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APPLICANT:
SUSAN AND JIM BRAY

Nature of Project: 
Construct rear addition;
remove and replace rear deck;
install pergola over deck;
expand side porch and construct 
new roof; changes to existing 
windows and door;
install column on front porch pier
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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – STAFF REPORT 
 
COA-0197-2018 605 N BOUNDARY STREET 
Applicant: SUSAN AND JIM BRAY 
Received: 12/6/2018 Meeting Date(s): 
Submission date + 90 days:  3/6/2019 1) 1/24/2019 2)  3)  
 

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION 
 
Historic District: OAKWOOD HISTORIC DISTRICT 
Zoning: GENERAL HOD 
Nature of Project: Construct rear addition; remove and replace rear deck; install pergola over 

deck; remove side porch stoop, replace with deck, construct new roof, and replace door; 
switch locations of paired windows and single window on west wall; install column on 
front porch pier; install 48" fence and gates 

Staff Notes: 
• COAs 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 rear addition; remove and replace rear deck; 
remove side porch stoop, replace with deck, construct 
new roof, and replace door; install 48" fence and gates 

1.4 Fences and Walls Install 48" fence and gates 
2.7 Windows and Doors Replace side porch door; switch locations of paired 

windows and single window on west wall 
2.8 Entrances, Porches and 

Balconies 
Remove side porch stoop, replace with deck, construct 
new roof; install column on front porch pier 

3.1  Decks Remove and replace rear deck; install pergola over deck; 
remove side porch stoop, replace with deck 

3.2 Additions to Historic 
Buildings 

Construct rear addition 
 

  

 
STAFF REPORT 

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

 
A. Constructing a rear addition, removing and replacing a rear deck, and installing a pergola 

over a deck are not incongruous in concept according to Guidelines 1.3.1, 1.3.2, 1.3.6, 1.3.7, 

1.3.8, 3.1.1, 3.1.2, 3.1.4, 3.1.5, 3.1.6, 3.1.7, 3.1.8, 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: 
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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 describes the house as a Craftsman frame bungalow, ca. 1926: “Under the gable 

eaves are triangular knee braces; under the horizontal eaves are exposed rafter tails.  There 

is a porch on the rightward part of the front with a gabled roof supported by two battered 

square-section posts on brick piers.  Most of the windows are six-over-one.  The house was 

divided into two apartments in the 1930s.  An addition was made across the rear after 1950.” 

2* The property is on a corner lot at Boundary and Elm Streets and is at the northeast edge of 

the Oakwood Historic District, with the properties behind it on Elm Street being outside the 

district.     

3* No trees over 8” DBH are proposed for removal.  A tree protection plan prepared by an ISA 

certified arborist was provided showing the locations, DBH, species and critical root zones 

of trees on the property; however, it is unclear from the tree protection plan how or whether 

the tree protection fencing is enclosed along the Elm Street right-of-way.  The plan also does 

not show the footprint of the proposed addition, nor is it clear where the driveway is 

located.   

4* The proposed addition is at the rear of the house and involves the removal of the existing 

full-width rear deck with new construction extending approximately 7’ farther from the 

back of the house than the existing deck.  This is a traditional location to add to a historic 

house. 

5* Photographs were provided of other sunrooms with banks of windows. 

6* Built area to open space analysis:  According to the applicant, the lot is 6,781.5 SF.  Sanborn 

maps from 1914-1950 show 1,642 SF of built area, with a ratio of built are to open space of 

24%.  The existing built area is 1,838 SF, with a ratio of built are to open space of 27%.  The 

proposed built area is 2,100 SF.  The proportion of built area to open space is proposed to be 

31%. 

7* The application includes analysis of the built area of six neighboring properties, with a 

range from 21% to 38% built area to open space. 

8* Built mass to open space analysis:  None was provided by the applicant. 
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9* The roof of the addition is proposed to be an extension of the existing gable form.  The 

roofing is proposed to be architectural asphalt shingles to match the existing. 

10* The application states the proposed eave construction will match the existing.  Photographs 

were provided showing the existing eave construction. 

