:temazwe Minimum Test Sizes and e
| minimum PG for Class R Products bt inchied
o e Fofce to maintair motion | Fore to initiate dnd maintain | Force to maintain motion but test
LS Operating Force ONLY motion and record force 10 initiate
‘Canadian Operating Force Not included Optional
US A Leakage ‘ 0.3and 0.1 chmifiz 0.3 cfmifiz ONLY 0.3 and 0.1 cimiftz
Canadian Aif Loakage Notincluded Optional fevels Same as ‘02
Frame/Sash Deflection Limits. | AW and HC Hung omv AW and HC ONLY Same as '02
Glass Deflection Limits. Exmemuon Noted Exception Noted Same as ‘02
Frame/Sash Permanent Defmmahon 0.4% (0.2% for AW) 0:4% (0.2% for AW) gg%ofgf%ﬁg ‘RSQM% forC&
Famed d Entry Resistance Sfandard As.m. CMBSO, or AAMA  [ASTM, cmso or AAMA ASTM ONLY
Glass Strength Standard - basis of |ASTM E 1300-94 -use ASTME 13“-00 - yse weakest E 1300—(22 ~LSe weakest
glass selection, v weakest glass for festing | & thinnest glass for testing for
grgm 1600/LS, ?ls Light,
. aze, Brittleness, Smoke, TR
Plastic Glazing Requirements [ignition, Combustibility, ﬁmﬁMMMA
‘Safety glazing, Effect of et &
Wea&haring
Secondary Storm Products N et included
L L Added cellular PVC, Tiberglass, | Added flush and molded wood
Malerials Referenced aluminum, wood and vinyl | steel, fiber-reinforced PVC, and | fiber doors, and cellulosic
_ ABS _ |composite materials _
ol cie b ~ |0.02% max for finished framing &
' Notincluded - cladding per ASTM E1753 3:%:
ki included for hardware)
Max. 12% moisture eontam p
W . Suitable for opaque finish. | o g?fgetﬁs G2i bui adée& fozmu}a
'Wood requirements Adhesives compliant with Same as ‘97, but removed etermining moisture conternit.
D5572, D5751 and D3110, | 3110 o addad requirement for et
Treated per 1.5.4 g’:ﬂ utliaattons tg;lave a Health
Mul!mn ; = —— nada registration no,
B Mm’am zz::;:wm Definition Only Examples & illustrations Expanded Explanation
mary Designa m ie OB TR e
E c R25 30 x 60 C-R25760x 1520 (30X 60) | C-R25 760 x 1520 (30 x 60)
Sentay Dosrtr o Notinchuded oo




AAMAWDMAIGSA 1011824440 MW&MMG?A mm,s.m-sw

; do ors & Skylights) | (Windows, 0m&5kyﬁrgms)
W%Wm =gacal (G formal]
Organized by product lype,
Same s '05 Iperforinance clnss, malerials aﬁd
" - mmpmmnts -
sama as 05 | Same as '08
Samé 48 'os' , _Samg-as ‘03 )
i 36
Added POW. S$§” (‘g‘ng -KS{)
i i -SGE, -8GI, -FEW, HWE,
Sameas '05 VWE, -VWIY; Changed

A'ﬁ) 10 ATW, GH to GW.

Four; (R, LG, CW, AW))

[Requirements for CW same as G Same a8 08
in 05 and must meet LI178]

Upper limit of PG 100 for R, LC o i
CW, No limit for AW, _ Same a0
Addet _ I8ame as'08
CW. Same as Class Cin '05.

Class R Hung increased from 30 ,
.35 | Same as'08
Class LC Hung increased from 35 |
to. 49 ib. —
Optional, bxst mw based en [ ‘
“Notmal Use" g it |8ame.as 08
Maintenance qaiegones
{CW: Sameas Class C in 05, |Sameas 08
ggggmt CW“. Sa@e as C!ass C Samﬁe as 08
CW and AW only | same as ‘08
Sameas'05 [Same 4508
04%forFZ&LC 0.3% for CW,. b
0.2%for AW Battw s 08
Same as'05. ﬁame as ‘08
ASTME. 1300-04 - use weakest ASTME 13&!)«09&« use weakest
| glass for testing glass ! mr festing )
|Same as '08

|Same as ‘05

ke AT

"|Added S3P (<CSD, -KSD, -6GE.

-SGI, -FEW, -FWI, -HWE, -HWI, -
WVE WVI ).

Same as ‘05

Same as 08

Same as '05, byt expanded the

{Updated testmg for framing /

explanation and added ASTM | cladding to parallel US EPA field .

E1613 a5 4 confirmation testif testing criteria, and expanted the

E1753 is positive, gﬁtéﬂa for zesnng forlead in
 hardwa

game a8 G5 but added DM42 for

delermining moisturé content, and |

removed references to Suigm” & Same as 08, but removed

for an opaque finish and "suitable | "6%erence to D4442.

for structural eﬁemanee

S £/ . = E

M ] New :’atmgs and designatxons

Class R-PG25; Size tested
1520 tnim (30 % 60 in)-Cas m L

_ Ciass R-PG25: Size tested 760
1520 mm.(30. x 60 in)~Casement

X

Posn;ive OP allowed to be higher
than egative DP or PG,

Same as'08




Secondary Designator Example:

Definition of "DP* and "PG.

baseﬁ onjowest.
irAvater trutural

cgmmérﬁa! Comm
ICamrnewiat and: mwai names

QF’ # des:gn pfessure cafm

i _,mmm

Bsion Pressure = 2660 Pa §60 Pﬁf)

Water Penwaﬁon Resistance Test
Pressure = 580Pa (‘2 psﬂ

(}aﬂadien Air infiltratic

Lm_xel =A%

| same as'97

 Gamie as '02

included

in. Ratzn I

' Specimen Structural Damage:

permanent damage to

No giass breakage‘ o ~

fastenérs, hardware pars,
sopport arms or #ctuating

Added disengagements

{irnits retests due to glass
‘reakage of. hardware to two

medmtﬁsms

Same 88°02

Deglazing Sash Movement

L aboratory Tést Report

Per ASTM standards

| Added taboratory test report
| requirements

Added drawings réqwred by
ASTM and additional ratings
| supptied by mfr.

Tempered Glass

mduetlars

Can be used for testing if i
wias the weakest, thinnest
glass per ASTM E 1300 to
qualify sther glass typesin

Can be used for testing if it was.
| the weakest, thinnest glass pef
FASTM E 130040qua ify other

glass types in production.

Can be used for testing fitisthe
| weakest per ASTME 1300 and
meets thel 75 requirement for
to quainfy other

Waierf:’enekam Resistance
Pressure Oap . ‘

{120

’;15 pst

| 12 psf (Uﬁ), 15 psf (CAN)

Transoms

: _Noi.'mdﬁééﬁé !

B Maximum hesgm i_s mo mm

Tapias smlﬁc to Doors

B Mammum- heigm i 809 mm

Side-Hinged Exterior Doors _

8 Operating Force for SHD

US Ai Leakage for SHD_

Canadian Air Leakage for SHD:

Force to Latch Reguirement for SHD

Sideites

Ums&é Waier Ratmg for SHD

Cydeloczeraﬁng Tesuag for SHD

Verﬁm! Lcad Tesimg far SHD

FER Tesﬁag for Swinging Doors

g {Force m mamiatﬁ mos:rm but test 1
T am reeﬁrd force to imhaie

TAdded SHO
|Added ATD:

Same as Rﬁr windows

|'same as for windows

| Added

| Added & Expanded

[R(25,000%, LC (100 000}, C

{250,000}, HC, except ATD. |
(500,000), HC ATD {25,000}, AW,
|except ATD (1,000,000}, AW
-ATD [25,000)

Added

Added

{Added

Py

| Added

# of Product Operator Types _

‘Topics speciﬁg, to Skylights, m r

Two o 4 subypes) _

Thre e | ‘remauen 5ub—typgs}

Same as'02

Added RW

Same as'02

Peﬁv” 'medeCans

Three (R, C, HC)

| Same as ‘00

| Same as 02

Peffanaance Gfade Deﬁne d by:

‘No upper limit on Grade

Desion Pressu

Positive design pressure

R—‘QS:,E-?»SQ; HC-noné

Mo limit

only

Same-as '00

Same as ‘02

Frame/Sash Permanent Set
Materials Referenced '

;em&@g B
Aluminuen, Wood, Vingl,

| Same as ‘00

_ Same as *oz

Fiberglass, Steel

Added 3 additional materials

“Not included

| Added additional materials.




sure = 580 Pa {12 p | Same as 08
; Eg&*m Alr Infiltration/Exfittration
PG eﬁam:ne&}ﬁfade based
on lowest airfwater/structural " o
performance; DP & design Same as 08
pressure.
Same as'05 Bame as 08
: Same as ‘08
‘Removed drawings required by |
Asl"M and addmonaa ratings ‘Same-as 08
language.
Same as ‘05 Same as '08
m ss $'05 Same as '08
[sameas 05 Same as ‘08
’f‘éémé as ‘08
CW: Bame as Class € in '05. o
Measure and record force / torque | Same as '08
o apefate_d&aé-bo!: for SHD. | B _
‘Bame as for windows '3éme ag for windows
‘Same as for windows Same as for winéaws
Same as 05 Sarme as 08
|Bame as 05 Changed operator- demgnatwns
R(ZSM),LC(?OG,QGO) ow |
(250,000), AW, except ATD Same as ‘08
{500,000), AW ATD (25, DGG} ‘
| Same as 05 ‘Sarne as ‘08
‘Same as 05, but added
measurement of dead-boit op. Barne as ‘08
Same as '0 ‘ . | Samas‘ﬁﬁ
Per AAMA 925-07 {removed ¥
pass/fal citeria) | same as 08
| Same as '08
Four Beven
- Added RWG, RWP; d':anged
Adﬂedm TDD to TDDCC and TEDOC;
dr_apped TDD.
Twn (R and CW) One (PG)
Same as 05 Same as '08
Same as ‘05 'Same as 08
Same as'05 Same as ‘08
Same %f‘ﬂﬁ . Same as°08.
] Cﬁangeﬂ 1o two operator
Added TDD dgnaticns and revised testing

osed ceiling and open

cedmwa _




SKP-C30 48 x 48

SKP-C30 50 1200 1200 (48 x 48) | SKP=C30 1200 % 1200 (48 x 48)

Secandary Designator Example

© Notinciuded

| Design
14800 Pa (100.0 psf); Negati

|Resistance Test Pressure =290
|Pa(B.0psh

Pressure: (Dmm!oad ‘“‘

Design Pressure {plifty.= - 1680
Pa{35.0 psh); Water Penetration

Skylight Testiog Orientation

Lowest slope allowed —

TSame a5 '00

Vertical or Sloped

Skylights Structuraf Test Load -
Glass

1410 1.5fimes DP

Sairie as ‘00

2,0 times DP,; Pos and Neg

ik

14w3ﬁtlmesl35’

‘Is_am'e' 2800

2.0times DP, Pos and Neg

- INegative pressure 10
seconds; Positive Pressare
50 sedonds

Bame as '00

Negative and positive pressure’

i Rsiemnga stamia:ds

i ot o S a5

s e e




P LTS i it

Ciass GW-PGI0; Size fested | S(G-PG30: iz tested 1200
1200 « 1200 mm (48 ¥ 40 3200 mm (48 » 4810)

2880 Pa 60.0 ps?) 01 D = 2880 | pogiive Design Pressure (OF)
Y e
Rgmmss@g i) = 2680 Pa} ryp) (piifty = -1680 Pa (~-35.1

Resistance Test Pressure = 280

Ylpa 6.1 psly

Same as 05 | Same as'08

%ﬁfﬁmés DP, Pos arid 1.6 times
Bamp 58705 | DP Neg; not required to-apply
Same as ‘05 structura) test load more than 100

| psf higer than rated PG.

|gome as0s | Same as ‘08

: L e i " o L z it e g . i st %
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LMITED umsme FRGEBCT WARRANTY

EASTERN REGION | REPLACEMENT PRC

RESIDENTIAL: LIFETIME FOR MAINFRAME 20 YEARS mm@v &

Sﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm
ERCIAL: 10 YEARS 1“0& MAINFRAME, 1GU & cosmms

%’?W sﬁ%wmsmawms; RANSFERABL

W —. Mmmmwmwmw Surance
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We take great pride in delivering top-quality products and
unbeatable service. The respect we earn from customers
and experts alike has helped us become Amierica's largest
exterior remodeler. But don't just take our word for it — take

theirs.
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Window World of Tidewater Virginia

Note Customer List
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WELCOME TO THE WINDOW WORLD FAMILY.

~\our Story.
It alt began in 1995 with the unique vision and energetic passion of one man with a drean
- to develop a home improvement company with a moral compass like no other.

He would offer only the finest quality products with distinction and integrity —and do so.al
the lowsst possible price. Quite simply, the best for less.

He set out to break the mold and change the remodeling industry. And did he ever.
Today, we are America's Largest Replacement Window and Exterior Remodeling Compa

windows, siding and other professional-grade exterior building products. Our manufacturir
partners demonstrate a proven record for superior craftsmanship, enduring quality, and
genuine value. Our combined professionalism and expertise are further assurance that
Window World is.an zexgei%eai,seieaﬁanffe'r;:ycar: home.

We also take pride in our companywide commitment
1o customer happiness. From:start to finish, our
knowledgeable and friendly teams provide you with
the exceptional customer care and attention to detail
“you ¢an expect from the Window World brand. 4
Window World Named Number One Replacement Window
and Exterior Remodeling Company.
Window World has been ranked number one replacement contractor nationwide in
Remodeling magazine's *Remodeling 550" and the largest exterior remodeling company
in Qualified Remodeler’s *Exterior Top 200."

Our Promise.
We do our best on every job, every day, because at Window World we trust that
a great job today will bring referrals from family, friends, and neighbors tormorrow..

- Our promise to you is straightforward: Superior Products, Professionally
Installed, at a Guarantead Low Price — Simply the Best for Less.®
Welcome to Window World.

Tarmmiv Whitwarth



ion Government Solutions

1007 LAFAYETTE

Location
Parcel #
Business Name
Subdivision
Parcel Usage
PID

Legal Description

Middle School
Sign District
Zoning

Flood Map

Current Value

ST

1007 LAFAYETTE ST

434-01-07-017,18

Williamsburg West
Single-Family (Rental)

1098

WEST WILLIAMSBURG BLOCK

7L0T 17,18

RES

RS-3

§10294-005-B

PP

Mblu

Owner
Taxable Status
NBHD
Assessment
Building Count
ARB District

‘Grade School

High School .

Voting Precinct
Flood Plain

Total Acres

AP-3

434/ 017 07/ 017/ 18
1007 LAFAYETTE LLC
Non=Exempt

West Williamsburg

$325,600

[(’

MWES

LHS

SKR

0.129

NPT

et s o

Valuation Year

Improvements

Land

Total

2020

$170,600 |

$155,000

$325,600

Parcel Addreses

.

_ Additional Addresses

- No Additional Addresses available for this parcel

9/4/19,5:53 |



ARB # M*i&’?—

DATE FILED _{ 6}

CITY OF WILLIAMSBURG
< APPLICATION FOR ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

Architectural Review Board
401 Lafayette Street
Williamsburg, VA 23185-3617
(757) 220-6130
Fax (757) 220-6130

e

Property Owner’s Prmtcd Representative’s printed
Name Rob % Maio | Name

Address s -Blud, | Address € OW WA
citysstate/Zip | M Liamsiura 2388 | city/state/zip
Phone/FaxNo. A1) ~Y&§ 1YY Phone/Fax No.

E-mail (‘ﬂW\( ed.l\(\/llu O@Wl{ 'y E-mail
Property Qtvniy’s
Signatur , Q,L D\W
Date _9-4-(q

By signing this application, I give the
applicant permission to represent me
regarding this request. I also give City of
Williamsburg employees and members of the
Architectural Review Board the right to enter

my property.

The signature of the property owner is required for the application to be processed. Any application
submitted without the property owner’s signature will not be processed and will be returned to the

applicant,
DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL (please attach a separate sheet if necessary):

WWWVWWUM “‘UW”“M/

efeabe A6 aleok ok o e ok ot o stk obe ke ke ook s ke o ok o ok oo o 5 3 o ok e o o ok o !’:ks'.**1&******************* k**x*w*iﬁm—@w

Location of Proposal: 10071 M%W‘H’C {U H{al’nfbu(f'ﬁ (/H' A2 €S
ARB District: El( 72 Tax Map Number: LW:L\-'DPO’I Dr[. \<Z

Business Name (if applicable): _ N Mk'

Scanned with CamScanner



ARB # [Q"Q@

PLEASE NOTE THAT CONSIDERATION WILL NOT BE GIVEN
TO INCOMPLETE APPLICATIONS.

