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COA-0051-2019
400 KINSEY STREET

BOYLAN HEIGHTS
HISTORIC DISTRICT (HOD-G)

APPLICANT:
DENNIS AND BRENDA CORBIN

Nature of Project: 
Remove fence; 
install new fence; 
remove tree
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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – STAFF REPORT 
 
COA-0051-2019 400 KINSEY STREET 
Applicant: DENNIS AND BRENDA CORBIN 
Received: 4/09/2019 Meeting Date(s): 
Submission date + 90 days:  7/08/2019 1) 5/23/2019 2)  3)  
 

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION 
 
Historic District: BOYLAN HEIGHTS HISTORIC DISTRICT 
Zoning: GENERAL HOD 
Nature of Project: Remove fence; install new fence; remove tree 
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.” 

• COAs mentioned are available for review. 
 

APPLICABLE SECTIONS OF GUIDELINES and DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 
 

Sections Topic Description of Work 
1.3 Site Features & Plantings Remove tree; Install fence 
1.4 Fences and Walls Install 6' tall wooden fence and gates 

 

  

 
STAFF REPORT 

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

 

A. The installation of a 6’ tall wooden fence and gates is not incongruous in concept according 

to Guidelines 1.3.7, 1.4.7, 1.4.8, and the following suggested facts: 

1* The applicant provided a tree survey identifying the species of trees located on the property 

but did not note DBH or the Critical Root Zones of those trees. A tree protection plan was 

not provided. 

2* Location: The applicant proposes replacing existing deteriorated fencing on the south, west, 

and north property lines.  No change in fence or gate locations is proposed. 

3* Material: Wood is a traditional fencing material.  The proposed fence will have a natural 

finish. 
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4* Height: The existing deteriorated fencing is 6’ in height and is tiered to follow the slope of 

the property.  The proposed new fence height matches the existing height. 

5* Configuration: The committee has regularly found that 6’-tall wood privacy fences meet the 

Design Guidelines in Boylan Heights when installed in rear and side yards (except for corner 

lots). The proposed fence and gate locations are characteristic of the district. 

6* Design: The existing fencing is a basket weave design.  The proposed replacement fence 

design is a stockade style.  It is proposed to be stained a dark color similar to the existing 

fence. Traditionally, fences were constructed with neighbor friendly design, with structural 

members facing inward; the proposed stockade fence design has the same appearance on 

each side.  

7* The application includes a fence at 408 Kinsey Street as an example of a similar style.  This 

fence was approved through COA 099-09-CA and amended through COA 100-15-MW. 

8* If the applicant were proposing replacing the fencing like-for-like there would be no need 

for a COA application according to the type of work list: “Routine Maintenance (includes 

repair or replacement where there is no change in the design, materials, or general 

appearance of elements of the structure or grounds.) 

 

B. The removal of a tree is not incongruous in concept according to Guidelines 1.3.5; however, 

the removal of a healthy tree is incongruous according to Guidelines 1.3.1, 1.3.5, and the 

following suggested facts: 

1* The application proposes the removal of an Elm tree on the south property line.   

2* The applicant provided a tree survey identifying the species of trees located on the property 

but did not note DBH of those trees. 

3* There are multiple deciduous trees along the perimeter of the rear yard that contribute to 

the tree canopy.  

4* The application indicates that the tree is diseased and dangerous.  Photographs of the tree 

were provided that show what appears to be damage to the tree, but no information on 

structural integrity was provided. No assessment on the health of the tree from an 

International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) certified arborist or NC-licensed landscape 

architect was provided. 

5* A 14’ tall White Oak tree was planted on the property in the Fall of 2017 in anticipation of 

the Elm’s removal. 
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Staff suggests that the Committee defer the application until an assessment prepared by an 

arborist certified by the International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) or by a North Carolina 

licensed landscape architect on the Elm tree is provided. 

 

Should the requested additional information be provided to the Committee at the hearing, staff 

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

1. There not be a delay for the removal of the tree.  

2. That any new post holes be dug manually and tree roots larger than 1” caliper that 

are encountered while digging the fence post holes shall receive a clean final cut 

using tools designed for the purpose, such as loppers. 

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