11* The addition is proposed to be clad in wood siding with a 4 ½” reveal and wood trim to 

match the historic house. 

12* The extended foundation is proposed to be of brick with a painted finish to match the 

existing.  Framed lattice is proposed to screen below the extension and deck.  The 

application does not state what material is to be used for the lattice.  It is proposed to be 

either stained or painted.  Photographs of other lattice screens were provided. 

13* The structure is proposed to be painted.  Paint samples were not provided. 

14* The existing house features primarily six-over-one double-hung windows.  New windows 

proposed for the north and east sides appear to match the proportions of other windows on 

the house.  The west side includes a grouping of three new wood casement windows, as 

well as moving other existing windows (see C. 1-3 below).  Specifications and section 

drawings were provided. 

15* The rear sunroom addition features groupings of casement windows on both the north and 

west walls.  The windows are casement style with the appearance of one-over-one double-

hung.  All windows are wood framed from Sierra Pacific.  Specifications and section 

drawings were provided. 

16* Two new full-lite wood Jeld-Wen doors are proposed leading to the rear deck. Specifications 

and section drawings were provided. 

17* The proposed rear deck is shown at the northwest corner of the house and includes a 

pergola.  A new stair is proposed to lead to the ground level.  The pergola is to be of stained, 

pressure-treated wood.  Detailed drawings of the deck and stair railings and the pergola 

were provided. 

18* Exterior lighting was not shown on the drawings, nor were specifications provided. 

19* K-style gutters and downspouts are proposed for the addition and will match the existing. 

 

B. Removing a side porch stoop, replacing it with a deck, constructing a new roof, replacing a 

door, and installing a column on a front porch pier are not incongruous in concept 
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according to Guidelines 1.3.1, 1.3.2, 1.3.4, 1.3.6, 1.3.7, 1.3.8, 2.7.2, 2.7.5, 2.8.1, 2.8.3, 2.8.5, 2.8.6, 

2.8.9, 3.1.3, and the following suggested facts: 

1* The existing porch stoop and stairs are concrete.  The proposed replacements are a wood 

porch on a brick foundation with brick steps.  The new porch will be  covered with a gable-

end roof with a roof ridge that is lower than the ridge of the historic house.  The porch is 

shown with railings on the north and south sides. 

2* The design of the railings appears to match the design proposed for the rear deck.  Detailed 

drawings for the deck railing were provided 

3* Photographs of other side porches on corner lot houses were provided.  Side porches are 

common historic elements in Oakwood. 

4* The ceiling of the porch roof is proposed to be painted bead board. 

5* The door to be replaced is non-historic, appearing to date from the 1950s.  The proposed 

new door is to be a full-lite wood door.  Specifications were provided. 

6* The front porch includes three piers with columns on the two end piers.  The application 

includes the addition of a column on the center pier to address a compromised beam over 

the front porch.  Drawings show it matching the existing columns.  Photographs were 

provided showing the existing deformation of the porch front, as well as photos showing 

other similar porch column/pier configurations in the historic district. 

7* Framed lattice screening is proposed adjacent to the side porch for bins.  It appears to match 

the other screening proposed for the addition.  The application does not state what material 

is to be used for the lattice.  It is proposed to be either stained or painted. 

 

C. Switching locations of paired windows and a single window on the west wall may be 

incongruous in concept according to Guidelines sections 2.7.1, 2.7.5, 2.7.11, and the following 

suggested facts: 

1* Paired six-over-one double-hung windows currently in roughly the center of the west wall 

are proposed to be moved further back on the same wall, switching places with a single six-

over-one double-hung window. 

2* The applicant states: “This elevation of the house is the least character defining and the least 

visible, due to the proximity of the neighbor, the change in grade and the existing 

vegetation.” 
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3* Photographs were provided of other houses in Oakwood that have switched windows on 

side elevations during rehabilitation projects, both of which were approved COAs; 306 Pell 

Street (153-08-CA) and 308 Pell Street (102-12-CA). 