Page 2

Elevations and drawings to scale (nine sets if larger than 8.57x 117). One set if 8.57x 117
Colored renderings for commercial projects are required.
Site plan or survey plat of propetty.

A LIST OF ALL MATERIALS USED AND COLORS PROPOSED
MUST BE SUBMITTED WITH THE APPLICATION.
The following list must be completed for the application to be processed. Samples of colors not on
the approved color palettes must be submitted when the application is submitted for review. Failure
to submit specific materials and colors will result in the application not being processed and retumci:d
for completion. -For any materials that do not apply to the specific application, please note N/A in
the space.

PROPOSED MATERIAL;: PROPOSED COLOR:

Foundation:
Walls:
Roof:
Doors: v
Windows:  \iraln dinul white
Trim: J J

Deck:
Chimney:
Gutters/Downspouts:
Fence:
Rails:
Dumpster Screening:

Driveway/Sidewalks:
e shste ok ok o e ofe ok ok afe sk sk s ok ol ok sfeofe ofe ke e oo ok e ok o ade ok sl o e ok o sk ok stk sl ok ok ol e sk sl o o ke o sk sk o sl it s ok ok sl ook sl sk oK ol s Ok sk sk ok kR

Application was: ] Approved [ 1Approved with Conditions [\(] Denied

Date of ARB Action: Q’ZL("| q \ ;

Denred wocd Wiksdows o Wnsl windans -
becanse d v rieet Deogo Ralied Guda
Ao -&f Yeﬁ%\\,&em o ﬁa NOM GANOLS
ON TR Loith Viny) Windouss.

for ﬁchitectural Review goard k

Approval by the Architectural Review Board of this application shall expire 12 months from the date
of approval by the Board unless the approval is granted in conjunction with a site plan which extends
the approval date until the expiration date of the site plan. '

-

[FORMS\ARBAPPLICATION}

Scanned with CamScanner















Architectural Review Board Minutes
August 27, 2019
Page 3

type of base of the sign. Director Murphy advised that the top of the sign has to sit on
the base, or the sign would not be in compliance with the city ordinance. Mr. Kilgore
stated that he would go with the brick base so as to comply with the ordinance. There
was a discussion about the use of corporate colors on the sign. Director Murphy
advised the Board that if logo colors are not acceptable to the Board, then, they may
require the sign be externally illuminated, not internally illuminated. Mr. Edwards
commented that there are other Exxon'’s in the area already using their corporate logo

colors.
Chair Spence opened up for public comments.

There being no additional questions or comments from the Board or the audience, Mr.
Edwards moved to approve SIGN#19-033 with a brick base and use of corporate colors.
Mr. Kostro seconded the motion which carried unanimously.

Recorded vote on the motion:

Aye: Gross, Edwards, Spence, Kostro, Koehler, Stevens
Nay: None

Abstain: None

Absent: Stemann

ARCHITECTURAL PRESERVATION DISTRICT
ARB#19-090: 1007 Lafayette LLC/1007 Lafayette Street — Exterior Change —
Window Replacement from Wood to Vinyl — AP-3 - DENIED

Camille and Robert DiMiao, homeowners, were present representing ARB#19-090. Mrs.
DiMiao explained that they recently purchased the home, having moved from Texas,
and were unaware that they had to appear before the Board for window replacement.
Mrs. DiMiao commented that no person “along the way” explained this to them and that
the windows were original and “crumbled to the touch” and some would not open, some
were caulked shut, some had storm windows, and some were aluminum. Mrs. DiMiao
commented that the home inspector advised that the windows would have to be
replaced. The homeowners explained that their intent was to unify and beautify. Chair
Spence asked how many windows were replaced. Mr. DiMiao answered “twenty”. Mr.
Koehler asked how many of those were aluminum. Mr. DiMiao answered “wo”. Mrs.
DiMiao added that they replaced all of the windows for continuity. Mrs. DiMiao stated
that they walked around and noted exterior vinyl on several homes and many did not
have the divided light windows. Mrs. DiMiao commented that there did not appear to be
any uniformity on her street. Chair Spence asked for guideline clarification for the district
in question. Director Murphy advised the Design Review Guidelines recommend “wood
for wood”. Mr. Gross asked the homeowners for the addresses of the houses that they
themselves noted were not in guideline compliance. The homeowners advised the
Board of those addresses. Mr. DiMiao commented that the windows not opening were a
safety concern. Mr. Edwards added that the Board charge is to abide the Design
Review Guidelines which requires wood for wood. There was a discussion on City
Council appeal process and clarification that City Council uses the same standards as
established for the Architectural Review Board. Director Murphy advised that some
homes may not be in compliance with the current guidelines because changes were
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made prior to the current guidelines being adopted. There was a discussion regarding
how to inform new home owners of City requirements for preservation and the need to
receive approval from the Architectural Review Board prior to making exterior changes.

Chair Spence opened up for public comments.

There being no additional questions or comments from the Board or the audience, Chair
Spence moved to deny ARB#19-090 the after-the-fact replacement of wood windows
with vinyl windows because the replacement windows do not meet the Design Review
Guidelines which require wood for wood. Mr. Edwards seconded the motion which

carried unanimously.

Recorded vote on the motion:

Aye: Gross, Edwards, Spence, Kostro, Koehler, Stevens
Nay: None
Abstain:; None
Absent: Stemann
ARB#19-091: Hornsby/311 Indian Springs Road — Exterior Change — Window

Replacement — AP-2 - APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS

Bobby Hornsby was present representing his mother for ARB#19-091. Mr. Hornsby
commented the room where the window would be replaced is not visible from the street
and is hidden by a carport. He stated he would revise his request to a wood window
and asked for flexibility in regards to the muntin requirement and would prefer no
muntins. Mr. Hornsby presented the Board with photos of neighboring homes that do
not have muntins. Mr. Edwards asked if the windows could be repaired. Mr, Hornsby
said they are so aged that it is “unfeasible” to repair them and they currently are not
operable. Mr. Hornsby commented that he has been repairing these windows for a long
time. Mr. Stevens asked about the Board being able to approve something if it's not
seen from the road. Director Murphy advised the Board has purview it can't be seen
from the street, any exterior change requires approval from the Board if in a district.
Chair Spence asked about using new casement windows of wood. Mr. Kostro
commented that he did not see anything in the guidelines regarding the requirement of
muntins. Chair Spence asked for clarification on the specifications of the windows. Mr.
Hornsby stated that the windows would be wood, pre-primed white, double paned, and

operable without muntins.
Chair Spence opened up for public comments.
There being no additional questions or comments from the Board or the audience, Chair

Spence moved to approve ARB#19-091 with the use of all wood casement windows
minus the use of muntins. Mr. Gross seconded the motion which carried unanimously.



In April 2019, we purchased 1007 Lafayette in the City of Williamsburg, and as
previously testified to the Architectural Review Board, we installed high-quality
replacement vinyl windows in place of the deteriorating and unsafe wood windows
that were in its place. We had no idea that the house was in an architectural zone,
nor did anyone along the way inform us of that - the inspector, contractor, title .
company, owner, etc. When we received a letter from the city saying that we were in

violation of the ARB code, it was a total surprise to us.

We attended the ARB meeting on August 27 and were told that our wiqdows were
declined since we should have replaced “wood with wood". We were disappointed,
of course, as re-installing windows will cost an addition $25,000, but understood

that the ARB’s hands were tied.

However, this prompted us to learn more about what the design codes actuaflly say
and we believe that we have met every mark of a provision that allows for vinyl
replacement.

We have since learned that 1007 Lafayette is in AP-3, and submit the following
information from the Design Review Guidelines, chapter 5, page 40, which deals
with “New Buildings and Additions in AP-3.” NOTE: Our home, of course, is not a
new building or addition, but on page 50 of the same document under “Existing
buildings”, the wording reaffirms what is stated on page 40. Text to follow:

Page 40: “High quality synthetic windows may be approved on a case-by-case basis.
Applicants must provide the AAMA/WDMA/CAS101/1.5.2/A440-11 certification
reference, manufacturer’s warranty (minimum 15-year), local examples of existing
installation with a duration of at least 5 years, and how long the manufacturer has
been in business (recommended length of business is at least as long as the

warranty period.)

Page 50 (Existing buildings) refers back to this paragraph: “Other window types
may be replaced with windows that are allowed in AP-3 for new buildings or
additions on a case-by-case basis.”

We have done extensive research to make sure that our windows do meet the
guidelines referenced here and are submitting documentation as such:

1 AAMA/WD_‘MA/CASlOl /1.5.2/A440-11 certification. Please see the photo
of the certification sticker from one of the windows. You will see that the last
two numbers are different -~ our certification shows -08 instead of -11, We
learned that this is based, respectively, on the 2008 testing report and the
2011 testing report. We contacted AAMA {American Architectural
Manufacturers Association) and they provided documents that show that the
expectations for the 2008 report and the 2011 report are nearly identical
(see wording in almost every category of -11 that says “Same as -08” and that
the differences refer to “secondary storm products”, “tubular daylighting
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devices”, and “skylights”. I spoke with Richard Rinka of AAMA (Technical

manager) and he said that our windows did not get tested for the 201}
ratings because it is cost prohibitive for a manufacturer to do so and since
the rating requirements had not changed for them, there was no need to
certify them for -11. He told me that you are welcome to reach out to him if
you would like for him to confirm this. 414-614-1535.

So, with this information, we believe that we meet this standard outlined by the
ARB.

2. Manufacturer’s warranty (minimum of 15 years). Our windows, installed
by Window World, come with a “Limited Lifetime Product Warranty". For
residential, it is lifetime for mainframe and 20 years for IGU & components.
We have provided this documentation. This exceeds the guideline laid out by
the ARB. (Note that we also included information that shows that Window
World has the following accolades: Good Housekeeping Seal of Approval, JD
Power, Lead-Safe Certified Firm, Energy Star, AAMA Gold Label (highest
possible), ASTM Internaton Standards, and National Fenestration Rating

Council.)

Based on this documentation, we believe that we have met and exceeded the
standard outlined by the ARB.

3. Local examples of existing installation with a duration of at least 5
years. Window World provided us with twelve examples of homes in 23185
that had these exact 4000 series windows installed. (See attached) The dates
are all in 2016 and we understand that to meet this ARB standard, you would
be looking at 2014 or earlier. However, Window World said that they
changed their record-keeping system in 2016 and that anything previously
installed is archived. As they are not archived by city, they stated that it
would be time-prohibitive to look up that exact information, but estimated
the number of homes in the area in which these were installed to be in the
“hundreds”. To confirm this, please feel free to call Karen Bailey at Window
World at 757-518-8766.

Based on what we are providing here, we believe that we have met the standard
outlined by the ARB.

4. How lc_mg th.e manufacturer has been in business (recommended length
of bu'smess is at least as long as the warranty period.) Window World has
been in business since 1995 (see attached).

Based on what we are providing, we believe that we have met and exceeded the
standard outlined by the ARB.
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5. “High-quality synthetic windows may be approved on a case-by-case
basis.”

Per the Window World salesman, Lawrence Craft, our windows ?re "vir_gm vinyl E
According to www.expert123.com, “Virgin vinyl is the term applied to vinyl that :ls ;
extruded for the first time. Regrind is the term given to vi nyl that has been extruded,
then the parts are ground up into small “pellets” and can be re‘ext'rudtla'd. Th:d't'
implication is that ‘virgin vinyl’ is purer or superior to reground. vinyl. In addi |on:i
these windows are certified by AAMA with the gold seal, which is their highest grade

rating.

Based on this information, we believe that we have met the standard outlined by the
ARB.

As you can see, we believe that we have a significant case to receive approva}l for
these windows. Of course, we understand that any future work on the exterior of the
house will need to go through the ARB, but as it was brought up in the August 27
meeting, even the ARB felt that the city has not adequately informed consumers and
residents that a board or guidelines even exist. It is not apparent to one moving

from outside the state that a city established in 1699 would consider a home in

1951 “historic”. We recommend that in the future, as also recommended by .the ARB,
that the city create a form that title companies require buyers to sign at.closmg,
establish better communication with Realtors, more apparent information on the
website (1 had to click through nine links to even find theguidelines), and a letter to
go out upon receiving word that there has been a deed transfer. These measures
would go a long way to eliminate this kind of situation, which saves the resident, the

board, and the city time and money.

We appreciate the understanding that we received at the August 27 meeting and
under the “wood for wood” standard verbally mentioned, the ARB’s hands were
tied. However, in digging deeper into the actual wording, we believe that the ARB
can now, in good conscience, approve these windows. We are asking for your

consideration based on the following:

- These are arguably the nicest windows now on Lafayette, and as many
homes on the street have old vinyl windows, this meets and exceeds the
visual standard on the street.

- The previous windows were wood and although they were unsightly and
‘unsafe, it is not logical to us that we could have kept those and somehow
been within guidelines, but newer, safer, better windows would not.

- And on the personal side, we are a Marine Corps family. My husband has
served this country and we have sacrificed for him to do so. More than we
can even say. Our intention in'moving to Williamsburg was to move away
from a city that was riddled with sex-trafficking (San Antonio) and high
incidents of roadway deaths to be in a smaller, safer town with our four
children. We have immediately jumped into the community, volunteering at
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church, participating in community activities, and our 14 year old daughter is
even a costumed Junior Interpreter at Colonial Williamsburg (brickyard). Our
10 year old son hopes to do the same in two years when he is old enough. We
love our new town and want to continue to be contributing, vibrant citizens.
It is our hope that our city will take into consideration all of the above and
will spare our family from an exorbitant and crippling expense when we have
proven that we meet the guidelines.

Thank you very much,

Rob and Camille Di Maio
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ELEGANCE & ENERGY EFFICIENCY

WINDO

4000 Series Vinyl Replacement Windows
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” Sfowcase your‘*izolmé wztb our 4000 Series Vinyl Windows. With top engrgy efficiency, exceptional
\__ﬁ}}gtﬁ,}u eautifully clean, sleek lines, theyll provide you everything you're looking for, and
m%g.&@ur promise to you, “Simply the Best for Less.”®

Energy-efficient options and a variety of stylish design choices offer numerous opportunities to customize our
4000 Series Replacement Windows to suit your needs. Choose to upgrade with our SolarZone™ glass packages
to help improve thermal performance-and ensure energy cost savings. A variety of _operational configurations
gives you the ability to select the window style that will make the most of your home. Choose from our white or
almond color offerings with options to add an interior woodgrain laminate, rich-hued exterior color, plus muitiple

distinctive grid patterns, and you can beautifully achieve your design aspirations. After Window World’s expert

Horizontal sliding windows
oﬂer a high, uninterrupted
viewing area.

instatiation, you'll rest assured knowing you've chosen the best quality windows available.
il
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Best-in+Class Features: .
© Weided, heavy-duty vinyl construction provides superior strength and durabiity while multiple
o« hollow chambers in the mainframe create sealed air spaces for an effective insulating bartier.
© Optional high-density foam throughout the mainframe offers superior thermal performance.
© The beveled exterior edge adds style and curb appeal to an already sleek design. )
© Dual- and triple-pane insulating glass creates a sealed air space between the panes thatis
enhaniced by our Duralite® warm-edge spacer system.
© Metal reinforcements at the meeting rail add further stability.
@ Recessed, opposing cam locks secure your window without interrupting sight lines.
© Heavy-duty weatherstripping and interlocking sashes help to keep weather and wind outside.
© An easiy removable latching half screen gives you the freedom to let air in while keeping pests
out. Featuring Clarity® mesh, the screen allows you to focus on what's important: the view.
© Recessed tilt latches can be released to tilt both top and bottom sashes into the horne for
easy Cleaning.
) Detent clip keeps the top sash from drifting while an inverted-coll balance system ensures
‘bath sashes will stay where you put them, no matter the' position.
@ Balance channel covers help achieve a polishied look.
@ Push-button vent latches allow for overnight ventiation while giving you added peace of mind.
D Welded combination sill featuring a deflection leg enhances rigidity and a five-degree sloped sil
directs water away from the home and eliminates unsightly weep holes.
@ Full-length, integrated ergonomic lift rails provide convenient, easy operation. Bevel on bottom
rail makes gripping easy.
@‘Series consists of double-hung, double sliding, casement, awning,basement, bay and bow,
picture, and architectural shape windows.

Sliding Window Features:

 Heavy-duty tandem rollers ensure easy, consistent operation.
¢ Two- or three-paniel configurations are available.

