













































































Page 1 of 1

Becker, Dan

From: McDonald, Megan

Sent:  Sunday, March 04, 2007 11:42 AM
To: Becker, Dan

Subject: Betsy's email #3

From: B et sy R o s s [mailto:b.ross.desigh@mindspring.com]
Sent: Monday, February 26, 2007 10:24 AM

To: McDonald, Megan

Subject: Pacofsky pool/patio

Megan,
Attached find new photos of the Pacofsky's pool and patio area.

As you and Dan consider staff comments, I thought these should help illustrate the visual connection
between the pipe ladders/pool and the proposed, custom-fabricated railing.

Again, keep in mind that this type of railing is much less a feature than a traditional wood railing
design.....ccoeennne it really allows the building to "show".......... wood railings form a visual block and
convey a strong sense of physical enclosure. This type of railing really disappears and allows the
building behind to stand out.

Also, during swimming seasons, the pool/patio area of this residence really has a contemporary
"feel"........ I think it is the only residence in Oakwood with a pool. (The greenish tarp that is currently on
the pool prevents seeing the blue water and white pool surround that is such a strong visual site feature.)

To answer your question, I have not used this railing design for a tax credit project. I have not
considered this an appropriate solution to a railing on another historic property.
In this case, I do.

Thank you,
Betsy

BetsyRoss

Residential Design and Consulting
513 Polk Street

Raleigh + North Carolina
27604

919-833-1747 phone + fax
b.ross.design@mindspring.com










516 Polk St

Fence obstructs
view , of deck
from street

horizontal rails
are thin and metal
similar to those
proposed for 613
Polk St




516 Polk St
photo taken from rear alley, thin horizontal rails with stained posts and handrails




COA Application Addendum for 516 Polk Street — Oakwood.

Owner/Applicant: Mark Galifianakis

This project is an exterior renovation of the home in preparation for painting. Almost all of the
effort is work-in-kind including replacement of rotted trim and siding, and a new shingle roof.
No windows or doors are being replaced and all deteriorated detail-trim has been custom
milled to match the original molding. Three items make this application and its approval
necessary:

1. New paint scheme.

2. Removal of some exterior trim added in the 1970’s that is not original to the home.
Specifically, non-operating shutters that are nailed to the siding beside 4 windows.

3. New rear deck. During the course of replacing rotted wood, the carpenter working on
the job removed the concrete slab on top of 1970's era masonry stoop to access all
areas of deterioration. Although a deck was not part of the immediate plan, some sort
of replacement is needed for use of the back door.

The top of the now defunct stoop was approximately 40” above grade. To avoid a step
down on the new deck when exiting the home, a portion of the deck will need to be
about 50" high; then stepping down to be closer to grade. Materials to construct the
deck will be treated yellow pine in the necessary and typical dimensions. All trim and
design features are basic and austere. To this end, small diameter galvanized metal
tubes will be used in the deck railing to reduce the visual weight of the necessary
railing. Design and desired visual effect of the railing is (intentionally) more horizontal
than vertical. The base of the deck will be screened with evergreen plantings.

Because of location and existing fencing no part of the new deck will be visible from the
street or houses on either side of the home.

For additional detail, please see the attached sketches, photos, color palate, and site
survey. Please also call Mark Galifianakis directly with any questions or comments at
949-9406. Thank you.
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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS — CERTIFIED RECORD

058-07-CA 516 POLK STREET

Applicant: MARK GALIFIANAKIS

Received: 04/23/2007 Meeting Date(s):

Submission date + 90 days: 07/20/2007 1) 05/07/2007  2) 3)

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION

Historic District: OAKWOOD HISTORIC DISTRICT

Zoning: R-10

Nature of Project: Paint house with new color scheme; remove non-contributing shutters;
remove rear addition’s brick and concrete stoop (AFTER THE FACT) and construct a new
rear deck with a 50” high section at the southwest corner of the house to enable use of the
back door.

Staff Note: ~Attached are copies of an email and photographs from the applicant received

since the application was filed. They offer additional information regarding the proposed metal

pipe railing. A sample of the metal pipe will be provided by the applicant at the hearing.

Map Location: Shown by Executive Director Becker.

Conflicts of Interest: Curtis Kasefang recused himself.

APPLICABLE SECTIONS OF GUIDELINES and DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

Sections Topic Description of Work
34 Paint & Paint Color Paint house with new color scheme.
3.1 Wood Remove non-contributing shutters
3.6 Exterior Walls Remove non-contributing shutters
3.7 Windows and Doors Remove non-contributing shutters
3.8 Entrances, Porches, and Remove rear addition’s brick and

Balconies concrete stoop (AFTER THE FACT).
4.1 Decks Construct a new rear deck.

