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148-18-CA
715 N BLOODWORTH 

STREET
OAKWOOD HISTORIC 

DISTRICT (R-10)

APPLICANT:
JOHN L THOMAST FOR 
GARDENER BY NATURE LLC

Nature of Project: 
Install master landscape plan;
remove and replace 4 trees;
enlarge patio and build walkways;
alter driveway; remove and replace
fences and gates; build pergola,
arbors, water feature and fire feature
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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – STAFF REPORT 
 
148-18-CA 715 N BLOODWORTH STREET 
Applicant: JOHN THOMAS FOR GARDENER BY NATURE LLC 
Received: 9/13/18 Meeting Date(s): 
Submission date + 90 days:  12/12/2018 1) 10/25/2018 2)  3)  
 

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION 
 
Historic District: OAKWOOD HISTORIC DISTRICT 
Zoning: General HOD 
Nature of Project: Install master landscape plan: remove and replace 4 trees; enlarge patio and 

build walkways; alter driveway; remove and replace fences and gates; build pergola, arbors, 
water feature and fire feature 

Staff Notes: 
• 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 
Install master landscape plan: remove and replace 4 trees; 
enlarge patio and build walkways; alter driveway; remove 
and replace fences and gates; build pergola, arbors, water 
feature and fire feature 

1.4 Fences and Walls Remove and replace fences and gates 
1.5 Walkways, Driveways 

and Off-street Parking 
Enlarge patio and build walkways; alter driveway 

            
 
 

STAFF REPORT 
 

Based on the information contained in the application and staff’s evaluation: 
 
A. Installing a master landscape plan involving removing and replacing four trees, enlarging a 

patio and building walkways, altering a driveway, removing and replacing fences and 

gates, building a pergola, arbors, a water feature and a fire feature is not incongruous in 
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concept according to Guidelines 1.3.1, 1.3.2, 1.3.3, 1.3.4, 1.3.7, 1.3.8, 1.3.9, 1.3.13, 1.4.1, 1.4.2, 

1.4.8, 1.4.11, 1.5.1, 1.5.3, 1.5.5, 1.5.6, 1.5.9; however, removing and replacing four healthy 

trees is incongruous in concept according to Guideline 1.3.1, 1.3.5 and the height of the gate 

arbor and flanking panels, the rose arbor and the pergola may be incongruous in concept 

according to Guideline 1.4.8, and the following suggested facts: 

1* According to the Oakwood North Amendment to the Oakwood Historic District (1988) the 

house was constructed circa 1910 and is contributing to the district: “Hip-roofed frame 

Classical Revival Four-Square with hipped dormer; hip-roofed one-story porch has tapered 

posts on replacement concrete block piers and foundation; sidelighted entrance.” 

2* The property includes a concrete strip driveway that leads to a solid gravel driveway along 

the side of the house.  The applicant proposes regrading the front portion of the driveway to 

eliminate the awkward slope between the sidewalk and driveway.  Concrete strips are 

proposed to be reinstalled.   

3* The application includes a letter from an ISA-certified arborist stating that an oak tree on the 

neighbor’s property north of the driveway that will be impacted by the driveway regrading 

is in declining condition.  The application includes this statement: “We will delay beginning 

work on the proposed driveway reconstruction until this tree has died or been removed.” 

4* The application includes a proposal to remove a pecan tree on the south side of the 

driveway, as well as three hackberries on the south property line.  The roots of the pecan 

tree will be impacted by the driveway regrading project.  The locations and general 

character of replacement trees are shown on the proposed site plan, although specific 

species are not.  Illustrations of the affected tree canopy were provided. 

5* A tree protection plan prepared by a certified arborist was provided. 

6* Built area to open space analysis:  According to the applicant, the lot is 15,768 SF.  The 

current built area totals 4,268 SF.  The proportion of built area to open space is currently 

27%.  The proposed built area, including all new hardscaping, is 5,583 SF.  The proportion of 

built area to open space is proposed to be 35%.  The applicant points out that only 210 SF of 

the new built area is above the ground plane.  (Note: This information was provided in 

pages marked “Supplemental Material” and replaces the information originally provided on 

page 13 of the application.) 
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7* The application includes visual evidence of the more densely built area of other properties 

on N Bloodworth St at 703, 610 and 602. 

8* Brick hardscaping is proposed for walkways, patios and a 6” tall brick curb near the south 

property line to divide a mixed shrub border from low groundcovers.  The new brick 

walkway proposed to connect the deck to the rear accessory building is 6’ wide.  Brick is a 

traditional paving material in the historic district.  

9* A new walkway is proposed in a figure-eight shape between the existing brick patio and the 

accessory building.  The walkway is proposed to be edged with brick and covered with 

Chapel Hill gravel.  Chapel Hill gravel has been approved in two recent COA applications; 

015-18-CA at 411 and 417 N Blount St and 002-18-CA at 208 Wolfe St.  An alternative design 

in the application adds a brick pattern in the gravel field. 

10* An existing fire feature and pond feature are proposed to be removed. 

11* A brick fire feature is proposed to be centered on a 10’ x 12’ brick patio west of the main 

deck.  A new water feature is proposed between the brick walk and brick curb.  Detailed 

drawings of the two features were not provided. 

12* The proposal includes a new 16’ wide x 10’ high pergola on the south side of the accessory 

building and a 6’ wide x 6’ deep x 10’ high rose arbor in the center of the figure-eight 

walkway.  A drawing of the pergola was provided, but drawings of the rose arbor were not.  

Pergolas and arbors are traditional rear yard landscape features. 

13* A new swing in a wooden arbor is proposed at the rear of the property.  Neither 

specifications nor drawings were provided. 

14* The existing 40” picket fence enclosing a portion of the backyard is proposed to be removed.  

It will be replaced on the side property lines with a 42” wood fence, but the fencing that had 

spanned the width of the lot will not be replaced.  Fencing is proposed to be stained dark 

brown to match that at 602 N Bloodworth St. 

15* The application shows the existing fencing and gate on the north side of the house will be 

removed and replaced with a 42” wood fence and a two-leaf custom iron gate.  The gate is 

proposed to be topped with a header feature that measures 10’ high, flanked by trellis 

panels that measure 8’ high.  Arbors with tall panels over gates are atypical of the historic 

district, as are metal gates in wood fences.   
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16* The application does not clearly illustrate what the proposed arbor would look like in 

context with the house. 

17* No evidence was provided to support the appropriateness of the height of the gate arbor 

and flanking panels, the rose arbor and the pergola. 

 

Staff suggests that the Committee defer the application so that the applicant may provide 

additional evidence and details, particularly regarding the height of the gate arbor and flanking 

panels, the rose arbor and the pergola, and the use of a metal gate in a wood fence.   

 

If the Committee chooses to approve the application, staff suggests the following conditions: 

1. That a demolition delay of 365 days be imposed for the removal of the pecan tree. 

2. That there be no demolition delay for the removal of the three hackberries. 

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

prior to issuance of the blue placard: 

a. Tree species for four replacement trees; 

b. The final design of the figure-eight walkway paving; 

c. Detailed drawings of the fire and water features including elevations, sections 

and materials; 

d. Detailed drawings of the rose arbor including elevations, sections and materials; 

e. Detailed drawings of the swing in a wooden arbor including elevations, sections 

and materials. 
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