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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – STAFF REPORT 
 
COA-0030-2019 529 EUCLID STREET 
Applicant: KATE AND MICHAEL PRAFKA 
Received: 3/12/19 Meeting Date(s): 
Submission date + 90 days:  06/10/19 1) 04/25/2019 2) 3)  
 

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION 
 
Historic District: OAKWOOD HISTORIC DISTRICT 
Zoning: HOD-G 
Nature of Project: Construct addition and rear deck 
DRAC: An application was reviewed by the Design Review Advisory Committee at the March 

4, 2019 meeting.  Members in attendance were Dan Becker, Sarah David, and Curtis 
Kasefang; also present were Ashley Morris, architect; Kate Prafka, applicant; and Collette 
Kinane and Tania Tully, staff. 

Staff Notes:  
• COA cases mentioned are available for review. 

 
APPLICABLE SECTIONS OF GUIDELINES and DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

 
Sections Topic Description of Work 
1.3 Site Features and Plantings Construct addition and rear deck 
3.2 Additions Construct addition and rear deck 

            
 

STAFF REPORT 
 

Based on the information contained in the application and staff’s evaluation: 
 
A. Constructing an addition and rear deck are not incongruous in concept according to 

Guidelines 1.3.1, 1.3.2, 1.3.6, 1.3.7, 1.3.8, 1.3.13, 3.2.1, 3.2.2, 3.2.4, 3.2.5, 3.2.6, 3.2.7, 3.2.8, 3.2.9, 

3.2.10, 3.2.11, 3.2.12, and the following suggested facts: 

1* The application includes a page from the “Inventory of Structures in The Oakwood National 

Register Historic Districts” Raleigh, North Carolina By Matthew Brown, Historian, Society 

for the Preservation of Historic Oakwood Researched and written from 2004 to 2015.  That 

document states it was constructed c. 1927 and is contributing to the historic district: “This 

Craftsman frame bungalow was built by carpenter Edward E. Crane for his wife Florence, as 

an investment. It remained in the Crane family until 2013. The house has a side-gabled 

saddle roof with deep eaves. There are exposed rafter tails under the eaves, with decorative 

ends. There is a gabled projection on the rightward part of the front. The gables have 
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wooden shingle siding and round attic vents. There is a front porch beside the gabled 

projection, with a shed-on-hip roof coming off the main roof. It is supported by a square 

section post. It originally had Craftsman-style lattice work, which can be seen in a 1995 

photograph in the tax records. This lattice work was removed prior to 2011. The front door 

has a large window with perpendicular tracery. There is a shed-roofed projection on the 

western part of the rear, which may be original. Half of it is an open porch.”  

2* The applicant proposes the construction of an addition on the rear façade.  This is a typical 

location for an addition.  

3* The proposed addition is inset 8” on the west façade and slightly over 6 ½’ on the east 

façade. 

4* A rear deck and stairs are proposed to be nearly centered on the rear façade of the addition.  

The application notes it will be constructed of stained and pressure treated wood. Deck rail 

details were provided. 

5* The application states that the property slopes 8’ from the front of the house to the rear 

property line; which allows for a one and a half story addition to be added without 

exceeding the height of the main ridge.  The ridge height of the proposed addition appears 

to match the height of the main ridge. 

6* The application notes the slope of the property and illustrates the grade in the elevation 

drawings.  The addition is set in the Critical Root Zone of a 23” DBH Maple located on the 

neighboring property.  The tree protection plan notes that piers should be utilized instead of 

a continuous footer. 

7* Built mass to open space analysis: According to the applicant, the lot is 4,370 SF.  Sanborn 

maps from 1914-1950 show approximately 1,049 SF of built area (including a 144 SF garage), 

with a ratio of built area to open space of 24%. The existing built area is 985 SF (including an 

80 SF shed), with a ratio of built area to open space of 23%. The proposed built area is 1,433 

SF (including an 80 SF shed), with a ratio of built area to open space of 32%.  This is a 9% 

increase. 

8* The application notes that the mass to open space proportions are fairly high on this section 

of Euclid and the proposed ratio is in the middle range.  The application included 

photographs of neighboring properties and an analysis of built area to open space on those 

properties to support the above statement. 
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9* The existing roof is a side-gable form with shed roof porch and front gable projecting bay.   

10* The proposed addition over-frames the existing rear roof as an extended cross-gable with 

elongated dormers on the east and west facades. 1’6” and 1’ eaves are proposed. Details 

were provided. 

11* The dormers feature small casement windows that appear to match the size and style of an 

existing window located on the rear façade. Specifications were provided. 

12* The addition includes single, paired, and tripled windows that appear to match the size and 

style of the existing 1/1 windows. One window on the east façade appears as a slightly 

oversize upper sash.  Paired single pane windows are proposed for the second story on the 

rear façade of the addition. Specifications were provided for the windows as well as the trim 

and sills.   

13* A tree protection plan prepared by a certified arborist was provided that identified the 

location and species of trees with critical root zones on the property. It includes tree 

protection fencing that appears to accommodate construction activity, laydown areas, and 

mulched areas. 

14* No details were provided on exterior lighting, if any. 

 

Staff suggests that the Committee approve the application with the following conditions: 

1. That a tree protection plan be implemented and remain in place for the duration of 
construction.  

2. That the addition be constructed using piers rather than a continuous footer. 
3. That the following be provided to and approved by staff prior to installation or 

construction: 

a. Exterior lighting, if any. 

 

 

 

Staff Contact: Collette Kinane, collette.kinane@raleighnc.gov  

mailto:collette.kinane@raleighnc.gov
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