 

D. Installing a fence and gates is not incongruous in concept according to Guidelines 1.3.1, 1.3.2, 

1.3.7, 1.4.8; however, constructing a 48” fence and gates in the street side yard area of a 

corner lot is incongruous according to Guidelines 1.4.11, and the following suggested facts: 

1* The proposed fence is 48” tall, with a top rail installed 6” above what is otherwise a 

common vertical picket fence design.  The fencing is proposed to be pressure-treated stained 

wood.  A detailed elevation view of the fence was provided; however, a section view was 

not.  

2* It is unclear whether the fence will be installed using neighbor-friendly design, the 

traditional way in which fences were constructed (with structural members facing inward) 

or a fence design where both sides of the fence present an identical appearance. 

3* A tree protection plan was provided showing the locations, DBH, species and critical root 

zones of trees on the property.  The tree protection plan does not include the location of the 

proposed fence and gates; therefore, it is difficult to assess whether the tree protection 

measures are sufficient for this component of the project.  

4* Along the Elm Street side of the property the fence is proposed to be set in 17’ from the curb.   

5* Photographs of other fences on corner lots were provided: 

a. 610 N Bloodworth Street (088-15-CA) was approved as part of a master 

landscape plan; 

b. 602 E Lane Street (064-18-MW) was approved, although the height and design of 

the installed fence do not appear to match what was approved. 

6* The fence is proposed to abut existing taller fences for neighboring lots. 

7* Two 3’ wide pedestrian gates are proposed, as well as a pair of 6’ wide gates at the 

driveway. Detailed drawings of the gate design were not provided. 

 

 

Pending the committee’s determination of the significance of the west façade, staff suggests 

that the committee approve the application with the following conditions: 
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1. That the new fence and gates be no greater than 42” in height and be installed using 

neighbor-friendly design. 

2. That tree protection plans be implemented and remain in place for the duration of 

construction. 

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

to issuance of the blue placard: 

a. An updated tree protection plan showing how the tree protection fencing is enclosed 

on the Elm Street side, as well as the location of the proposed addition, fence and 

gates, and the location of the existing driveway. 

4. That the lattice screening be wood. 

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

to installation or construction:  

a. Lattice paint/stain sample from the paint/stain manufacturer; 

b. Paint color samples from the paint manufacturer; 

c. Exterior lighting including location on the building; 

d. A section view drawing of the proposed fencing; 

e. Elevation and section drawings of the proposed gates 

 
 
Staff Contact: Melissa Robb, melissa.robb@raleighnc.gov 



 

Raleigh Historic Development Commission –  
Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) Application 

 

 
Development Services 

Customer Service Center  
One Exchange Plaza 

1 Exchange Plaza, Suite 400 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601  

Phone 919-996-2495 
eFax 919-996-1831  
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               Minor Work (staff review) – 1 copy 

 Major Work (COA Committee review) – 10 copies  
                Additions Greater than 25% of Building Square Footage  
                New Buildings  
                Demo of Contributing Historic Resource 
                All Other 
 

 Post Approval Re-review of Conditions of Approval  

 
For Office Use Only 

Transaction # __579015____________________ 
 File #  _COA-0197-2018___________________ 
 Fee  ___________________________________ 
 Amount Paid  __$152.00___________________ 
 Received Date  __12/6/2018________________ 
 Received By  _____________________________ 

Property Street Address   605 Boundary St 

Historic District  Historic Oakwood 

Historic Property/Landmark name (if applicable) 

Owner’s Name   Susan and Jim Bray 

Lot size  0.18 acres (width in feet)   45’-0” (depth in feet)   142’-0” 

For applications that require review by the COA Committee (Major Work), provide addressed, stamped envelopes to owners 
of all properties within 100 feet (i.e. both sides, in front (across the street), and behind the property) not including the width 
of public streets or alleys (Label Creator). 