Energy-Saving Glass Packages:
Our SolarZone™ insulated glass packages help you save on heating and cooling costs while
also keeping your home more comfortable, In warm weather, SolarZone reduces solar heat
gain, minimizes interior glare, and lowers inside glass temperature to save energy and keep
you cool. In cold weather, SolarZone helps to control the heat inside your home by providing
thermal protection that keeps the inside glass panel warmer.

Thermal Performance Comparison * Clear Glass:

Double-Hung Sliding SolarZane:

N U-Factor SHGC U-Faclor SHGC a -
Clear Glass 0.44 057 0.44 057 SolarZone Elite: . .
Solsrzone 027028 027 027 o
SotarZone w/ Foam 0.27 0.28 na a Foam Enhancement:
SolarZone Elite 0.27 0.21 0.27 0.20
SolarZone Elite w/ Foam 0,26 0.21 n/a n/a SolarZone TG:
SolarZone 76 022 025 021 023 '
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WINDOW ACCENTS

Color Options: Interior Palette

Window World offers a wide variety

of color options to complement the

interior or exterior style of your home, : :

Classic extruded vinyl colors are 3T

¢ ied interi i White* Bronze Almond Cream Clay

ﬂmﬁ?n:ﬁgﬁemﬂyhﬁﬂligégrm e . SRS “White exigrior not available-with almond interior

finishes. The high-performance

coatings provide low-maintenance,

durable-color while combining the

‘Cocoa Forest Green Black®

*Silver and black exteriors not available with woodgrain intefiors

look of wood-crafted windows with

the energy efficiency of vinyl. Natiedi Hillside: %’,ﬁ';’,’?’- Silver

Grid Options:

From simulated divided lite grids,
which convey a historical look, to
grids-between-the-glass, which
allow for easy cleaning, Window
World's variety of grid options has
something for everyone. Grids are Available in Colonial 4 over 1
available in numerous colors, sizes Whits or Almond

and patterns to help achieve your Grids-Between-the-Glass I {illlilﬁ

desired aesthetic. AL e {‘

Craftsman

|

! |—— ==}
Double Praifie  Prairie b
by Window Sash Y

Architectural Shapes:
Many standard and custom window
shapes are available o fit a wide
range of spaces.
Circle Quarter Circle

Half Eyebrow

W 118 Shaver Street
Nortl_) Wnlkes,boro_, NC 28659 b
, OW 1-800 NEXT WINDOW | 1-800-639-8946 o

www.WindowWorld.com &
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Standa 'o'rs & A

rds Progression

AICSA 101/1.5.2/A440- "

| Aamamwwon i AAMAWDMA 1o1n.s.gNAr'=‘s-oz, AAMAWDMAICSA
e e e s T (Windows and Glass Doors AN Windows, Glass Doors - T 5 i e T
51 s categoryfTopic .+ .| AAMA/WDMA 1600/1.8.7-2000 i & Skylights) *" (windows, Doors & Skylights) *°
IS B s s, s Vs (Skylights) [Combined ANSI Standard] [CSA format] - . ©'
' T LA T L 7t (separate ANSI Standards] ot
Goneral and Window Topics

Primarily by operator type | Similarto ‘97 Reorganized per CSA format

Format
Basis of Rating IP Only 1P Primary (Metric Optional) | Same as '02
Compliance Measurement Unils 'Szzgmaa?y)wem Metric Primary (IP Secondary) |Same as ‘02
# of Product Operator Types 20 26 30
H, HS, VS, AP, C, VP, HP, Added ATD, SHD and SD;
HGD, SGD
# of Performance Classifications Five: (R, LC, C, HC, AW) Same as '97 Same as 02
: No upper timit on Grade Upper limit of 60 psf above s s '02
Peiformance Grade Caps (Design Pressure) Gateway except AW ame a
Alternative Minimum Test Sizes and _ : . ]
minimum PG for Class R Products ; ; Not included .

Force to initiate and maintain | Force to maintain motion but test

Force to maintain motion tic
and record force to initiate

US Operating Force ONLY motion
Canadian Operating Force i e Not. indudéd. 33 oA ASHSET o -| Optional
US Air Leakage 0.3 and 0.1 cfm/fl2 0.3 cfm/ft2 ONLY 0.3 and 0.1 cfm/ft2
Canadian Air Leakage Not included Optional levels Same as '02
Frame/Sash Deflection Limits AW and HC Hung ONLY AW and HC ONLY ‘Same as '02
Glass Deflection Limits Exception Noted Exoeptioﬁ‘Noted Same as '02.
Fi ash Permanent Deformation |0.4% (0.:2% for A 0.4% (0.29 0.4% forR & LC, 0.3% for C &
rarne/Sash Pemmanen ( ) 6 (0.2% for AW) HC, 0.2% for AW
Forced Entry Resistance Standard | ASTM, CMBSO, or AAMA | ASTM, CMBSO, or AAMA ASTM ONLY
Glass Strength Standard - basis of | ASTM E 1300-94 - use ASTM E 1300-00 - use weakest | ASTM E 1300-02 - use weakest
glass selection weakest glass for testing & thinnest glass for testing glass for testing
[From 1600/.S. 7} Light,
, Haze, Brittleness; Smoke,
Plastic Glazing Requirements Ignition, Combustibility, R:’e’e.""e AAMAWDMA Incorporated provisions. of
Safety glazing, Effect of 1600/1.8. 7 AAMA/WDMA 1600/1.S. 7
Weathering
Secondary Storm Products S L .. Netincluded - 1|
i . — [Added cellular PVC, fibergiass, | Added flush and molded wood
Materials Referenced aluminum, wood and vinyl | steel, fiber-reinforced PVC, and | fiber doors, and cellulosic
- ABS : : composite:materials
Lead content EFe Bl Sl ol 0,02% mab for finished framing &
) Notincluded T ws oo [cladding per ASTM E1753 (not
e R LA U R | included for hardware)
Max. 12% moisture c‘onter'nf . X
' Suitable for opaque finish Same as 02, but added formula
Wood requirements Adhesives compliant with. | S3Me as'97, but removed for determining moisture content.
D5572, D5751 and D31 1k0 D3110 Also adqed requirement for treat
Treatedper .54 -g):nucljauonsg to have a Health
Mullion Definitions and liustrat -+ : , faca fegistration no,
o= and lllustrations | Definition Only Examples & lllustrations Expanded Explanation
ary Designator E: : ]
g xample C-R25 30x 60 C-R25 760 x 1520 (30 x 60) C-R25 760 x 1520 (30 x 60)
Second; i i s R :
ary Designator (optional) i ... Notincluded ... . . ' |Added
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.08 . -
" (Windows, Doors & Skylights)

AAMAWDMA/CSA 101/1.8.2/A440-

AAMAMWDMA/CSA 101/1.8.2/A440-

1
(Windows, Doors & Skylights)

[CSA format] [CSA format]
Organized by product type,
Same as '05 performance class, malterials and
componetnis
Same as'05 Same as '08
Same as '05 Same as '08
31 36
Added POW, SSP (-CSD, -KSD,
s '05 -SGE, -SGl, -FEW, -FWI, -HWE,
Same as-'0 -HWI, -VWE, -VWI); Changed

ATD to ATW, GH to GW.

Four: (R, L.C,.CW, AW.)

[Requirements for CWsame as C | Same as '08
in'05 and must meet L/175]

Upper limit of PG 100 for R, LC, ,
CW. No limit for AW. Same as '08
Added ‘Same as '08
CW: Same as Class C in '05.

Class R Hung increased from 30

to 35 Ib. Same as '08
Class LC Hung increased from 35

0 40 Ib.

Optional, but now based on

“Normal Use" and "Cleaning & Same as '08
Maintenance" calegories

CW: Same as Class Cin'05. Same as '08
iOr,‘ett)it_?nal. CW: Same as Class C Same as ‘08
CW and AW only Same as '08
Same as '05 Same as '08
0.4% for R & L.C, 0.3% for CW, i
0.2% for AW Saime as'0d
Same as '05 Same as '08
ASTM E 1300-04 - use weakest |ASTM E 1300-09a- use weakest
glass for testing glass for testing
Same:as '05 Same as '08

VWE, -VWI)

Added SSP (-CSD, -KSD, -SGE,
-SGl, -FEW, -FWI, -HWE, -HWI, -

Same as '05

Same as '08

Same as '05, but expanded the
explanation- and added ASTM
E1613 as a confirmation test if
E1753 test is positive.

Updated testing for framing /
cla’d.ding fo parallel US EPA field
testing criteria, and expanded the
criteria for testing for lead in
hardware

removed references to “"suitable

for structural performancs",

Same as '05, but added D4442 for
determining moisture content, and

for'an opaque finish" and "suitable

Same as ‘08, but removed
reference to D4442,

Same as ‘05

New ratings and designations

Positive DP allowad fo be higher
than negative DP or PG.

Class R-PG25: Size tested 760 x
1520 mm (30 x 60 in -Casement

Class R-PG25: Size tested 760 »

1520 mm (30 x 60 in)-Casement

Same as '08
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Secondary Designator Example
DP = design pressure rating
based on lowest

Definition of "DP" and "PG airiwater/structural
performance

Use of Residential, Light

__’___—f

l;lot included

sign Pressure = 2680 Pa (60 psf)
\[l)\;eategr Penetration Resistance Test
Pressure = 680 Pa (12 psf) )
an Alr \nfiitration/Exfiitration

Commercial; Commercial, Heavy Included
Commercial-and Architectural names
in Ratings No glass breakage
o glass breakage, .
permanent damage to - Limits retests due to glass{wo
Specimen Stiuctural Damage: fasteners, hardware pars, Added disengagem preakage or hardware to
support arms or actuating
mechanisms Same as 02
o 0y &
Deglazing Sash Movement <100% <90% — S Ged drawings Tequired by
} Added laboratory test repo ASTM and additional ratings
Labaratory Test Report Per-ASTM standards requirements Qupplied by mir.
, , — e Can be used for testing if it is the
Can be used for testing 1| can pe used for testing if 1 Was | yeakest per ASTM E 1300 and
was the weakest, thinnest |10 \weakest, thinnest 91ass PeT | meets the L/175 requirement for
remperesCises g‘:;?f; gh’;ﬂ\:si 11 3?32?1 ASTM E 1300 to qualify other | o deflection, to qualify other
Broduction. e glass types in production. glass types in production.
Water Penetration Resistance 12 psf 15 psf 12 psf (US); 15 psf(CAN)
Pressure Cap ,, ——
Transoms Not included Maximum height is 700 mm Maximum height is 800 mm
; i : (e Topics specific to Doors -
Side-Hinged Exterior Doors Added SHD
Architectural Terrace Doors Added ATD
. Force to maintain motion but test
US Operating Force for SHD and record force to initiate
US Air'Leakage for SHD Same as for windows
Canadian Air Leakage for SHD Same as for windows
Force to Latch Requirement for SHD Added
Sidelites Added & Expanded
» Not included R (25,000), LC (100,000), C
‘Side-Hinged Exterior Door Systems (250,000), HC, except ATD
Operation/Cycling (500,000), HC ATD (25,000), AW,
except ATD (1,000,000), AW
= ATD (25,000)
Limited Water Rating for SHD Added
Cycle/Operating Testing for SHD Added
Hardware Water Testi
| er Testing for SHD ; Added
Vertical Load Testing for SHD B A
; 4 Per AAMA 925-03
FER Testing for Swinging Doors -
— : Added
— Topics specific to Skylights, '
#of Product Operator Types : 3 Skylights, ete..
yp Two (with 4 sub-types) Three (removed sub-types) Same as '02
Operator Type Codes' SKG. SKI :
, SKP (1,2,3; ¢
. (1.234) Added RW Same as '02
erformance Classes
- Three (R, C, HC) Same as '00 Same as '02
Performance Grade Caps No upper fimit on Grade
(Design Pressure) R-135; C-150; HC-none No limit
Performance Grade Defined by: Polsitive design pressure Sam %
= onl eas" P
Frame/Sash Permanent Set 0 4?% ofspan = Same as ‘02
. i ame as '00 \
Materials Referenced Aluminum, Wood, Vinyl e Same as '02
Fib ' ded 3 additi g v -
L ?rgl.ass. Steel ) ded 3 additionat materials: | Added additional materials
Tubular Daylighting Devices .
- Not included
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DP = 2880 Pa (60 psf)
Water Penetration Resistance Test

Pressure = 580 Pa (12 psf) Same as'08

Canadian Alr Infiltration/Exfiltration

Levq! =A3

PG = Performance Grade based

on lowest airwater/structural .
performance; DP = design Same as '08
pressure
ki k t1Y o !

Same as 05 Same as '08
Same as '05 Same as '08
Removed drawings required by

ASTM and additional ratings Same as ‘08
language

Same as '05 Same as '08
Same as ‘05 Same as '08
Same as '05 Same as '08
Same as '05 Same as'08
Same as '05 Same as ‘08

CW: Same as Class C in '05.
Measure and record force / torque
to operate dead-bolt for SHD.

Same as ‘08

Same as for windows Same as for windows

Same as for windows Same as for windows

Same as '05 Same as '08

Same as '05 Changed operator designations

R (25,000), LC (100,000), CW

(250,000), AW, except ATD Same as '08
(500,000), AW ATD (25,000)
Same as '05 Same as ‘08
Same as '05, but added
measurement of dead-boit op. Same as '08
force.
Same as '05 Same as '08
Per AAMA 925-07 (removed .
pass/fail criteria) Same as ‘08
Same as '05 Same as '08
Four Seven
Added RWG, RWP; changed
Added TDD TDD to TDDCC and TDDOC;
| dropped TDD
Two (R and CW) One (PG)
Same as '05 Same as '08
Same as '05 Same as '08
Same as '05 Same as'08
Same as'05 Same as '08
Changed to two operator
Added TDD designations, and revised testing

for closed ceiling and open

ceiling types
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SKP-C30 50 1200 x 1200 (48 48) | SKP-C30 1200 x 1200 (48 x 48)
Primary Designator Example SKP-C3048 x 48
Design Pressure (Download =
| 4800 Pa (100.0 psf); Negative
S " Design Pressure (Up:l)ﬂ) gtft?(?n
; b cluded Pa (35.0 psf); Water Penetr
Secmay DesgnerEomRe s . Resfaslange Test Pressure = 290
Pa (6.0 psf)
i i i r Sloped
Skylight Testing Orientation Lowest slope allowed Same as '00 Vertical or Slope
g'f"“gms . 1.4 to 1.5times DP Same as '00 2.0 times DP, Pos and Neg
Slass
;kgi?:ts Structural Test Load - 1.4 1o 3.0 times DP Same as '00 2.0 times DP, Pos and Neg
N o P Negative and positive pressure
Skylights Structural Test Duration seconds; Positive Pressure | Same as '00 60 seconds
60.seconds | |
Reference Standards: ;Tltle

AAMAINWWDA 101/1.8,2-97 | Voluntary Specmcatlons for Alumlnum. mel‘ (PVC) and Wood Wundows and Glass Doors
AAMAWDMA 1600/.8.7-2000 {;vOluniary S| KYLIGHTS

AAMNWDMA 101A.S: 2INAFS-02 i North Amermn Fanestrauon Standard VOIuntary Performance Speciﬁcatxon for \Mndows Skyltghts and Glass [

AAMNCSNWDMA 101II S 2IA440-05 3 Standard / Speaﬁcauon ror wlnduws doors and unit skyll
AAMNCSNWDMA 101/I S 2/M40-08 ] NAF nh Amerlwn Fenestrauon Standard I Specm

AAMAICSATWDMA 101/1.5.2/A440-11 | NAFS, North American Fenesiration Standard / Specification for windows, doors, and skylights. T
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i .
Cioss CW-PGI0 Szeested | SKG-PGI0: Size tested 1200
1200 x 1200 mm (48 x 48 in)- 3200 mm (48 * 48 In)

SKG

Positive Design Pressure (DP)=
'2,28(%5 g f)gf;’ 5'528%3?; '(r:gs,l%) Posilive Dasign Pressure .(1%75)3
or 60.0 psf (imperial); Negative (Dowardi) = 480? P%(" &t
Design Pressure (DP) = -2880 P8 ps0); Negative Design Pressur
60,0 psf) or DP = -2880 Pa (-60.0 (DP) (Uplif) = 1680 Pa (~-35.1
psf) or -2880 Pa (metric) of -60-0 %’g‘xﬁg ‘;g‘;‘eg:;':s“u = 260
psf-(imperial); ; Water Penetration | o6 1 psf) i

Resistance Test Pressure = 580 )

Pa (12.0 psf).
Sameas '05 Same as '08
2.0 times DP, Pos and 1.5 times
) DP Neg; not required to apply @
Same as ‘05 structural test load more than 100
psf higer than rated PC.
Same as 05 ‘Same as '08
Same as ‘05 Same as '08
L ]
H i
i
',;r;“““""‘“ e .
! O
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CusomeCanrivizon (11 652800 F 11 365-3780. Mt shall have no obligation under this Warra

LIMITED LIFETIME PRODUCT ?Rgféﬁéﬂw
o EASTERN REGION | REPLACEMENT PRODL S
: ‘”’daw RESIDENTIAL: LIFETIME FOR MAINFRAME 20 YEARS
it g“g COMPONENTS e
' . 10 YEARS FOR MAINFRAME, IGU & COMPONENTS
2{"23 ’%'éé's‘&m slf.:aoa & SHIPPING | TRANSFERABLE

‘ Doors, LLC ("MF) you have our assurance
lat!onslAsawmmmsaofmmOwamdoommammf&dWmMm&’sc;‘?‘ o i epttacgﬂeﬂtpmdm;

mﬁ?ﬂmmbywrnwmdmmmesasdesaibedbem.msapaﬁest!p U s oo Esvom s ‘mmﬁ
G T e bt ot et andfmoi;s (‘P&d aﬁ) i:mm providﬁrgdﬂ?e b’ﬁﬁﬁ W mhasmfptgr’m&ct The Warranty transfers to all
mm@%@gam&ﬁm%pzmidéﬁsdaﬁmemvbabuyerbaforeorvatmebnjecfs#e. TR
Upon proper notice of a caim by the Product owner (*Owner”) recelved during the warranty period and per mg?;gﬂ.sm i ( c*fm“ -)’P ,.
wﬁﬂemmt'mwmﬁhmdammmmmﬁdprwmﬁp _musmgastgniﬁw pairment in usage roduct
or an obstruction of vision through the insulated glass unit (“IGU) {collectively “Nonconformity’).

