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OAKWOOD HISTORIC

DISTRICT (HOD-G)

APPLICANT:
JOHN L. THOMAS FOR 
GARDNER BY NATURE, LLC

Nature of Project: 
Construct new walls and fences; 
relocate existing brick wall; 
install new gates; add walkways.
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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – STAFF REPORT 
 
102-17-CA 605 N BLOODWORTH STREET 
Applicant: JOHN L. THOMAS FOR GARDENER BY NATURE, LLC 
Received: 6/14/2017 Meeting Date(s): 
Submission date + 90 days:  9/12/2017 1) 7/27/2017 2)  3)  
 

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION 
 
Historic District: OAKWOOD HISTORIC DISTRICT 
Zoning: HOD-G 
Nature of Project: Construct new walls and fences; relocate existing brick wall; expand rear 

patio; remove dying tree; install new gates; add walkways; alter plantings. 
Staff Notes: 

• COAs mentioned in the staff report will be available for review. 
• Unified Development Code section 10.2.15.E.1 provides that “An application for a 

certificate of appropriateness authorizing the demolition or destruction of a building, 
structure or site within any Historic Overlay District…may not be denied…. However, 
the authorization date of such a certificate may be delayed for a period of up to 365 days 
from the date of issuance…. If the Commission finds that the building, structure or site 
has no particular significance or value toward maintaining the character of the Historic 
Overlay District or Historic Landmark, it shall waive all or part of such period and 
authorize earlier demolition or removal. 

 
APPLICABLE SECTIONS OF GUIDELINES and DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

 
Sections Topic Description of Work 
1.3  Site Features and Plantings Construct new walls and fences; relocate existing 

brick wall; remove tree; expand rear patio; install 
new gates; add walkways; alter plantings. 

1.4  Fences and Walls Construct new walls and fences; relocate existing 
brick wall; install new gates 

1.5  
 

Walkways, Driveways, and Off-
street Parking 

add walkways 

 
STAFF REPORT 

 
Based on the information contained in the application and staff’s evaluation: 

 
A. Construction of new walls and fences; relocation of existing brick wall; installation of new 

gates; expand rear patio; addition of walkways; removal of tree; alteration of plantings is not 

incongruous in concept according to Guidelines 1.3.2, 1.3.5, 1.3.7, 1.3.8, 1.4.8, 1.4.11, 1.5.4, 

1.5.6, 1.5.9, and the following suggested facts: 
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1* Guidance from an ISA certified arborist is included in the application.  It addresses the 

replicated brick wall and nearby hackberry tree. 

2* The bulk of the side yard is proposed to be planted with azaleas, hydrangeas and other 

flowering shrubs and plants.  The foundation plantings are also proposed to be replaced on 

the north and east sides of the house.  New planting beds are also proposed along the front 

yard at the sidewalk.  The center of the yard remains lawn. A detailed planting plan is 

provided. 

3* A declining oak tree is proposed to be removed and replaced 30 feet away on the front yard. 

4* The expanded patio would remain within the walls of the courtyard and use the same brick 

and patterning as the exiting. 

5* According to Wake County Real Estate data and the application, the lot size is 19,166 SF. 

The footprint of the existing house (including porches) is 3,033 SF; the garage is 290 SF; the 

driveway, walks, rear courtyard, and front walk are approximately 4,907 SF. Current built 

area is 43%. The original built area (discounts additions since 1989 and the existing 

courtyard) is the house (2,473 SF), 1989 driveway configuration (1,498), front walk (380 SF), 

and garage (290 SF) or 24%.  The proposed changes add roughly 637 SF of built area.  The 

proposed built area is approximately 46%. 

6* At the south east corner of the house a new stepped walk and stacked stone walls are 

proposed as a defined entry into the side and rear yards.  A wrought iron fence is proposed 

on top of the wall.   

7* Gates are proposed in the wall and fence as well as at existing openings. The design and 

details were not provided.   

8* An automated gate is proposed at the driveway on the north property line.  Details and 

specifications were not provided for the gate or associated automation equipment.  

9* The existing brick wall was constructed per COA CAD-089-12 (included in application).  

The proposal would replicate the wall 14½ feet closer to Pace Street.  It will be set back 3 feet 

from the front wall of the historic garage. 

10* The brick wall is about 5-1/2 feet tall, with the brick columns extending another 1 foot 4 

inches.   
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11* Drawings show light fixtures on top of the walls.  They are not mentioned in the text nor is 

detailed information provided. 

 

 

Staff suggests that the committee approve in part and defer in part the application as stated 

below: 

• That the automated gate be deferred pending the receipt of additional information. 

• That lighting, if proposed, be deferred pending the receipt of additional information. 

 

That the remainder of the application be approved without the 365-day demolition delay for 

removal of the tree with the following conditions: 

1. That the tree protection plan be in place prior to commencement of work and that it 

remain in place throughout construction. 

2. That details and specifications for the following be provided to and approved by staff 

prior to issuance of the blue placard: 

a. A written confirmation on letterhead from the arborist confirming what was 

provided in the application. 

3. That details and specifications for the following be provided to and approved by staff 

prior to installation: 

a. New metal fence; 

b. New gates; 

c. Species of replacement tree. 
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