Property Address Property Address 
603 N Boundary St 618 Elm St 

601 N Boundary St 609 N Boundary St 

529 N Boundary St 611 N Boundary St 

613 Elm St 613 Watauga St 

615 Elm St 615 Watauga St 

617 Elm St 606 N Boundary St 

607 N Boundary St 620 N Boundary St 

614 Elm St 600 N Boundary St 

http://www.raleighnc.gov/
http://maps.raleighnc.gov/PlanMailList/
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I understand that all applications that require review by the commission’s Certificate of Appropriateness Committee must 
be submitted by 4:00 p.m. on the application deadline; otherwise, consideration will be delayed until the following 
committee meeting. An incomplete application will not be accepted. 

 

Type or print the following: 

Applicant  Susan + Jim Bray 

Mailing Address   207 Linden Ave 

City  Raleigh  State  NC Zip Code  27601 

Date  12-3-2018 Daytime Phone   

Email Address  susan@jandsbray.com 

Applicant Signature  

 
 

Will you be applying for rehabilitation tax credits for this project?    Yes         No 

 

Did you consult with staff prior to filing the application?    Yes         No 

 

Office Use Only 

Type of Work  __________________ 

_____________________________ 

_____________________________ 

 

Design Guidelines - Please cite the applicable sections of the design guidelines (www.rhdc.org). 

Section/Page Topic Brief Description of Work (attach additional sheets as needed) 

2.7/50-53 Windows + Doors 

Owners propose to construct a new rear addition and expand the existing 
gable roof over the existing shed roof portion of the house and the new 

addition. The new sunroom will also be a gable roof. The addition will have 
wood siding to match the historic house as well as wood windows, wood 

doors and trim to be in keeping with the historic house.  
Other items that are being proposed are - updating the side entry to be 

covered and have a more generous landing, relocating two historic windows, 
and a couple of additional changes or updates to windows. Owners are also 
requesting that a new column to match existing to be installed on the one 

pier that does not have a column on the front porch to help fight the 
structural sag of the front porch beam. A new deck will replace the existing 
deck. A new wood trellis will be constructed over a portion of the new deck. 

1.3/22-23 Site Features + Plantings 

3.1/64-65 Decks 

3.2/66-67 Additions 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

 

http://www.raleighnc.gov/
file://corfile/New_Planning/Government/RHDC/Committees/COA%20COMM/COA%20Meeting%20Prep%20forms%20&%20templates/ApplicationIdeas/www.rhdc.org
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Minor Work Approval (office use only) 
Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Director or designee, this application becomes the Minor Work Certificate of 
Appropriateness.  It is valid until _____________________.  Please post the enclosed placard form of the certificate as indicated at 
the bottom of the card. Issuance of a Minor Work Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contractor, tenant, or property owner from 
obtaining any other permit required by City Code or any law. Minor Works are subject to an appeals period of 30 days from the date 
of approval. 

Signature (City of Raleigh) ______________________________________________ Date ________________________ 

 
TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT TO BE COMPLETED 

BY CITY STAFF 
 YES N/A YES NO N/A 
Attach 8-1/2" x 11" or 11” x 17” sheets with written descriptions and drawings, photographs, 
and other graphic information necessary to completely describe the project.  Use the checklist 
below to be sure your application is complete. 

Minor Work (staff review) – 1 copy 

Major Work (COA Committee review) – 10 copies 

     

1. Written description. Describe clearly and in detail the nature of your project. 
Include exact dimensions for materials to be used (e.g. width of siding, window trim, 
etc.)      

2. Description of materials (Provide samples, if appropriate)      
3. Photographs of existing conditions are required. Minimum image size 4” x 6” as printed. 

Maximum 2 images per page.      
4. Paint Schedule (if applicable)      
5. Plot plan (if applicable). A plot plan showing relationship of buildings, additions, 

sidewalks, drives, trees, property lines, etc., must be provided if your project includes 
any addition, demolition, fences/walls, or other landscape work. Show accurate 
measurements. You may also use a copy of the survey you received when you 
bought your property. Revise the copy as needed to show existing conditions and 
your proposed work. 

     

6. Drawings showing existing and proposed work 
 Plan drawings 
 Elevation drawings showing the façade(s) 
 Dimensions shown on drawings and/or graphic scale (required) 
 11” x 17” or 8-1/2” x 11” reductions of full-size drawings. If reduced size is 

so small as to be illegible, make 11” x 17” or 8-1/2” x 11” snap shots of 
individual drawings from the big sheet.  