- i Clai m&ewanmd‘anoﬁmrMmkd,RMWM
Dwelling. M| wil provide Parts to comect a Nonconformity for a Claim g | : _ . ;
:smi!mma atno charge for a Claim made during the ifetime of the Product. IGU & components: at no charge fora maimrrtadew&ﬁn

20 years of the date of manufacture {"Manufacture Date”),

Commercial Application. Mi will provide Parts at no charge to comect & Nonconformity in the mainframe, IGU or components for & Claim made
within 10 years of the Manufacture Date by an Owner of a stucture other than an Owner-Occupied Residential Dwelling.. -

Labor & Shipping. Mi will provide Skilled Labor? necessary to repair the Produict and pay shipping costs for two (2) years from the Manufacture
Date. Owner is responsible for the cost of all non-skifled tabor, and for any labor or shipping costs for a Claim received more than two (2) years
after the Manufacture Date. A fee wil be charged for Inspections requested more than twa (2) years after Manufacture Date,

M shall not be respansible for the cost of labor or materials required for repairing or restoring any material or surfaces beyond the Product. Miis
not resportsble for any fabor when a complete replacement unitis provided. Owner must provide access o the interior and exterior of the Product,
and provide any scaffolding or It equipment necessary to reach Product not accessible with a 15" extension ladder, Where safe and pracicl
acoess is not avaliable, M shall be required to provide only the Parts and will not be responsible for labor. If Owner fails to appear for a scheduled
appointment, Mi may leave the Parts and/or charge a separate fee to retum and complete the servics, RPN

Modified Coverages. Laminated and painted frames: 10 years for pesking, bistering, or excessive ultraviolet discaloration s ickwean &
lass and inlegral shades: 10 years for obstruction of vision and one (1} year or sgnificant impairment in usage, Simuiated dhvided ngaye:::

coastal applications: Two (2) years for cormosion.

Warranty Claim Process. Submit claims to; Ml Customer Care, P.O. Box 370, Gratz, PA 17030 | W: www.miwindows.com | E

forNotmnicmiy..LammfedandmmdiGU&Fim(S)chermﬁmy‘k\sectsereens:TmLZ}y@rs_ﬁme conforrnity, Hardware in

Disclaimers & Limitation of Remedies, M |

cortained in this writ i “aoa 1haKeS O warmariy for Product sold as replacement product in its astem Region bavond 1

.Mmcmmwms g&ﬁﬁ PV{A;“RRAWES,, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING fw‘{, WXRnﬁfhirw wg::g mu«%

e e 07 e Dk i s 0 I COUTSE G PO, Cou o

uration-in this arranly. The remedies hersin shall bo oo e O TP wartanfies is protibited by law, they are fimited 1o the Ao
, _ £ shall be th ey et 10 the applicable.

o cwmzﬂg&w OR INCIDENTAL DAMAGES, ;WWS o o remedy regartess of M negligence. MI SHALL NOT Beﬁaw

PUNIVE D, , s URY, LOST PROFt . - 37
"1V= DAMAGES. In o avent shall ' bty excaed the price of the mmmﬁ&*’gf,;gg;sgm% m"g:?m";'g‘&ﬁ;ﬂ
dllow fmitafions on an
Eftectva Dato: Juy 15, 2015
Page 1012
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d fimitat . «clusions may not apply to you. This
implied warranty lasts, or exclusions of incidental and consequential d?“rlligsisf.i $ fafy reﬁt:mtedmngﬁ :r exclusions may
Warranty gives you specific legal fights, and you may also have otherng ._ mmasseft

‘ hall have no Stal

e N i bugaﬁmsasstaiedhemhmmsr__s_hai PV P e 46 days. THis

ent U Owner(pastorpr&sent)futﬁlm.ﬁsmo v the requisite 45 days.

233.’?52%5‘ it ot subiiting o Nofio of Legal Ciaim forn (WWWW&?:*”&@;&?A&W or extend the term.

Warranty may only be modified by a writing signed by an officer of M. Mmd omigsion -

of this Warranty. MI makes no representation regarding the useful life of M Product.

Excluded Conditons. This Warranty does ot cover, and Mi his no oblgation o respond W'a”m'y cz::? ;ma: :V:smaa :YE T

e ! ) Hati tmw . ofthaProdud de?‘gﬂm . m . . L O L,
ol P e o per nerporteProdu o th g emlope; nlaton ' napproets o o
notin corformance with M| nstalation instructions, AAMA or ASTM instaflation standards, or 6000 B ngm e s

» Normal wear and tear, aging, weathering, or corrosion; l_ad;gf‘pgduci maiwmnmww;oram; moisture or condensation. Nom
weathering includes the gradual fading, chalking, or darkening of any Co! face. o | -

« Glass breakage; glass blemishes, scratches, or other imperfections gliowable for standard B grade glass under applicable ASTM standards; or
reflaction of solar energy (sunlight) off of the Produdt. - » o _ S e

+ Alerations or modifications of the Product or components, such as field mulls, mhsta&aﬁon; application of ints or fitmis, caulk, or paint finishes;
installaton of security systems or window coverings; o sources of undue stiess, pressure, water, heat,orcold. e

+ Powerwashing or the use of harsh chemicals such as brick wash, acids; salts, abrasive cleaners, o solvents; Adls of God, or any other condifon

or cause beyond Mf's control,
Tis Warranly’ covers only Product confirmed to have a Noncoriformity, Where product testing occurs, Qwner must give M1 prior nofice :
cpportuny o observe, and ety anfiipatedtest methads. Wilhou s prior agroement, Mi shall ot be required o respond lo testing fesuls o
exirapolations to non-tested Product, nor shall it contribute to the cost of testing. M is not responsible for determining hesuitabﬁy of its products
for surrounding building components or wall design. .
MI products s tested In accordance with procadures estabiished by AAMA and NFRC. The tesis measure the performance of sample products
ina laboratory setiing. Mi manufactures its products using the methods and matertals used in fabrication of the tested product. However, product

“components and manufacturing processes involve a range of tolerances which can cause variance among tested values, and in-field evaluation of

‘a product can affect test results as well. For these reasons, Mi does not warrant its test results. ;

“The thenmal performance of many window products are enhianced by insertion of gases into the inner Space of the IGU. Given the nature of these

gases and technology used to manage them, MI does not warrant specific gas retention or fill levels and performance variation may occur, .

.Requirement Befér'e Initiating Legal Proceeding. Before inifiating a legal medhgaganst MI under any !egai cory. an Cwher (past or
present). s frst give: M nofice.of s dntent 10 flo @ lagal cii Ly iling ol and subriting e Noico of Logl Gl form et 2
mwi?gﬂmcm mwaﬂf;davf; aifwrsubgiftﬁng the Nofice of Legal Claim to initiate a legal procesding in order to allow
warranty service requests, ‘ under Warranty Claim Process for standard
Window Safety. Screens on M! products are intended to keep out insects and are not intended to provide security or for the retention of persans

or abjects. Fall prevention devices, such as window opening control devices, can be instalied on windows in order to lessen the risk of accider
Fabs. If el prevention devices are desired or required for  window, check with your distibutor for options _;ﬁem‘? R

" MP's Eastem Region is all states within The Unitad States other than AK. AZ. CA. CO. MT, NM, - AR

Occipiex oo o e VITBE Siaies oiner han AR, AZ, CA, CO, HI, 1D, MT, NM, NV, OR, UT, WA, and WY

2 Qwner-Occipied Residential Dwelling includes any sinale-famib detached | . « AW, NV, OR, UT, WA, and WY,

i"é?«?” residence, ol any singfe-family deteched home, townhome, or condorrinium unit used by the Owner s hisher
¥ Skilfed Labor is labor provided where the work to repai - : » , o '
ava!ablemmner.hﬁnorrepam,ssmasmpbchgasmqmﬁml ."Wm{:wiee.igeorsiﬂﬁs not possessed by Owner or tools rot

Effectve Dal: Juy 15, 2016
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https:/lwww.windawworld Lom/about

Don't just take our word for it.

We take great pride in delivering top-quality products and
unbeatable service. The respect we earn from customers
and experts alike has helped us become America's largest
exterior remodeler. But don’t just take our word for it — take

theirs.

% ‘ Si;un * l’oy/

SLBanry: sl es®

i
i’
Standards Worldwide

9/4/19, 12:461



Jauuesgwe) Yjm pauuess

ud Window World of Tidewater Virginia
wrld |
“Sirply the Best for Less™ Note : Customer Ligt
9/3/2019 5:11 P : f

-""""“é'" 3

mmmmm SRV 318 E;”‘”"v'%“.. ;_,:_e;-g;aa/b""””’??" ',:_'." . '_'_‘u'?““'"ﬁn’r"_"l"ﬁ . st
156 SECOND STREET 23185 2-3-20 b

M D‘\mo;o
Jhe bt Qddress ang,

HO00 Seriey ua\m\mob cund lﬂ&l.c\“ o[a‘les
O written mut o addrar |

i



Remodeling Rankings.

Wlndow World Tops National

- Qur promise to you is straightforward: Superior Products, Professionally

WELCOME TO THE WINDOW WORLD FAMILY.

AOur Story. -

It all began in 1995 ‘with the unique vision and energetic passion of one man with a drean
- to develop a home improvement company with a moral compass like no other,

He would offer only the finest quality products with distinction and integrity - and do so at
the lowest possible price. Quite simply, the best for less.

He set out to break the mold and change the remodeling industry. And did he ever.

Today, we are America's Largest Replacement Window and Exterior Remodeling Compa
We are proud to offer beautiful, world-class products from industry-leading manufacturers
windows, siding and other professional-grade exterior building products. Our manufacturir
partners demonstrate a proven record for superior craftsmanship, enduring quality, and
genuine value. Our combined professionalism and expertise are further assurance that
Window World is an excellent selection for your home.

We also take pride in our companywide commitment
to customer happiness. From start to finish, our
knowledgeable and friendly teams provide you with
the exceptional customer care and attention to detail :
you can expect from the Window World brand. < AN &

Window World Named Number One Replacement Window
and Exterior Remodeling Company.

Window World has been ranked number one replacement contractor nationwide in

Remodeling magazine's "Remodeling 550" and the largest exterior remodeling company
in Qualified Remodeler's "Exterior Top 200."

Our Promise.
We do our best on every job, every day, because at Window World we frust that
a great job today will bring referrals from family, friends, and neighbors tomorrow.

Installed, at a Guaranteed Low Price — Simply the Best for Less.®
Welcome to Window World.

Tammv Whitwarth
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1007 LAFAYETTE ST ‘ P P = i i 8 g s A

Location 1007 LAFAYETTE ST Mblu 434/ 01/ 07/ 017/ 18
Parcel # 434-01-07-017,18 Owner 1007 LAFAYETTE LLC
Business Name Taxable Status Non-Exempt
Subdivision Willlamsburg West NBHD West Williamsburg
Parcel Usage Single-Family (Rental) Assessment $325,600
PID 1098 Building Count 1

Legal Description WEST WILLIAMSBURG BLOCK ARB District AP-3 f(’

7 L0T 17,18
Grade School MWES
Middle School BMS High School LHS
Sign District RES Voting Precinct SKR
Zoning RS-3 Fiood Plain 0
Flood Map 510294-005-B Total Acres 0.129
Street/Road
CUrrent'Vafue
. e e . As;essment e R S S TSI = S s
Valuation Year Improvements Land Tota!l
2020 $170,600 $155,000 $325,600
Parcel ‘Addreses’
Additional Addresses

No Additional Addresses avallable for this parcel

1of4
9/4/19,5:53 1
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WILLIAMSBURG ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
September 24, 2019

Page 1

ARCHITECTURAL PRESERVATION DISTRICT

ARB#19-105:

1007 Lafayette, LLC/1007 Lafayette Street/AP-3

This is a request for the after-the-fact installation of 20 vinyl windows
in the single-family dwelling. The applicant replaced the existing
wood windows with vinyl windows from Window World. Information
on the windows is attached for the Board to review. The applicant
installed a mixture of 1/1 and divided light windows as shown on the
photos included with your packet. The Board reviewed the request at
your August 27, 2019 meeting (ARB#19-090). A copy of the minutes
for that meeting is attached.

Staff received a complaint that the windows were replaced at this
location. A site visit revealed the original wood windows were
replaced with vinyl windows and a violation letter was sent to the
owner on July 24'2019.

This property is located in the AP-3 Zone of the Architectural
Preservation District and the Existing Buildings section on page
50 of the Design Review Guidelines pertains to this request. The
building contained true divided light wood windows. The Design
Review Guidelines state “existing wood windows should be retained
and repaired. If restoration is not possible then copies of the original
window matching the existing sash and frames with duplicates in
wood form and details will be required.”

Our records indicate this dwelling was constructed in 1951, is known
as the Thompson House and is located in the West Williamsburg
neighborhood.

The applicant has noted in their request that the Design Review
Guidelines state “Other window types may be replaced with windows
that are allowed in AP-3 for new buildings or additions on a case-by-
case basis”. That is true for the two aluminum windows the applicant
mentioned existed on the rear. This section refers to other window
types that exist in the building and not replacing wood windows with
other window types. The Design Review Guidelines are very clear
on what is allowed for wood windows. It recommends the restoration
and repair and if restoration or repair is not possible then duplicates in
wood following the early form and details is required.



WILLIAMSBURG ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
September 24, 2019

Page 2

Staff has reviewed the request and recommends removal of the vinyl
windows for replacement with copies of the original wood windows in
accordance with the Design Review Guidelines for all but the two
aluminum windows. Staff makes this recommendation because the
original windows have been destroyed and if the original windows
needed replacing the Design Review Guidelines recommended
copies of the original wood windows. The Board may approve on a
case-by-case basis vinyl clad wood, pre-finished aluminum clad wood
or high quality synthetic windows for the two windows that were not
wood as stated by the applicant at the August meeting.

Carelio . Hesphy

Carolyn A. Murphy, AICP
Planning and Codes Compliance Director
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A meeting of the Architectural Review Board was held on September 24, 2019, at 6:30 in the
Stryker Center, 412 N. Boundary Street.

1.

CALL TO ORDER

Chair Scott Spence called the meeting to order.

ROLL CALL

Present in addition to Chair Spence was Board members Ken Gross, Andrew
Edwards, David Stemann, Mark Kostro Michael Stevens and Donald Koehler. Staff
members present were Planning & Codes Compliance Director Carolyn Murphy and
Planning Clerk Heather Moore.

CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS

Chair Spence explained the consent agenda procedure to the audience stating that if
an application is in full compliance with the Design Review Guidelines, it is placed
on the consent agenda. If no member of the Board has any questions regarding the
application and concurs that it is in full compliance with the Guidelines, the audience
is asked if they are present to discuss any case on the Consent Agenda. If there is no
one in the audience present to discuss any item on the Consent Agenda, those
applications are approved as submitted and the applicants dismissed without further
discussion.