STAFF COMMENTS

Based on the information contained in the application, in staff's judgment:

A. The proposed paint scheme is not incongruous according to Guidelines section 3.4.3.

1* The proposed change of exterior paint colors follows the precedent in the district of using a
basic body color with a trim color and an accent color. The window sashes and front door
will be a darker color than the trim, causing the building’s openings to recede visually as is
common in the district.

B. Removing the non-historic, non-functional shutters is not incongruous according to

Guidelines sections 3.7.8 and 3.7.13.
1* The shutters proposed for removal are decorative only.
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The removal of the rear addition’s brick and concrete stoop is not incongruous according to
Guidelines sections 3.8.

Although rear additions had been added to the house by 1914 (see attached Sanborn map),
photographs depicting the stoop’s configuration and appearance suggest that it is a much
later, non-historic feature.

Within the district, an uncovered masonry stoop of such size is not characteristic, as it more
closely resembles a modern deck than any other historic precedent. Replacement with a
wood deck rather than repair or reconstruction in kind eases the reversibility of this
contemporary feature.

Constructing a rear deck is not incongruous in concept according to Guidelines sections
4.1.1,4.1.2, and 4.1.5. However, the use of metal railing may be incongruous according to
Guidelines section 4.1.3.

The proposed deck location is off of the rear elevation of the structure, an unobtrusive
location behind a tall privacy fence.

The proposed highest point of the deck (50”) is the height of the house foundation and is
level with the first floor of the house. The deck steps down 8” in height as it extends south
towards the rear yard. Deck configurations with variations in height have been previously
approved by the committee given the reversible, contemporary nature of decks.

Except for the interior of the railings, the deck will be constructed of treated yellow pine, a
material that has been approved in the historic districts for exterior decking.

The use of metal tube railings does not reflect the historic materials of the structure.
Guidelines section 4.1.3 states “Design and detail decks and associated railings and steps to
reflect the materials, scale, and proportions of the building.”

Section 4.3, New Construction, intro paragraph, states ”...the introduction of a compatible
but contemporary new construction project can add depth and contribute interest to the
district.”

The metal tube construction of the railing is no more visually intrusive and obtrusive than
the wooden top rail when viewing the house from the yard, as well as when viewing the
yard from the house.

Evergreen bushes are proposed to screen the base of the deck.

At the March 5, 2007 meeting, the committee conditionally approved a metal and cable
railing on rear decks at 510 Polk Street (026-07-CA). The committee found that in that
situation the cable railing proposed was being applied to a modern deck in a location fairly
hidden from view. The file is available for review.

Pending the committee’s determination regarding the metal deck rails, staff suggests that the
committee approve the application, with the following conditions:

1.

2,

That prior to issuance of building permits, staff review and approve details for:
= decking material and dimensions, supports, and edges.
That the deck be inset 6” from the west elevation.

PUBLIC TESTIMONY

Support: Mr. Galifianakis, applicant, [affirmed] was present to speak in favor of the
application. Mr. Galifianakis states that he had selected the railing because he thought it
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would minimize the appearance/mass of the deck and that he took the idea from a friend’s
house. The tubing for the rail will be galvanized material similar to that used for chain link
fencing but smaller diameter. He showed the commission the portion of the deck that will be
50" high and explained that it would need to be that height to avoid a large step down from the
house Outside of the indicated area the deck will be approximately 4’ wide and step down
closer to grade -42” in height. The deck will serve as a walkway from the garage or driveway
into the house and will replace 1970-era concrete block rear stoop with concrete slab over. The
intent of the design of the deck was to keep the horizontal lines already present on the rear
elevation of the house. Mr. Becker presented a photograph that illustrated horizontal lines of
the rear of the house.

Mr. Galifianakis showed the committee a block layout that illustrated the visibility of the deck
from the surrounding houses. The deck would not be visible from surrounding properties due
to the presence of trees, shrubbery and fences. Mr. Becker pointed out that the deck would be
visible from the public right of way if the rear fence were removed.

Mr. Becker advised the applicant to contact the Building Department to find out the required
minimum space between rails; he believes it is 6”. Mr. Galifianakis responded that he may
prefer the cables used next door to the railing if that was the case.

Mr. Coleman asked if the selection of cable or tubing material can be resolved at the staff level.
Ms. McDonald confirmed that it could be since the use of cable had previously been approved
by the committee.

Mr. Galifianakis stated that the stairs are inset within the deck to minimize their appearance.
There was no one else present to speak in favor of or in opposition to the application.

Mr. Fountain closed the public testimony portion of the hearing.

Committee Discussion

The following points were made in discussion [speaker indicated in brackets]:
[Becker] Stated that pipe has a greater visual weight than cable.

