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065-17-CA
519 N EAST STREET
OAKWOOD HISTORIC 

DISTRICT (HOD-G)

APPLICANT:
FRED B AMOS

Nature of Project: 
[After-the-Fact] Remove 
side deck; construct new 
larger side yard deck; 
changes to previously 
approved COA 068-09-CA: 
installation of up to 6' tall 
wood privacy fence in 
rear and side yards.



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – STAFF REPORT 
 
065-17-CA 519 N EAST STREET 
Applicant: FRED B AMOS 
Received: 4/7/2017 Meeting Date(s): 
Submission date + 90 days:  7/6/2017 1) 5/25/2017 2)  3)  
 

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION 
 
Historic District: OAKWOOD HISTORIC DISTRICT 
Zoning: HOD-G 
Nature of Project: [After-the-Fact] Remove side deck; construct new larger side yard deck; 

changes to previously approved COA 068-09-CA: installation of up to 6' tall wood privacy 
fence in rear and side yards. 

Staff Notes: 
• Locations of property lines are a civil matter outside the jurisdiction of the commission. 
• After the fact applications are treated as though the work has not been cpmpeted. 
• Cases referenced in the staff report will be available for review at the meeting. 

 
APPLICABLE SECTIONS OF GUIDELINES and DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

 
Sections Topic Description of Work 
2.4  Fences and Walls install 6' tall wood privacy fence 
4.1  Decks Remove side deck; construct new larger side yard deck 
 

STAFF REPORT 
 

Based on the information contained in the application and staff’s evaluation: 
 
A. Installation of 6' tall wood privacy fence is not incongruous according to Guidelines 2.4.7, 

2.4.8, 2.4.11, and the following suggested facts: 

1* COA 068-09-CA approved the following nature of work: Remove existing fencing; install 

new 5' tall wood fence in rear and side yards along the side property lines; install iron fence 

on brick foundation in front yard; install 6' tall wood fence, pierced brick wall, and 

decorative wall along rear property line; relocate brick retaining wall in side yard; relocate 

utility pole; install new curb cut and concrete and brick driveway; remove concrete front 

walk; remove brick walk and patio; install brick front walk and path; remove ginkgo tree. 

2* A condition of approval of the rear brick wall was a report by an arborist protecting the 

trees.  No information regarding protection of the tree during installation of the fence was 

provided. 
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3* The design of the proposed fence is the same as approved in COA 068-09-CA; it is the same 

on both sides: vertical boards with a horizontal top board. 

4* The fence is constructed in 8’segments which step down with the grade of the yard to 

maintain a height of no more than 6’. 

5* The fence does not extend beyond the front wall of the house. 

6* Locating fences along property lines is a traditional location for fences. 

 

B. Removal of side deck; construction of new larger side yard deck is not incongruous in 

concept according to Guidelines 4.1.2, 4.1.3, 4.1.5; however, the design of the deck in 

conjunction with the location is incongruous according to Guidelines 4.1.4, and the following 

suggested facts: 

1* The existing deck is 5’x10’; the proposed deck is 10’x10’ 

2* The deck is at the side rear of the house; the proposed extension new deck extends beyond 

the side wall of the house. 

3* The location of the steps does not change. 

4* The existing deck is screened with wood lattice. 

5* The rails of the new deck are standard construction style, not inset balusters typical of the 

historic district. 

6* The rails do not have the appearance of inset balusters and the posts do not sit on top of the 

deck flooring. 

7* The construction of the deck is not formal in nature and is not screened at the base. 

 

Staff suggests that the committee approve the application, with the following conditions: 

1. That the deck rails have the appearance of inset balusters 

2. That the railing posts sit on top of the deck flooring 

3. That the underside of the deck be screened with wood lattice or vegetation. 

4. That the rails be painted to match the trim of the house. 

5. That the following details and specifications be provided to and approved by staff prior to 

the issuance of permits: 

a. Revised railing design; 
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b. Revised deck construction; 

c. Under deck screening. 
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