SIGN#19-036: OYO Hotel/505 York Street — Monument - CP Sign
District - Approved

ARB#19-107:  BMZ Development, LLC/705 Goodwin Street — Accessory
Structure - Fence -- AP-2 -- Approved

ARB#19-108: Econo Lodge/216 Parkway Drive — Exterior Change -
Modification to front elevation — CP -- Approved

Chair Spence opened up for public comments.

Moved by Spence, seconded by Gross, the Board approved the Consent
Agenda by a roll called vote of 7-0:

Ayes: Edwards, Spence, Gross, Stevens, Stemann,
Kostro, and Koehler



4.

REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS

SIGNS
SIGN#19-034:  Sotherly Hotel/306 South Henry Street — Freestanding
& Building — Approved

Jason Hill, Fine Signs, provided the Pantone color comparison to the
approved colors in the Guidelines for the request. It was stated that the sign
would be externally illuminated, for primary use in the daytime & that the colors
were logo colors.

Moved by Edwards, seconded by Gross, the Board approved the
application as submitted by a roll call vote of 7-0:

Ayes: Edwards, Spence, Gross, Stevens, Stemann,
Kostro, and Koehler

ARCHITECTURAL PRESERVATION DISTRICT
ARB#19-104: Blakely/718 College Terrace — Exterior Change — New
Storm Door & New Color for Front Door — Approved

Ken Blakely, owner, presented the proposed new front door color and storm
door replacement. He stated that the new storm door would be white Pella
aluminum full-view storm door. For the front door, they would like to paint a
brighter red (SW-7588 Show Stopper). The Board stated they had no
objections to the proposed changes.

Moved by Spence, seconded by Kostro, the Board approved the request
as submitted by a roll call vote of 7-0.

Ayes: Edwards, Spence, Gross, Stevens, Stemann,
Kostro, and Koehler

ARB#19-105: 1007 Lafayette LLC/1007 Lafayette Street — Exterior
Change — Window Replacement — Denied

Rob and Camille DiMaio, owners, stated that at the last meeting they were
told wood for wood and feel that they have found new information that may
help in their quest for approval to keep the vinyl windows that they had installed
without approval. She stated that the windows that they have had installed
meet the Guidelines that are listed on page 40, the information Mrs. DiMaio
gathered was presented to the Board.

Chair Spence explained that the Guidelines state: if you live in the AP district,
and have wood windows they need to be preserved. If the windows are unable
to be preserved they will need to be replaced with wood windows that replicate
the windows that were original to the house. He went on to clarify that if the
house does not have wood windows for example aluminum, metal, etc., that
vinyl may be allowed to be a substitute if certain criteria are met. There was
some discussion on what the Guideline’s intentions were with the term “other.”

Architectural Review Board
September 24, 2019
Page 2



Mr. DiMaio stated that there is an eclectic mix of windows in the neighborhood
and by being allowed to keep the current installed vinyl windows will not look
out of place at their location. He feels the Board is within their right to approve
the application based on their professional judgment on a case-by-case basis.
He also stated that there is no notice to new owners in the City about the
process, nothing is stated at closing.

The Board expressed their sympathy at the situation. However, Mr.' Stemann
stated that because this has been brought before them before they are
incumbent to be consistent in their enforcement of the Guidelines. The Board
feels that the Guidelines are clear in how to handle window replacements in

the preservation areas.

Moved by Spence, seconded by Gross, the Board denied the request for
the after-the-fact replacement of wood windows with vinyl windows
because the replacement with vinyl windows is not in accordance with
the Design Review Guidelines by a vote of 6-1. The Board approved the
after-the-fact replacement of two aluminum windows on the rear with
vinyl windows since the vinyl windows meet the Design Review
Guidelines for windows other than wood by a vote of 6-1:

Ayes: Edwards, Spence, Gross, Stevens, Stemann,
Kostro
Nays: Koehler
ARB#19-109: Brooks/112 Jefferson Street/Addition — Approved

Jason Robins, representative, was present for any questions that the Board
may have regarding the project. There was a screened-in porch that the owner
was enclosing and the City received a complaint that there was construction
being done without a permit. Now the application is before the Board, the
project is mid-way of being complete. The window and door have been
salvaged from the home and relocated into the addition. The siding installed
on the addition is vinyl with the main house containing aluminum. Mr. Robins
stated that they are using vinyl siding because they were unable to find an
aluminum product manufactured today that matches the previous product. The
roof on the porch leaked so the roof was replaced with the same color and type
of shingle. Mr. Robins stated that the small addition will be used for a water
heater, washer and dryer, and a small bathroom.

Mr. Koehler confirmed that there have been no inspections during the course of
the project. It was confirmed and stated that all inspections will be forthcoming
if approval is granted by the Architectural Review Board.

Moved by Edwards, seconded by Stevens, the Board approved the
Architectural Review Board
September 24, 2019
Page 3



application as submitted by a roll call vote of 7-0.

Ayes: Edwards, Spence, Gross, Stevens, Stemann,
Kostro, and Koehler

CONCEPTUAL REVIEW
ARB#19-106: BMZ Development, LLC/705 Goodwin Street — Conceptual
Review — Screen Porch to Sunroom

Benny Zhang, owner, and John Huie, AAPCO & Family Co, were presented
to discuss the proposed material conceptually. Mr. Huie proposed a Korad
system and presented the Board a sample and information on the system to
enclose the existing screened porch at 705 Goodwin Street.

The Board after discussion stated that the proposed Korad system did not
meet the Design Review Guidelines which state “no manufactured building
system” is allowed. Mr. Huie stated they could design a full window design for
the porch if the Board thought that was acceptable. The Board stated a
window design may be acceptable if the design fits the house and
neighborhood and materials are used that are common in the area. The Board
also stated that they would need to see architectural elevations and drawings
for any future application. The sketches submitted with tonight's application
are not acceptable for a final application submittal.

OTHER
A. Minutes: September 10, 2019
Moved by Spence, seconded by Gross the Board approved the minutes
as submitted by a roll call vote of 5-0-2
Ayes: Edwards, Spence, Gross, Stevens, and Stemann
Abstain: Kostro, Koehler

There being no additional business before the Board, the meeting adjourned at 7:47

= TJMW _

Heathe#N. Moore
Planning Clerk

Architectural Review Board
September 24, 2019
Page 4



i CITY OF WILLIAMSBURG

— Planning and Codes Compliance Department

September 25, 2019

1007 Lafayette LLC

Rob & Camille Dimiao

4909 Settlers Market Boulevard
Williamsburg, VA 23188-2291

RE: ARB#19-090: 1007 Lafayette Street
After-the-Fact Window Replacement from Wood to Vinyl
After-the Fact Window Replacement (two windows on rear from Aluminum to
Vinyl)

Mr. & Mrs. Dimiao:

Please let this letter and attached completed copy of the application for the City of
Williamsburg, Architectural Review Board (ARB) serve as official notice of the ARB
denial for your request for after-the-fact approval for the replacement of wood windows
with vinyl windows in the dwelling located at 1007 Lafayette Street. The Board denied
the request because the Design Review Guidelines state “existing wood windows
should be retained and repaired and if restoration is not possible then copies of the
original window matching the existing sash and frames with duplicates in wood form and
details will be required.” The Board did approve the replacement of two aluminum
windows on the rear with vinyl windows.

According to the Section 21-857 of the City of Williamsburg Zoning Ordinance this
decision may be appealed to City Council:

Sec. 21-857. - Appeals.
(a) Appeals from architectural review board to city council.

(1) Any persons aggrieved by any decision of the architectural review board shall
have the right to appeal the decision to the city council. An appeal shall be
filed with the zoning administrator within 30 days after the final decision of the
review board. The city council shall schedule a public hearing on the appeal
not more than 45 days after the first council meeting following the receipt of
the appeal.

(2) On any appeal, the final decision of the review board appealed from shall be
stayed pending the outcome of the appeal before the council, except that the
filing of such petition shall not stay the decision of the review board if such
decision denies the right to raze, demolish or move a building in the
architectural preservation district.

401 Lafayette Street, Williamsburg, Virginia 23185-3617 / (757) 220-6130 / fax (757) 259-3798 / planning@williamsburgva.gov



1007 Lafayette LLC
August 28, 2019
Page two

(3) The city council may affirm, reverse or modify the decision of the review
board, in whole or in part. The same standards shall be applied by the council
as are established for the review board.

The fee to appeal the decision of the Architectural Review Board to City Council is
$300.00 which must be submitted with the appeal request.

(b) Appeals from city council to the circuit court. Any persons aggrieved by the
decision of the city council shall have the right to appeal such decision to the
circuit court for a review. Such appeal shall be taken by filing a petition at law,
setting forth the alleged illegality of the action of city council, provided such
petition is filed within the 30 days after the final decision is rendered by the city
council. The filing of the appeal shall stay the decision of the council pending the
outcome of the appeal to circuit court, except that the filing of such petition shall
not stay the decision of the city council if such decision denies the right to raze,
demolish or move a building in the architectural preservation district. The court
may reverse or modify the decision of the city council in whole or in part, if it finds
upon review that the decision of the city council is contrary to law or that its
decision is arbitrary and constitutes an abuse of discretion, or it may affirm the
decision of the city council.

Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional information.

Sincerely,

CorolpoQ. Heuphy

Carolyn A. Murphy, AICP
Planning and Codes Compliance Director



CHAPTER V
ARCHITECTURAL PRESERVATION DISTRICTS

In Architectural Preservation Districts designs for new buildings should be
compatible with other buildings in the district and need not imitate existing buildings in
order to be compatible. Well-designed modern buildings may be considered in
Architectural Preservation Districts when they respect the scale and character of
surrounding existing buildings and are compatible and complimentary. As appropriate
to the modern design, exceptions may be granted to certain specific requirements of
these guidelines.

Due to different characteristics of buildings in Architectural Preservation Districts the
District is broken into the following three zones with each zone having its own
guidelines:

AP-1 District contains the Colonial Williamsburg Historic Area, areas adjacent to the
Colonial Williamsburg Historic Area, the old campus of William and Mary, and the
National Register Historic Districts of Pollard Park and Chandler Court.

FG »

DOG Street Pub (1929-31)
402 West Duke of Gloucester Street
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Community Building (1998) - 401 North Boundary Street
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AP-2 District contains the older neighborhoods surrounding the AP-1 District, such as
College Terrace, Burns Lane, Indian Springs, West Williamsburg and Capitol Landing
Road.

i )

Tribe Square (2011) — 249 Richmond Road Harwood House (1950) — 104 Adams Street

i i,

McLendon House (2013) — 302 Page Street

Morecock House (1895, r 2012) — 319 Capitol Landing Rd Brooks House (2009) — 518 South England St
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AP-3 District contains post World War Il Colonial Revival and more modern style
dwellings such as those located in Pinecrest, Capitol Court, Crispus Attucks and West
Williamsburg Heights (including all of the Arts and Cultural District).

The Arts and Cultural District is a subset of AP-3 and allows for more design
freedom of paint colors, sign colors and site elements to distinguish this area from
other areas in the City.

(1939) - 711 Hamilton Street

> - e = -“ﬁ'L'."__ s,
Russell House (1975) - 418 Harriet Tubman Drive
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TADA Beads - 1001 Richmond Road

Currently Elephant’s Tale (1930) - 901 Richmond Road
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ARCHITECTURAL CHARACTER

Design review within Architectural Preservation Districts is intended to protect and to
preserve the historic architectural fabric of buildings from inappropriate renovations, to
create an atmosphere for compatible future growth, to prevent the intrusion of adverse
environmental influences, and to assure that new buildings will be in keeping with the
character of older neighborhoods within Architectural Preservation Districts.

These guidelines describe a range of prescriptive architectural practices that can
be employed in numerous ways, but still assure that any new construction,
addition or alteration of existing buildings is done in such a way as to
complement and contribute to the existing scale and character of the district.
Architecture for new buildings or additions should not replicate or imitate historic
buildings, but be an evolution of and compatible with Williamsburg's design
traditions, forms and materials.

Replications of 18" century buildings are not acceptable.

Traditional architectural styles associated with Williamsburg provide flexibility of
design and innovative possibilities for responding to the existing pattern of
development within the district, thus fitting into and building up patterns that are
consistent in each zone. This includes Georgian, Queen Anne and colonial
revival styles as well as bungalows and four square forms.

Adaptations of these architectural styles ensure long-term compatibility within the
city and enhance opportunities for adaptive use of buildings.

Exceptional contemporary architectural designs should address the unique site
requirements and relate successfully to nearby styles and architecture.
Sensitively designed modern architecture contributes vitality and cultural
continuity to these districts. In particular, public buildings in the city are typically
of modern design.

The creative use of non-traditional materials will be reviewed on a case-by-case
basis depending on the design of the building.

-
I
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William Byrd House (1771) - 410 West Francis Street
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APPROVAL OF NEW MATERIALS

The Architectural Review Board will continue to review new materials on a regular
basis. New materials may be presented to the Board during any regular meeting, and
should include a sample of the material and the manufacturer's specifications for the
material. If the Board determines that the Design Review Guidelines should be
amended to include the new material, the Board may initiate an amendment to the
Guidelines in accord with Article IX, Architectural Review, Sec. 21-853(h), of the Zoning
Ordinance.

Modern window

Wood Siding (left)  Cementitious Siding (right)

601 Wythe Lane
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ARCHITECTURAL PRESERVATION DISTRICT (AP-3)

This District contains neighborhoods that were constructed post World War 1l Colonial
Revival and a more modern style dwelling which includes the Pinecrest, Capitol Court
Crispus Attucks and the Arts and Cultural District.

The Arts and Cultural District is a subset of AP-3 and allows for more design freedom of
paint colors, sign colors and site elements to distinguish this area from other areas in
the City. Specifically, Chapter V, windows (page 40), Chapter V, acceptable colors
(page 47), and Signs Chapter VIlI, Page 7 describe guidelines that are uniquely
applicable in the Arts and Cultural District.

(1939) — 711 Hamilton Street

Russell House (1975) — 418 Harriett Tubman Drive (1950) — 708 Tanyard Street
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NEW BUILDINGS AND ADDITIONS - (AP-3)

New designs should contribute to existing buildings located in the district. Additions and
alterations should be compatible with existing building designs with the use of high
guality building materials.

e New buildings and additions should be constructed of brick, horizontal wood
siding, vinyl, aluminum or cementitious siding. Wood shingles may be
appropriate depending on the specific design.

e If vinyl siding is approved for use, it shall meet the following standards:

Standard: ASTM D3679 is the accepted industry standard for quality.
Thickness: A minimum of 0.042 inches is required for impact resistance
and durability.

Style: A beaded siding with a minimum of 6.5 inches of exposure is
required.

Color: White, ivory, and other soft, colonial style colors are
recommended.

Applicants must provide specifications of their vinyl siding and trim details
with their application. The specifications must address the items listed
above. When applying vinyl siding over existing siding it is important to
consider retaining trim details with their applications.

e Materials such as metal siding, tiled faced or ceramic-faced masonry units and
synthetic stucco are not allowed.

e Wood siding should be horizontal with a six to eight inch exposure.

e Side and rear elevations should relate to the design elements and materials of
the front elevation.

e Any wall should be built of not more than two materials, and those materials
should change along a horizontals line such as a floor line or gable end. The
heavier material such as brick should always be below the lighter material such
as wood.

e Small additions may be constructed with the same type of siding that is on the
building provided it matches the existing siding material in color, size and
thickness.

e Solid synthetic trim may be allowed on a case-by-case basis.

e All wood siding, wood shingles and wood trim shall be sealed with paint or an
opaque stain.

e Mortar used for brick should be buff or gray. White mortar is not recommended.

]
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DOORS - (AP-3)

e Entrance doors should be wood or fiberglass with panels or some variation
thereof. Windows, side lights and transoms in entrance doors are permitted,
provided that they are proportioned and appropriate to the specific style of the
building.

Flush doors with applied trim are not permitted.

e Garage doors, utilities doors, and service doors should be painted wood, steel,
aluminum or fiberglass and should correspond with the style of the building.

e Storm doors should be made of painted wood or aluminum. Storm doors should
relate to the architectural character of the entrance.

e Screen doors should be made of wood or aluminum with full view, shuttered, or
appropriate for the specific style of the building.
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WINDOWS, STORMS, SHUTTERS AND AWNINGS - (AP-3)

Windows contribute to the fagade of a building and will be evaluated on (1) the pattern
of the openings and their size; (2) proportions of the frame and sash; (3) configuration of
window panes; (4) muntin profiles; (5) material; (6) paint color; (7) characteristics of the
glass; and (8) details or decorative elements.

Wood, vinyl clad wood, or pre-finished aluminum clad wood windows are
allowed.