[Hinshaw] Has no problem with the application; facts 4 & 5 are easy enough to deal with.
Code issue is for applicant to deal with.

[Fountain] The precedent is that these things should not be visible from right of way but that
needs to be balanced with the fact that it is in the backyard.

[Hinshaw] Modern design needs to look like modern design.

[Becker] Clarifies state enabling legislation. The issue is if they fit in with the character of the
district.
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Findings of Fact

Mr. Cruse moved that based upon the facts presented in the application and the public hearing,
the committee finds staff comment A. (inclusive of facts 1) B (inclusive of facts 1); C (inclusive
of facts 1 & 2); D(eliminating the statement “However, the use of metal railing may be
incongruous according to Guidelines section 4.1.3.” (inclusive of facts 1-8) to be acceptable as
findings of fact. The motion was seconded by Mr. Coleman; passed 5/0.

Decision on the Application

Mr. Cruse made a motion that the amended application be approved, with the following
conditions:

1. That prior to issuance of building permits, staff review and approve details for:
= Decking material and dimensions, supports, edges and choice of material — tubing or
cable.
2. That the deck be inset 6” from the west elevation.
3. The fence must remain as long as the railing remains.

The motion was seconded by Mr. Coleman; passed 5/0.

Committee members voting: Coleman, Cruse, Hinshaw, Fountain, Runyans.

Certificate expiration date: 11/5/07.
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208 Linden Ave

Horizontal rails were approved for a

rear deck on this modern addition. The
deck and rails are not inset to the footprint
of the house which is similar to the
proposed deck plan for 613 Polk St. The
view of the deck and rails at 613 Polk St
will be obstrcuted by the existing fence




1704919300

VLKOJAN, EMILY C REECE, KYLE M
613 POLK ST

RALEIGH NC 27604-1961

1704917350

CRANE, JOHN PHILIP CRANE, PHYLLIS C
605 POLK ST

RALEIGH NC 27604-1961

1704918056

MADDOCKS, TROY DAVID GRILLO, MARY
BRIDGET

610 POLK ST

RALEIGH NC 27604-1962

1704918360

IDDINGS, SUSAN S

611 POLK ST

RALEIGH NC 27604-1961

1704919276

FINDLAY, WILLIAM JR FINDLAY, RICHARD
ALAN

617 POLK ST

RALEIGH NC 27604-1961

1704919561

THE COTHREN TRUST
PAULA G COTHREN TRUSTEE
605 LATHAM WAY

RALEIGH NC 27604-1900

1714010234
DELMONICO, JOSEPH R
621 POLK ST

RALEIGH NC 27604-1981

1714010475

BURCH, BENJAMIN  CLAY BURCH,
DEBORAH F

513 WATAUGA ST

RALEIGH NC 27604-1969

1704917019

NICHOLSKY, ELISSA DIANE PYON, PETER
ISSAC

420 ELM ST

RALEIGH NC 27604-1932

1704917580

EAST LANE STREET LLC
1714 PARK DR

RALEIGH NC 27605-1611

1704918099

HINTE, JAMES R HINTE, GAIL A
10728 DUNHILL TER

RALEIGH NC 27615-1439

1704918405

NORDSTROM, KRISTOPHER T BRONSTEIN,
KATHERINE E

518 ELM ST

RALEIGH NC 27604-1934

1704919375

BOCKOVER, AARON BOCKOVER, HANNAH
KESTNER

600 LATHAM WAY

RALEIGH NC 27604-1900

1704919578

IRVING, KATHRYN IRVING, DOUGLAS
604 LEONIDAS CT

RALEIGH NC 27604-1977

1714010340

MISNER, SCOTT A

505 WATAUGA ST
RALEIGH NC 27604-1969

1714010580

COTHREN TRUST THE
605 LATHAM WAY
RALEIGH NC 27604-1900

1704917096

POPE, ROBERT H JR POPE, GAIL S
608 POLK ST

RALEIGH NC 27604-1962

1704917587

COLEMAN GROUP INC THE
115 S SAINT MARYS ST
RALEIGH NC 27603-1699

1704918310

MCMILLAN, NICOLE T
609 POLK ST

RALEIGH NC 27604-1961

1704919150

GREEN, M H JR

315 KINSEY ST
RALEIGH NC 27603-1931

1704919417
BODENHEIMER, TED E JR
601 LATHAM WAY
RALEIGH NC 27604-1800

1704919620

RAGSDALE, THOMAS A
600 LEONIDAS CT
RALEIGH NG 27604-1977

1714010356

MAXWELL, JULIAE A
509 WATAUGA ST
RALEIGH NC 27604-1969