High quality synthetic windows may be approved on a case-by-case basis.
Applicants must provide the AAMA/WDMA/CAS101/1.S.2/A440-11 certification
reference, manufacturer's warranty (minimum 15-year), local examples of
existing installation with a duration of at least 5 years, and how long the
manufacturer has been in business (recommended length of business is at least
as long as the warranty period).

Windows in the Arts and Cultural District must have muntins on the exterior.
Windows located in AP-3 outside of the Arts and Cultural District may have
muntins on the interior or exterior of the glass.

Windows should be rectangular single, double, or triple hung or operable
casement type.

Semi-circular, circular, or hexagonal windows are permitted, but with minimal
application.

Windows on the ground floor should be the same proportion but slightly larger
than windows on upper floors.

Window openings in upper floors should be centered directly over openings in
the ground floor whenever possible.

Openings in gable ends should be symmetrical.

Window openings should be at least three feet from building corners.

Total glazed area on the street frontage should not exceed 30 percent of the total
surface.

Storm windows should be full view and constructed of wood or aluminum.

An energy panel (interior storms) is an alternative to exterior storms and does not
require approval from the Architectural Review Board.

Shutters if proposed must be painted wood, vinyl or high quality composite
shutters that are sized to fit the opening with appropriate hardware.

Metal shutters are not allowed.

Shutters nailed to the side of a building are not allowed.

Awnings if used must be made of fabric with side panels to cover the
undercarriage. Vinyl and metal awnings are not allowed.

S T ]
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(1947) - 712 Monument Avenue
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ROOES - (AP-3)

The types of wood-framed roofs typically fall into categories of symmetrical gables,
gambrels, or hip roofs. Gables are the most prevalent. One-story primary roofs should
have slopes not less than 7:12 and no steeper than 14:12. Two-story primary roofs may
be as low as 4:12 and no steeper than 14:12. Secondary roofs may have slopes less
than 7:12 depending on the material used (i.e. metal roof over porches can be less than
7:12; whereas a shingle roof should be not less than 7:12). On residential structures,
flat roofs should be used only as occupiable areas directly accessible from the outdoors.
These must have appropriate parapets and railings.

Wood shingles, slate, architectural grade fiberglass shingles, metal shingles, high
guality synthetic slate, textured concrete shingles and standing seam metal roofs
are permitted. High quality synthetic slate roofs must meet the following
minimum standards: Impact UL 2218-Class 4, Accelerated Weathering ASTM
4798-little or no color changes, and Freeze-thaw ICC-ES Acceptance Criteria
ACO7 Section 4.9—no crazing, cracking or other adverse surface changes, which
must be provided with the application.

Shiny metal roofs, exposed aluminum or exposed galvanized metal roofs,
ceramic or synthetic ceramic roofing tiles, stamped metal decorative roofing
panels, flat roofs, plastic, vinyl or other synthetic type of roofs are not permitted.
Metal roofs are recommended for porch roofs or ancillary elements and should
be copper or gavalume type. Other colors may be acceptable on a case-by-case
basis.

Non-glossy colored anodized metal roofs should be gray, black, brown, dark
green or other earth tones. Flashing may be copper, vinyl or anodized
aluminum.

Copper roofs, gutters and flashing should not be painted or sealed but should be
permitted to age naturally.

Gable roof ends should have a minimum overhang of 12 inches.

Steep gable roofs like the “Swiss Chalet” shall not be used (pitches in excess of
14:12).

Single plane pitch roofs i.e. shed roofs for houses shall not be used on the main
house but can be used on wings.

Roof penetrations should be on the rear slope of roofs and painted to match the
color of the roof. Skylights or solar panels should be mounted on the rear slope
of the roof, colored to match the roof and not be visible from the street.

Dormers should have gabled, hipped, or shed roofs.

Shiny metal roof vents, fireplace stacks, plumbing vents or other pipes are not
acceptable.

Gutters and downspouts should be made of copper or aluminum and may be
half-round or ogee. Where gutters are not used, it is recommended that brick,
concrete or gravel be placed at the drip line.
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PORCHES, DECKS, TERRACES, STOOPS AND RAILS - (AP-3)

Porches with a narrow frontage should be no less than six feet deep, while
porches with a wide frontage should be at least eight feet deep.

Porches and stoops should be constructed of wood and contain appropriate
sized columns and rails for the design.

Terraces may be constructed using masonry elements that are consistent with
the structure.

Vinyl and other synthetic materials are not acceptable, except that solid synthetic
materials will be considered on a case-by-case basis. Samples of proposed
materials must be submitted with the application.

Materials for railings may be wood, wrought iron, steel or aluminum and should
be designed to complement the architectural design of the building. Synthetic
rails will be considered on a case-by-case basis.

Face nailed balusters to a bottom and top rail are not acceptable.

Screened porches should be located on the side or rear of the building.

Columns are preferred to be Tuscan or Doric orders, although other types exist
within the area. When used, columns should have correct proportions and
profiles as described in The American Vignola and other traditional pattern
books.

Columns may be made of wood, although certain grades of fiberglass columns
and cellular PVC are acceptable.

All posts should be at least five inches in least dimension.

Wood columns and posts should be sealed with paint or opaque stain.

Modern deck designs are not appropriate in a front yard or if visible from a public
street.

Stoops at secondary entrances should be made of wood, brick or concrete. If
made of concrete the sidewalls and stair risers should be faced with brick.
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CHIMNEYS - (AP-3)

e Chimneys can be used but are not required. They should be constructed of
brick (unpainted) or if constructed with the same material as the siding of the
building, painted to match the building.

e Stucco is not permitted.

Chimneys should be capped to conceal spark arresters.

¢ Primary chimneys should be rectilinear in design and should have a corbelled

termination in keeping with existing types.

OUTBUILDINGS — (AP-3)
e Outbuildings must meet the same criteria (i.e. walls, openings, roof etc.) as noted
above for the main building.
e Metal outbuildings are not permitted.
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FENCES — (AP-3)

Wood, aluminum and wrought iron fences that are in keeping with a residential
scale are permitted. The maximum height allowed for fences located in a front
yard is four feet with up to six feet being allowed for a side or rear yard.
Salt-treated wooden fences must be painted or stained.

Chain-link, wire, plastic, and vinyl fences are not permitted.

The finished side must face the street and/or adjoining properties.

Fences should contribute to the site’s character and not detract from the site’s
principal architectural features and should be compatible with adjacent sites.
Fences that disrupt the harmony of the streetscape by breaking up established
architectural rhythms are discouraged.

i
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SITE ELEMENTS, SITING AND LANDSCAPE FEATURES — (AP-3)

Site elements should contribute to the site’s character and not detract from the
site’s principal architectural features and should be compatible with adjacent
sites.

Mechanical equipment and trash facilities should be located in a side or rear yard
and screened with a fence which must be stained or painted to match the
building.

Retaining walls if visible from the street shall be constructed of brick. Retaining
walls not visible from the street may be constructed of brick, stone, block, timber
or smooth finished concrete. If rails are required they should be constructed of
wrought iron or aluminum and colored to blend in with the building.

Site furnishings such as tables, chairs, benches, planters, flower pots, light poles,
trash containers, bike racks and the like, must be submitted and approved by the
Board on a case-by-case basis.
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ACCEPTABLE COLORS — (AP-3)

e Buildings shall be stained or sealed a natural earth tone or should be painted
using colors from the following Benjamin Moore Williamsburg color palette.
Colors with an ** and highlighted in red are not allowed for the body or siding of a
building. If used they would be limited to doors, shutters, trim and windows.

White and Tan Color Range

Harwood Putty CW-5
Geddy White CW-20
Palace Tan CW-35
Bracken Cream CW-105
Bracken Biscuit CW-120
Timson Sand CW-140
Raleigh Tan CW-190
Galt Peach CW-210**
Bruton White CW-710

Capitol White CW-10
Williamsburg Stone CW-25
Lime White CW-95

Calcite CW-110**

Brush Beige CW-125

Brick House Tan CW-145
Chowning’'s Tan CW-195
Byrd Beige CW- 365

Brown and Black Color Range

Raleigh Sorrell CW-135
Dixon Brown CW-160
Tucker Chocolate CW-175**
Reid Brown CW-260
Lampblack CW-695

Gray Color Range
Tavern Gray CW-40
Finnie Gray CW-55
Pelham Gray CW-70**
Randolph Gray CW-85**
Pearl CW-640**
Bracken Slate CW-690**
Bone Black CW-715

Red Color Range
St. George Red CW-245**
Nicholson Red CW-270

Green Color Range
Gloucester Green CW-440**
Timson Green CW-470
Burgess Green CW-485**
Nicholson Green CW-500**
Palace Green CW-520**
Buffet Green CW-535**

Blue Color Range
Everard Blue CW-575**
Apollo Blue CW-645

Everard Coffee CW-150**
Coffeehouse Chocolate CW-165
Bucktrout Brown CW-180**
Charlton Brown CW-265

Bone Black CW-715**

York Gray CW-45

Cole Stone CW-60
Randolph Stone CW-75
Tavern Charcoal CW-90
Powell Gray CW-665**
Slate CW-700

Geddy Gray CW-720**

Carriage Red CW-250
Cochineal Red CW-330**

Burwell Green CW-445**
Palmer Green CW-475**
Levingston Green CW-490
Windsor Green CW-505**
Raleigh Green CW-525**
Goodwin Green CW-555**

Wetherburn's Blue CW-580
Chiswell Blue CW-660

Yellow and Gold Color Range

Ludwell White CW-275
English Ochre CW-290**
Massicot CW-380
Governor’s Gold CW-395
Wythe Gold CW-420

Moir Gold CW-280**
Sweeney Yellow CW-370
Coffeehouse Ochre CW-385
Damask Yellow CW-400**
Scrivener Gold CW-430

Parish White CW-15

Market Square Shell CW-30
Prentis Cream CW-100
Cornice Tan CW-115
Coffeehouse Tan CW-130
Randolph Bisque CW-185
Franklin White CW-200**
Wythe Tan CW-415

Revolutionary Storm CW-155**
Tarpley Brown CW-170
Walnut CW-240%**

Mopboard Black CW-680**

Tyler Gray CW-50

Gunsmith Gray CW-65**
Carter Gray CW-80

Powell Smokehouse CW-360**
Ambler Slate CW-685**
Tucker Gray CW-705

Palace Arms Red CW-255

Greenhow Moss CW-450**
Bassett Hall Green CW-480
Russell Green CW-495**
Waller Green CW-510
Colonial Verdigris CW-530**

Washington Blue CW-630**
Brush Blue CW-675**

Gamboge CW-285**
Tavern Ochre CW-375
Bryan Ochre CW-390
Chamber Yellow CW-410
Everard Gold CW-435
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Painted siding and trim should be limited to two colors from the approved color
palette unless additional colors are approved by the Architectural Review Board
on a case-by-case basis. A third color may be used for shutters and doors.
Buildings located in the Arts and Cultural District will allow a wider range of colors
and the total number of colors to allow flexibility and latitude in design.

Additional paint colors from the approved color palette may be approved on a
case-by-case basis.

Brick that is bright red, orangish-red, pink, light red, or other colors may not be
acceptable. Brick color should be a through-the-body color.

Siding that is pink, bright silver, red, bright green or blue, or colors that are
visually out of character for the area and architectural style are not acceptable.
Wood fences and decks must be painted or stained if this is necessary to
compliment the site or is required for maintenance of the materials.

If colors are proposed that are not from the approved color palette they may be
approved by the Architectural Review Board on a case-by-case basis. Specific
color chips or samples to include the color name must be submitted with the
application.

Existing single-family dwellings or commercial buildings may duplicate or match
existing color schemes without approval from the Architectural Review Board.
Any new color scheme for single family dwellings that are proposed to be applied
to already painted surfaces and which are comprised of no more than three
colors as stated above from the Benjamin Moore Colonial Williamsburg color
palette.

Any new color schemes for commercial buildings must be approved by the
Architectural Review Board. New color schemes should respect the architectural
style of the building and colors of existing signage for any business on the

property.

1939 - 711 Hamilton Street Perkins House (1927) — 725 Lafayette Street
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EXISTING BUILDINGS - (AP-3)

Preserving architectural features on the remaining historical buildings in the City is one
of the principal goals of the Design Review Guidelines. Maintaining and repairing
features such as siding, trim, doors and windows is germane to that goal. Conservation
is preferable to reconstruction because it preserves evidence of past building practices
and construction techniques by retaining original materials. Original wood siding, trim,
and architectural features should be retained and repalred on existing buildings

whenever possible.

SIDING —

(1937) — 104 Westover Avenue

(AP-3)

Wood siding and trim on buildings listed on or eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places (Appendix 1) must be replaced with wood siding and trim that
matches or duplicates the existing material or product.

Wood siding and trim on buildings listed on the Cities Listing of Buildings 50
years old or older (Appendix 2) should be replaced with wood siding and trim that
matches or duplicates the existing material or product.

Except for buildings listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places (Appendix 1), the Architectural Review Board may grant the following
exceptions on a case-by-case basis for existing buildings:

1.

If the original siding material is wood and it is covered with a synthetic

material that cannot be replaced in kind because the siding material is no

longer available in the market, replacement with other types of similar

synthetic siding may be considered as follows, provided that the original

wood material is not removed:

a. Aluminum siding may be replaced with vinyl siding that resembles
horizontal wood siding.

b. Asbestos siding may be replaced with vinyl siding that resembles
horizontal wood siding.

If the original siding material is a synthetic material and cannot be

replaced in kind because the existing siding is no longer available in the

market, replacement with horizontal wood siding or similar synthetic siding

may be considered as follows:

a. Aluminum siding may be replaced with vinyl or cementitious siding that
resembles horizontal wood siding.

b. Vinyl siding may be replaced with cementitious siding that resembles
horizontal wood siding.

CHAPTER V — ARCHITECTURAL PRESERVATION DISTRICTS
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c. Asbestos siding may be replaced with cementitious siding that
resembles horizontal wood siding.

d. Masonite siding or other hardboard siding may be replaced with
cementitious siding that resembles horizontal wood siding.

3. If vinyl siding is approved for use, it shall meet the following standards:
Standard: ASTM D3679 is the accepted industry standard for quality.
Thickness: A minimum of 0.042 inches is required for impact resistance

and durability.

Style: A beaded siding with a minimum of 6.5 inches of exposure is
required.

Color: White, ivory, and other soft, colonial style colors are
recommended.

Applicants must provide specifications of their vinyl siding and trim details
with their application. The specifications must address the items listed
above. When applying vinyl siding over existing siding it is important to
consider retaining trim details with their applications.

e Synthetic trim will be considered on a case-by-case basis.

e For guidance on rehabbing older buildings see Chapter IX Rehabilitation.

(1940) — 704 Monumental Avenue
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WINDOWS, STORMS AND SHUTTERS - (AP-3)

e Existing wood windows should be retained and repaired for buildings located in
AP-3.

e |If restoration is not possible then copies of the original window matching the
existing sash and frames with duplicates in wood following the early form and
details will be required.

e Other window types may be replaced with windows that are allowed in AP-3 for
new buildings or additions on a case-by-case basis.

e Storm windows should be full view and constructed of wood or aluminum.

An energy panel (interior storms) is an alternative to exterior storms and does not
require approval from the Architectural Review Board.

e Operable wooden shutters, painted, sized to fit the opening must be retained and
repaired.

e If restoration of existing shutters is not possible then copies of the original wood
shutter must be installed sized to fit the opening with appropriate hardware. Vinyl
and metal shutters are not allowed.

e High quality composite material shutters that resemble original shutters may be
approved on a case-by-case basis.

/
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1001 Richmond Road
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OTHER ELEMENTS - (AP-3)

Existing roofing material should be repaired or replaced in kind.

Wood shingles, slate, architectural grade fiberglass shingles, high quality
synthetic slate, textured concrete shingles and standing seam metal roofs are
permitted.

Material replacement in kind does not require approval from the Architectural
Review Board.

Any change in materials on the exterior requires approval from the Architectural
Review Board.

Decks are not historic features for buildings prior to World War Il and are
therefore not acceptable in a front yard or if they are visible from a public street.
More appropriate outdoor seating areas for backyards of traditional architecture
styles are stone or brick terraces, patios or pergolas designed to be compatible
with the architectural style of the building.

Unpainted, pressure-treated decks are not acceptable.

If visible from a public street they must be compatible with building and contain
rails that are appropriate for the architectural style of the building.

For buildings constructed after World War Il decks may be acceptable on a rear
elevation if the design is compatible with the architectural style of the building.
For other elements and color schemes not listed in this section, see New
Buildings and Additions in the AP-3 above.

ARCHITECTURAL PRESERVATION DISTRICT (AP-3)

City of Williamsburg, Virginia
ARB Proposed Changes - 2014

Architectural Preservation
and Protection Districts
(Proposed AP-3)
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Chapter 2
Goals for the Future of Williamsburg

The 2012 Comprehensive Plan is designed to guide the physical and economic development of
Williamsburg by offering a distinctive vision for both its natural and built environment. The planning
process has incorporated a range of public participation opportunities to allow citizens to express their
visions and expectations for the future of the City. A number of neighborhood planning forums, three
community forums in conjunction with James City County and York County, as well as multiple work
sessions with both public officials and citizens, have been or will be conducted. The comments received,
as well as a review of the recommendations of the City’s past Comprehensive Plans, were used by the
Planning Commission in establishing these goals and objectives, which have been grouped into eight
general categories:

l. Character of the City
1. Economic Vitality
I1l.  Transportation

V. Public Safety

V. Education and Human Services
VI. Recreation and Culture

VII.  Environmental Sustainability
VIII. Implementation

Within each of these categories, specific goals and objectives are listed to serve as the basis for planning
and evaluating the City’s future.

I. Character of the City.

Protect and enhance Williamsburg’s unique character as defined by its residential neighborhoods, urban
places, open spaces, and by its iconic places — the Colonial Williamsburg Historic Area and the campus of
the College of William and Mary.

A. Protect the character and integrity of the Colonial Williamsburg Historic Area, the historic
campus of the College of William and Mary, and the City’s historic neighborhoods and
commercial areas.

B. Improve the quality of life in the neighborhoods surrounding William and Mary by building
and maintaining effective working relationships between the city, college, students, neighbors
and landlords, and by supporting the work of the Neighborhood Relations Committee.

C. Encourage appropriate scale and character for new and infill residential development, taking
into consideration the scale and character of existing neighborhoods, environmental
constraints, and the capacity of existing and proposed services.

C. Encourage an appropriate mix of housing and commercial uses in mixed-use developments,
particularly in the Downtown, Midtown, Northeast Triangle, High Street and Quarterpath
Road areas.

D. Evaluate and update regulations, design standards and capital improvements to ensure that

they properly implement the City’s goals and that they facilitate new or adaptive reuse
projects supported by the Comprehensive Plan.
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1. Economy Vitality.

Increase employment opportunities, income, business success, and City revenues by supporting and
promoting the City’s economic base of heritage tourism and education and other development and
redevelopment opportunities.

A

B
C.
D

m

Support and expand visitation through tourism-oriented destinations and related businesses,
visitation to the College of William and Mary, and promotion of arts, sports and other special
events related to tourism.

Participate in efforts to advance regional tourism and economic development goals both
within the Historic Triangle and the greater Hampton Road region.

Support business expansion and job opportunities related to Colonial Williamsburg and the
College of William and Mary.

Encourage high quality commercial and institutional development consistent with the
character of the City in order to expand the City’s economic base.

Encourage the creative economy through support for the City’s Arts District, The Colonial
Williamsburg Art Museums, and the future William and Mary Fine and Performing Arts
Complex.

Identify areas suitable for infill development and redevelopment, and develop strategies to
encourage such development and redevelopment.

Support the economic development goals of the City’s Economic Development Authority as
reflected in the EDA’s Economic Development Strategic Plan.

Cooperate with the Colonial Williamsburg Foundation, the College of William and Mary, and
Riverside Healthcare Systems to coordinate their land use planning and economic
development efforts with the City’s Comprehensive Plan and Economic Development
Strategic Plan.

I11. Transportation.
Provide an effective transportation system which is compatible with the future land use plan, serving
pedestrians, bicyclists and motorists, and promoting the expanded use of transit and rail.

A.

Improve and expand bicycle and pedestrian facilities as an important part of the
transportation system, with special emphasis on filling in gaps to create a safe and
interconnected system with connections to transit services.

Support the Williamsburg Area Transit Authority’s provision of an acceptable level of transit
service for the Williamsburg area, including the continuation of the Williamsburg Trolley
service, an improved system of bus shelters, and maintaining a regional multimodal hub at
the the Williamsburg Transportation Center.

Incorporate traffic-calming measures in appropriate locations to minimize traffic impacts on
the City’s neighborhoods.

Evaluate existing parking regulations and facilities to ensure that adequate parking is
provided for residents and visitors.

Support the development and implementation of improved high-speed rail down the Virginia
Peninsula, with at least one additional train per day both ways, as well as future light-rail
service, with the Williamsburg Transportation Center serving as the regional multimodal hub.
Complete the widening and improvement of Ironbound Road between Richmond Road and
Longhill Connector.

Work with the Beautification Advisory Committee to improve the character of the City’s
entrance corridors, and also with James City County and York County to ensure that the
visual quality of the entrance corridors is consistent among the three jurisdictions.
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IV. Public safety.
Secure an ever safer community by enabling police, fire, emergency management and judicial operations
to protect and serve City residents, visitors, businesses and historical assets.

A. Maintain and upgrade public safety facilities to enable the City to provide quality services for
law enforcement, firefighting, communications, and emergency operations.
B. Support safe residential communities by increasing community participation in neighborhood

watch programs to enhance and improve police/community partnerships, particularly in the
Merrimac Trail area.

C. Support the operation and maintenance of the Williamsburg-James City County Courthouse,
the Virginia Peninsula Regional Jail, and the Middle Peninsula Juvenile Detention Facility
(Merrimac Center).

V. Human Services and Education.
Seek opportunities and implement programs that address the educational, health, social and training needs
and expectations of City residents and workers.

A. Encourage adequate housing opportunities by creating a balanced distribution of housing
types throughout the City.
B. Facilitate the work of private and quasi-public agencies such as the Williamsburg

Redevelopment and Housing Authority and Williamsburg Housing Partnership, Inc. in
creating and improving moderately priced owner-occupied housing, and coordinate these
efforts with neighboring jurisdictions to address housing needs on a regional basis.

C. Support the expansion of affordable senior housing on the Williamsburg Redevelopment and
Housing Authority’s Blayton Building property on Scotland Street.

D. Investigate the use of zoning incentives to increase the supply of new workforce housing in
Williamsburg, particularly in the areas of prospective development such as the southeast
guadrant of the City.

E. Support the operation of the Williamsburg-James City County school system and provide
necessary facilities within the City.

F. Provide appropriate public support for human services agency facilities and other capital

improvements as needed to meet critical health and human service needs, especially for
vulnerable populations.

V1. Recreation and Culture.

Add to the quality and availability of cultural and recreational facilities and programming, as might be
typically available only in larger communities, to meet the needs and expectations of City residents and
visitors.

A. Expand and enhance the City’s system of parks, open space and recreational facilities,
serving all segments of the population.
B. Encourage conservation of open space in the City and promote preservation, maintenance and

access to natural areas and historic sites through efforts such as public acquisition, delineation
of greenbelt corridors, private dedication of easements, and passive recreational use.

C. Protect significant archaeological resources by preservation or recovery through resource
management plans.
D. Preserve the portion of the Country Road between the Mounts Bay County Government

Complex and South England Street near the Williamsburg Lodge as a multiuse trail under
City and County ownership.

E. Encourage regional cooperation in the development, expansion and promotion of arts
festivals, sports tournaments and other special events.
F. Support the development of the City’s Arts District, improvements to The Colonial
Williamsburg Art Museums, and the future William and Mary Fine and Performing Arts
Complex.
Chapter 2 — Goals 2013 Williamsburg Comprehensive Plan
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VII. Environmental Sustainability.

Build an evermore sustainable and healthy City pursuing multiple strategies for conservation and
restoration, and providing essential environmental services related to drinking water, waste water,
stormwater and solid waste.

A. Protect Waller Mill Reservoir from the adverse environmental impacts that could result from
future development within the watershed.

B Continue to upgrade the City’s water distribution system to provide adequate quantity and
quality for both daily usage and fire flows.

C. Continue to maintain and expand the City’s sanitary sewerage system, including both
distribution lines and pump stations.

D Continue to coordinate the City’s Stormwater Management Plan with other City land use
regulations, such as zoning, erosion and sedimentation control and site plan review, and
ensure that future development meets the standards of the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act.
Update the City’s Stormwater Management Plan to incorporate new state standards.

F. Continue to implement and promote solid waste disposal and recycling programs which meet
community needs and state mandates in the Peninsula region.
G. Evaluate and revise architectural standards to allow more flexibility in green building design

and in the use of environmentally sustainable materials.

VIII. Implementation

Implement the recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan by updating the City’s zoning, subdivision
and site plan controls, and by incorporating the Plan’s recommendations into the Capital Improvement
Program.
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Chapter 5
Community Character

INTRODUCTION
The most important goal of the Comprehensive Plan is the first:

Protect and enhance Williamsburg’s unique character as influenced by its iconic
institutions — Colonial Williamsburg and the College of William and Mary — and as
reinforced by the natural and manmade environment of its entrance corridors, open
spaces, residential neighborhoods and people places.

Protecting this character is by necessity a joint effort of the entire community. The City needs to work
closely with its major institutions — the Colonial Williamsburg Foundation and the College of William &
Mary. Cooperation and coordination with James City County and York County is also important, since
the character and visual quality of the major entrance corridors into the City transcend jurisdictional
boundaries. Important open space needs to be preserved, maintained and made accessible through efforts
such as enforcement of the standards of the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act, public acquisition,
delineation of greenbelt corridors, private dedication of easements, and passive recreational use.

This chapter deals with the built environment component of community character: historic preservation,
design review and entrance corridors. The natural environment component, including greenbelts and
open space, is discussed in Chapter 6 - Environmental Management. Each component is important
separately, but collectively they define our community.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION AND DESIGN REVIEW

Recognition of the importance of history and historic preservation has strong roots in Williamsburg.
When the capital of the Virginia colony was moved to the present site of Williamsburg in 1699, then-
Governor Nicholson prepared a detailed plan for the colonial city based upon Baroque city design
principles, and including very specific standards — uniform setbacks for buildings, roof pitch, size of
windows and specific prescriptions for street widths and the design of public buildings. Williamsburg
began to decline after the capital was moved to Richmond in 1778, but was rescued through the generous
support of John D. Rockefeller, Jr. The extensive restoration effort began in 1927 and continues today
under the auspices of the Colonial Williamsburg Foundation.

But Williamsburg has continued to grow and change since its beginning. A neighborhood of fashionable
Victorian style houses, referred to as Peacock Hill, developed north of the City on the old Wheatland
Farm following the coming of the C&O Railroad in 1881. The establishment of other nearby residential
areas such as Chandler Court, College Terrace and West Williamsburg Heights followed during the 1920s
and 1930s. Residential neighborhoods continued to develop around the Downtown as the Colonial
Williamsburg restoration effort matured in the 1940s and 1950s. As the Downtown area evolved into a
tourist destination, shopping centers followed the suburban movement away from downtown in the
1950's. Developments of the past 20 years have seen the continued outward expansion of the City’s
residential areas; expansion, infill and redevelopment of the commercial corridors; and major investments
in the Downtown area including the development of the City Square area, the Prince George Parking
Garage, College Corner Building, Municipal Building expansion, Tribe Square, The Cooke Building and
Prince George Commons.

Williamsburg has been involved in design review since its founding. Governor Nicholson's standards for
the colonial capital and the carefully researched standards used by the Colonial Williamsburg Foundation
in its restoration efforts are noteworthy precedents. Since 1958, Williamsburg has had an architectural
review board responsible for reviewing new construction in the City.

2013 Williamsburg Comprehensive Plan Chapter 5 — Community Character



As recommended by the 1989 Comprehensive Plan, the City’s historic preservation and design review
efforts were strengthened based on Sec. 15.2-2306 of the State Code. This allows the designation of
historic areas and areas of unique architectural value, as well as delineation of areas contiguous to arterial
streets or highways that are significant routes of tourist access to these designated areas. The architectural
review section of the Zoning Ordinance was revised in 1991 and established an Architectural Preservation
District (AP) and a Corridor Protection District (CP). The Architectural Review Board's duties include:
review of all new construction and alterations to existing buildings in the AP and CP districts, review of
signs in both districts; and review of demolition and relocation of buildings in the AP district. In the
spring of 1994, the City's preservation program was recognized by the Virginia Department of Historic
Resources when Williamsburg became the 13" Certified Local Government in Virginia.

Architectural Preservation District (AP)

While many associate

Williamsburg's  image  and 'xt

hIStor_y Wlth_ the rEStorEd | II\. 1. Colonial Willlamsburg
colonial capital, Merchants i Historic Area

College of Willlam and Mary
Merchants Square

Capitol Landing

Peacock Hill

Braxton Court

Colonial Extension
Williamsburg Busingss Annex
& Rollo Area

. Chandler Court!/Pallard Park

. College Terrace

. West Williamsburg Heights

. Capltel Heights

. Pine Crest

. Indlan Springs

. Burmns Lane

Square, the Colonial Parkway
and the College of William &
Mary, there are also many other
buildings and neighborhoods
that have evolved over time.
These contribute to a sense of
history as well as to the visual
character of the community,
and enhance the setting of the
Colonial Williamsburg Historic
Area. These include the
neighborhoods of  Braxton
Court, Chandler Court and
Pollard Park (both on the
National Register of Historic
Places), Peacock Hill, College
Terrace, West Williamsburg
Heights, the downtown
Richmond Road and Jamestown
Road area, and the 18" century
port of Capitol Landing (on the
Virginia Landmarks Register).
These areas should be protected
from adverse influences and
new uses, structures and signs
should be in keeping with the
character of the district. These
significant areas are located on
the map Architectural
Preservation District — Notable L
Features. More details on the history and architectural character of each of these areas are contained in
an appendix to the Design Review Guidelines.
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Architectural Review Districts
[0 AP-1 Architectural Preservation District
m AP-2 Architectural Preservation District
B AP-3 Architectural Preservation District
B CP Corridor Protection District

Corridor Protection District (CP)

The major entrance corridors provide significant routes of tourist access to the Colonial Williamsburg
Historic Area and are included in the design review process as Corridor Protection Districts. These routes
are identified on the map Architectural Review Districts, and include the following streets: Richmond
Road, Jamestown Road, Monticello Avenue, Lafayette Street, North and South Henry Street, Route 132,
Visitor Center Drive, Bypass Road, Merrimac Trail, Capitol Landing Road, Parkway Drive, Second
Street, York Street and Route 199.

Because these entrance corridors do not always neatly conform to jurisdictional boundaries,
Williamsburg, James City County and York County need to work together to insure that corridor
beautification efforts are coordinated. This was done in 2011 for the Route 60 East corridor that is
detailed in the discussion of the York Street Entrance Corridor later in this chapter.
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Architectural Inventory

As recommended in the 1989 Comprehensive Plan, a survey and assessment of architectural resources in
the Architectural Preservation District was completed in 1992, With the assistance of a matching grant
from the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (DHR), a reconnaissance level architectural survey
was conducted for all buildings over 50 years old in the AP district. The report from the survey identified
12 buildings and five districts for potential nomination to the National Register of Historic Places and the
Virginia Landmarks Register. Based on the 1992 survey report, a listing of locally significant
architecture and areas was created to assist the Architectural Review Board with their deliberations.

This 15 year old inventory is being updated, and detailed field work has been completed. The
information needs to be entered into the DHR database to complete the survey update, and this work
should be completed by 2013.

Architectural Review Guidelines

The 1989 Comprehensive Plan recommended the preparation of Design Review Guidelines, which were
first adopted in 1993. The Guidelines assist the Architectural Review Board in reaching fair and
objective decisions when reviewing proposals in the AP and CP districts. In March 2006, a one-year
review and update of the Guidelines was conducted by the Architectural Review Board, Planning
Commission and City Council. This resulted in updated Guidelines which were adopted by City Council
in 2006. This extensive review process ensured that the Guidelines reflect the City’s goals for
development and redevelopment as well as those for architectural preservation and design review. These
Guidelines are the City’s best tool for encouraging the preservation and improvement of its architectural
character.

The guidelines are based in part on the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and
Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings, and distinguish between the different character of the
AP and CP districts, and also between different parts of the AP District (AP-1, AP-2 and AP-3 Districts
are designated). The most restrictive guidelines are in the AP-1 District adjacent to the Colonial
Williamsburg Historic Area, the old campus of William & Mary, and the National Register Historic
Districts of Pollard Park and Chandler Court. The Colonial Williamsburg Historic Area is the most
important part of the AP district. To ensure that the integrity of this nationally significant resource is
maintained for future generations, building projects are required to be based on documented historical
and/or archaeological evidence. Development in the AP district is encouraged to be compatible with
existing buildings and neighborhoods. In the CP district, development is encouraged which respects the
overall character of the City and enhances the City's entrance corridors. Since it has been five years since
the last review, an update of the Design Review Guidelines is needed as a part of the Comprehensive Plan
implementation process.

Archaeological Preservation

While the thrust of preservation activities in Williamsburg has centered on 17", 18" and 19™-century
American history, other remnants of Williamsburg's past still exist and can contribute toward an
understanding and appreciation of the cultural landscape. Some of these prehistoric and historic resources
include sites and structures occupied or used since the 17" century, as well as important 20" century sites.
In order to determine the level of significance of these resources, the areas should be studied prior to any
proposed development or redevelopment, and should be protected from adverse influences whenever
possible.

The City's known significant archaeological resources were identified in a Resource Protection Planning
Process (RP3) study conducted by the Colonial Williamsburg Foundation for James City County, York
County and the City in 1985 (revised in 1990). The 1989 Comprehensive Plan recommended that these
areas be studied for significant resources to provide a reasonable assurance that any future development
or redevelopment in the City does not have an adverse impact on unidentified resources. As a means of
identifying all documented historic archaeological resources and predicting prehistoric archaeological
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resource areas in the City, an Archaeological Map Assessment Study was developed for the City by the
Colonial Williamsburg Foundation.
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As recommended in the 1989 Comprehensive Plan, an Archaeological Review section was added to the
Zoning Ordinance in 1995. Five Archaeological Protection Districts were initially designated. These
areas have been re-evaluated with assistance from the Colonial Williamsburg’s Department of
Architectural and Archaeological Research, and new and re-adjusted districts are shown on the map
Archaeological Protection Districts. The City’s Archaeological Review Districts map should be revised
to reflect these changes as part of the Comprehensive Plan implementation.

The mechanism triggering archaeological review is the preparation of site plans and subdivisions within
these districts. Archaeological surveys and evaluation reports must be undertaken as part of the
development review process, with the Planning Commission acting as the archaeological review board. If
significant archaeological resources will be adversely affected by the development project, the Planning
Commission may require the modification of the site plan or subdivision plan to avoid the resources.
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Williamsburg's Role in the Civil War

At the outbreak of the American Civil War, Williamsburg was little more than a small southern college
town with fewer than 2,000 inhabitants. The College of William & Mary and the Eastern Lunatic Asylum
were the town's major institutions. In 1862 the Virginia peninsula between the James and York rivers
became the corridor for the Union Army of the Potomac to advance on Richmond. Just east of town
stretched the Williamsburg defensive line. The line consisted of 14 forts, commonly called “redoubts”,
which comprised the third Confederate line encountered by Federal troops during their advance toward
Richmond. The Battle of Williamsburg was fought in wet and raw conditions on May 5, 1862. Nearly
20,000 troops fought within earshot of the town's inhabitants. Following the battle, the Confederate army
continued its withdrawal toward Richmond, and Williamsburg fell under Federal martial law for the
remainder of the war.

The development of plans for “Quarterpath at Williamsburg” by Riverside Healthcare System resulted in
the construction of the 21 acre Redoubt Park on the east side of Quarterpath Road north of Tutter’s Neck
Pond. Redoubts #1 and #2, which supported the defense of Fort Magruder, have been preserved and
interpreted as a part of the park. The setting of these redoubts beside historic Quarterpath Road should be
preserved, and to this end it is proposed to convert the gravel portion of Quarterpath Road to a paved
multiuse path, rerouting automobile traffic through the adjoining Quarterpath at Williamsburg
development along Redoubt Road and Battery Boulevard. This is detailed in Chapter 11 - Infrastructure.

ENTRANCE CORRIDORS

The City’s ten entrance corridors present the initial character and image of Williamsburg to those
traveling into the City, and are shown on the map Williamsburg Entrance Corridors:

Richmond Road from the City limits to College Corner

Monticello Avenue from Ironbound Road to Richmond Road
Jamestown Road from Route 199 to College Corner

North Henry Street/Route 132 from Bypass Road to Lafayette Street
South Henry Street from Route 199 to Francis Street

Capitol Landing Road from Queen’s Creek to the Colonial Parkway
Second Street from the City limits to Page Street

Page Street from the Colonial Parkway to York Street

Lafayette Street from Richmond Road to York Street

York Street from the City limits to Page Street

In 1994, the City commissioned LDR International, Inc. to prepare an Entrance Corridor Beautification
Study to develop strategies, concepts and standards to promote the improvement and beautification of
these corridors. Based on these standards, the following goals were established for the City’s entrance
corridors:

e Strengthen the concept of “gateway” and create a strong sense of arrival, offering a clear message
that one is entering Williamsburg.

e Improve the functional and visual character of the corridors, while maintaining a balance between
convenient vehicular access and a quality pedestrian environment.

e Achieve consistency in streetscape through simplicity of design, repetition of common landscape
and streetscape elements, and placing of utilities underground.

o Implement street improvements with an appropriate scale and capacity to serve long-range traffic
demands, while respecting the environment and scale of the surrounding neighborhoods.

e Support economic development by using publicly supported streetscape and landscape
improvements to leverage and stimulate private investment.

e Promote intergovernmental cooperation to improve the City's major entrance corridors,
recognizing that the visual quality of these entrances transcend jurisdictional boundaries.
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Reinforce standards contained in the Architectural Review Board’s Design Review Guidelines.

Develop design standards for landscaping, sidewalks, lighting and other streetscape elements, and
incorporate these standards into the City’s zoning regulations.

(i lonlal Phy

Williamsburg Entrance Corridors
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Corridor Specifics

Richmond Road

Richmond Road is the City’s predominant commercial corridor, serving as a transition from James City
County to the heart of the City at College Corner, where Richmond Road meets Jamestown Road at the
College of William & Mary. Great strides have been made over the past 20 years to enhance this
corridor, and the greatest accomplishment has been the undergrounding of overhead utility lines from
College Corner to the Dominion Power Easement near the City limits. Only one-half mile of the three-
mile corridor remains to be placed underground. Other recommendations that have been implemented
include new street name and traffic signage, new City entrance signs, requiring monument signs for
commercial uses, wider brick sidewalks and landscaping from Merchants Square to Scotland Street,
planting a substantial number of trees in the median of the dual-lane section of Richmond Road west of

the Dominion Power easement, and planting additional street trees from Brooks Street to New Hope
Road.
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A number of improvements are still needed for the Richmond Road corridor. These include minimizing
and consolidating the number of curb cuts for commercial properties, planting additional street trees
where possible, and continuing to encourage the elimination or reduction of parking in front of
commercial buildings (as has been done with Red, Hot and Blue, Applebee’s, Chili’s, and the General
Store).

Monticello Avenue

Monticello Avenue is a scenic entrance corridor into the City from the west, connecting directly to Route
199 and Route 5 in James City County. The importance of this corridor has increased because of the
completion of Route 199, the construction of the Williamsburg-James City County Courthouse, the New
Town development in James City County, and the designation of Monticello Avenue as the primary
entrance to the College of William & Mary. Adequate greenbelts of at least 50 feet should be maintained
along both sides of the road.

The Ironbound Road/Monticello Avenue intersection has been improved with new signage and
landscaping identifying this entrance as an important gateway into the City. In the future, the wooded
section of Monticello Avenue between Ironbound Road and Treyburn Drive should be improved as a
“more refined parkway” without curb and gutter but with a multiuse trail connecting the College with
New Town in James City County and with improved pedestrian connections to High Street and the
Williamsburg & Monticello Shopping Centers.

The commercial section of Monticello Avenue, from Treyburn Drive to Richmond Road, has been greatly
improved by underground wiring and landscaping, but may need additional improvements to
accommodate additional traffic generated by redevelopment in the Midtown Planning Area.

Jamestown Road

Jamestown Road connects the Downtown area to Route 199 and Jamestown and serves as an important
entrance from the southwest. Jamestown Road should continue to retain its residential character along its
southwest portion, with commercial uses limited to the area around the Route 199 intersection. Lake
Matoaka provides a clear transition between the southwest portion of the corridor and its terminus at
College Corner, with the campus of the College of William and Mary located along the north side
bordered by residential and residential scale buildings along the south side of the road.

The “campus” character should be retained along the north side, but new development on the William &
Mary campus should be compatible with the residential image of the south side. The lack of a sidewalk
on the north side of the street in front of the College’s Phi Beta Kappa Hall interrupts the pedestrian flow
along the corridor in the College area, and this gap should be eliminated. The new sidewalk and
pedestrian crosswalk at the corner of Ukrop Way and Jamestown Road has improved the connectivity
between the campus and students who live at Ludwell Apartments. The maintenance of the College
properties on the south side of Jamestown Road from Cary Street to the Undergraduate Admissions
Office should be improved, since their physical condition detracts from the well-maintained character of
the rest of the corridor.

North Henry Street/Route 132

The North Henry Street/Route 132 corridor is a major access route from the north, connecting Interstate
64 with the Colonial Williamsburg Visitor Center and the Downtown. The portion of the route within the
City (south of Bypass Road) retains its natural character because it follows the topography of the drainage
swale, has little visible roadside development and has a heavily wooded edge.

The character of this corridor should be maintained by avoiding unnecessary pavement widening or
excessive curb cuts. The City should continue to maintain the high quality landscaping at the northeast
corner of North Henry Street and Lafayette Street, and the vacant lot on the southwest corner should be
improved with landscaping and/or buildings as the City Square area is redeveloped.
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South Henry Street

South Henry Street is the major access route from the south connecting Route 199 with the Downtown.
More importantly, the road section north of College Landing Park follows the historic route connecting
Colonial Williamsburg with its southern port at College Landing on College Creek. The route retains
much of its “country road” character with a natural landscaped edge and varied topography.

The gateway character of the South Henry Street/Route 199 intersection should be emphasized by
protecting and enhancing the signage and landscaping in this area. The adjoining lower section of South
Henry Street should continue to retain its rural character and the integrity of the historic route should be
protected, and it should be continued to be designated as a greenbelt corridor. Views to College Creek,
College Landing Park and the proposed Papermill Creek Park at the crossing of College Creek and South
Henry Street should be emphasized through careful management of the roadside landscape. The mixed
use character of the corridor from Mimosa Drive to Francis Street should be retained and enhanced, and
redevelopment on the west side of the street between Mimosa Drive and Ireland Street should respect
both the residential character to the south and the “campus” character of the National Center for State
Courts and the College of William & Mary Law School.

Capitol Landing Road

Capitol Landing Road serves as an important entrance into the City from the north, and follows the
approximate location of the original eighteenth century road from Capitol Landing on Queen’s Creek into
the Downtown. The present entrance corridor extends from the Route 143/Interstate 64 interchange in
York County and continues across Queen’s Creek (the corporate limits) for approximately one mile until
it meets the Colonial Parkway and Page Street. The northern section from Queen’s Creek to the
Merrimac Trail intersection is predominantly undeveloped and wooded in character, while the remainder
of the route to the Colonial Parkway is primarily commercial in character, with numerous opportunities
for further development and redevelopment.

The section of the corridor from Queen’s Creek to the Merrimac Trail intersection is an important
“gateway” into the City, and its importance will be increased as the land adjoining the corridor is
developed. A cluster subdivision on the west side of Merrimac Trail called Queen’s Mary Port was
approved for 41 lots in 2011. An important part of the design and approval was the provision of
substantial landscape buffers along both Capitol Landing Road and Queen’s Creek. The Queen’s Creek
buffer includes the future dedication of a conservation easement to the Williamsburg Land Conservancy
to ensure its preservation. The majority of the road in this section is lined with mature trees and
vegetation, and the greenbelt designation should be retained. The proposed future Capitol Landing Park
at Queen’s Creek will further enhance the character of this corridor.

As the commercial portion of this corridor is developed and redeveloped, redundant entrances to
individual parcels should be eliminated or consolidated. Underground wiring should be considered, with
emphasis placed on removing cross street service lines. Sidewalks need to be extended toward Queen’s
Creek when the areas west of the Merrimac Trail intersection are developed.

Second Street

The Second Street corridor is dominated by auto-oriented commercial. The corridor was included in the
Richmond Road and Second Street Streetscape Study, an in-depth analysis of the two commercial
corridors that included specific recommendations for the visual improvement of the area. Suggestions
included placing overhead utility lines underground, planting continuous street trees, improving the street
lighting, screening of parking, new landscaping and signage. Based on this study, a specific streetscape
plan for Second Street was developed and implemented in 1990-91.

There are several major parcels suitable for redevelopment east of Parkway Drive, which will present an
opportunity to consolidate entrances and increase landscaping along the corridor. The placing of utilities
underground should remain a future goal for this important corridor.
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York Street

York Street enters the City from the east, and is the City portion of Route 60 from Route 199 to Page
Street. This corridor parallels the CSX Railroad tracks and supports several businesses and four major
hotels. A large portion of the southern frontage is owned and used by the Colonial Williamsburg
Foundation and is part of the Historic Area. The corridor terminates at the “Tri-Corner” intersection on
York Street where Lafayette Street, Page Street and York Street intersect. In 1997, the City relocated the
granite curb and widened the asphalt paving between Page and Lafayette Streets to accommodate truck
turning movements. In addition, new brick sidewalks and painted crosswalks were installed. Placing
obtrusive overhead wires underground near the Williamsburg/James City County line is included in the
Capital Improvement Plan for 2017.

In 2011 coordinated efforts by the three jurisdictions to enhance the Route 60 Corridor along York Street
in the City to Busch Gardens in James City County resulted in a detailed plan for corridor improvements
prepared by Carlton Abbott and Partners (Framework for the Beautification of the Route 60 Corridor -
Colonial Williamsburg East To Busch Gardens). In 2011 the three jurisdictions applied for a Virginia
Transportation Enhancement Grant to implement this plan, but the grant was not funded. It will be
resubmitted in 2013.

Page Street
Page Street is not really an entrance corridor, but it provides an important connection between three other

entrance corridors: Capitol Landing Road, Second Street and York Street. The section between the
Colonial Parkway and Second Street is largely residential in character, and the east side of the street from
Second Street to the CSX Railroad is commercial in character. There is a major redevelopment
opportunity at the southeast corner of Page Street and Penniman Road, and the design for this area should
be carefully reviewed because it is just across the railroad tracks from the eastern end of the Colonial
Williamsburg Historic Area. Placing overhead wires underground between Penniman Road and
Monumental Avenue is included in the Capital Improvement Plan for 2013. The character of Page Street
is defined more by the buildings than the landscaping, and the Architectural Review Board should
carefully evaluate plans for new and renovated building in this corridor.

Lafayette Street
Lafayette Street, like Page Street, is not a formal entrance corridor. However, it provides an important

connection between York Street and Richmond Road. The western end is anchored by the Arts and
Cultural District in the Midtown Planning Area and the eastern end is defined by the Colonial
Williamsburg Historic Area. This corridor traverses residential neighborhoods, the Williamsburg
Municipal Center, Matthew Whaley Elementary School, and the Historic Area. Landscaping has been
installed along the CSX Railroad between Henry Street and Botetourt Street to beautify the area between
the street and the railroad, and across the street the rear yard of Matthew Whaley Elementary School has
been defined by a decorative fence and landscaping creating a well-defined street edge. The most
noticeable future changes for this corridor will be in the Arts and Cultural District, which was established
by City Council in February 2011 as a way to encourage and enhance the City’s creative economy as an
economic development initiative.

BEAUTIFICATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE

The Beautification Advisory Committee provides advice to Planning Commission and City Council on
beautification issues, and has been meeting at least four times a year for over 20 years. In the last year,
the Committee has created a vision to enhance the City’s character by encouraging individuals to get out
of their vehicles and enjoy the City by foot and bicycle. They strongly recommend outdoor dining areas,
wider sidewalks, pedestrian crosswalks, bike lanes, adequate lighting and colorful plantings in
commercial and public areas to encourage visitors to return to Williamsburg. They suggest that a
cohesive design for the streetscape be developed to include sidewalks, street lights, trash cans, bike racks,

Chapter 5 — Community Character 2013 Williamsburg Comprehensive Plan
5-10



benches, signage and landscaping. Reducing on-street parking and creating a pedestrian friendly
downtown is also strongly recommended.

In the past five years, the Beautification Advisory Committee has prepared the following beautification
projects:
¢ Plantings along the CSX tracks on Lafayette Street from North Henry Street to Botetourt Street.
e A landscape design for Prince George Street from Armistead Avenue to Scotland Street which
includes new sidewalks and fencing.
e Encouraging development of a landscape design and wider sidewalks for Richmond Road from
Merchant’s Square to Scotland Street to further enhance the walk ability of this area.
e Creating a landscape grant program for neighborhoods to use to beautify their entrances in the
City by applying for a grant up to $500 towards plant material.

The Beautification Advisory Committee’s Vision Statement is included as Appendix A3.
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