     

7. Stamped envelopes addressed to all property owners within 100 feet of property not 
counting the width of public streets and alleys (required for Major Work). Use the 
Label Creator to determine the addresses. 

     

8. Fee (See Development Fee Schedule)      
 

http://www.raleighnc.gov/
http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/BoardsCommissions/Documents/RHDC/COAReviewList.pdf
http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/BoardsCommissions/Documents/RHDC/COAReviewList.pdf
http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/BoardsCommissions/Documents/RHDC/COAPaintSchedule.pdf
http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/BoardsCommissions/Documents/RHDC/COAPlotPlanSample.pdf
http://maps.raleighnc.gov/PlanMailList/
http://www.raleighnc.gov/content/extra/Books/PlanDev/DevelopmentFeeSchedule/
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Proposed Addition + Renovation for 605 N Boundary St 
 
The owners of 605 N Boundary St propose to construct a new rear addition and expand the 
existing gable roof over an existing shed roof portion of the house and the new addition. The 
shed roof section of the existing house appears to have been an addition that took the place of 
a much smaller rear porch. The new proposed sunroom will have a gable roof the same pitch as 
the main roof. The addition will have wood siding to match the historic house as well as wood 
windows, wood doors and trim to be in keeping with the historic house.  
 
Other proposed items are - updating the side entry to be covered along with a new deck that is 
the same size as the existing stoop, relocating a single and pair of historic windows, and add a 
column to match existing to the one lone pier of the front porch. The new column is to help fight 
the structural sag of the front porch beam, see photos. A new deck will replace the existing 
deck. A new wood trellis will be constructed over a portion of the new deck. 
 
Section 2.7 #9 If additional windows or doors are necessary for a new use, install them on a 
rear or non-character-defining facade of the building, but only if they do not compromise the 
architectural integrity of the building. Design such units to be compatible with the overall design 
of the building, but not to duplicate the original. 
 
There are three small bedrooms in a line along the private side of the bungalow. The owners 
are proposing to expand two of the bedrooms by using the middle bedroom. The middle room 
along that side of the plan does not have a closet and if you were to try and put one in, it would 
make that room even smaller and difficult to fit a bed in. The owners before this struggled with 
the same thing. We are showing that the middle bedroom becomes an ensuite bathroom and a 
larger closet for bedroom 01. In order to make this happen, we are proposing to move the pair 
of historic windows down the same exterior wall into the master bedroom. In the newly created 
closet, we would like to move the existing single window to this space. This elevation of the 
house is the least character defining and the least visible, due to the proximity of the neighbor, 
the change in grade and the existing vegetation. Since COA decisions are made on a case by 
case basis could the approval be just for this instance because of all of these factors? 
 
Section 2.7 #7 If a historic window or a door is completely missing, replace it with a new unit 
based on accurate documentation of the original or a new design compatible with the original 
opening and the historic character of the building. 
 
The owners are proposing to update the side entry to be safer and more functional. In this 
update they would like to replace the current non-historic door with a full lite wood door. This will 
provide more light into a dark kitchen and also allow the owners to use the side entry as another 
means of access to the house.  
 
 
Section 1.3 #8 In the residential historic districts, it is not appropriate to alter the residential 
character of the district by significantly reducing the proportion of the original built area to open 
space on a given site through new construction, additions, or surface paving. 
 
324 SF of heated space will be added to the north side of the existing house to create a true 
master suite and a sunroom. A 130 SF rear deck will be added to create an outdoor space. The 
new footprint of the proposed house is in line with the footprints of other houses along the block 
and does not significantly change the proportion of built space to open space and is comparable 
to neighboring properties. The 1914-1950 Sanborn map shows that there was a shed or one car 



garage on the property at one time and that the front porch may have been across the entire 
front of the house. With this in mind, the new addition does not add much more built mass to the 
property than it historically had.   
 
Sanborn 1914-1950 map %of Built to Open Space – 1642 SF of built space/6781.5 of site = 
24% 
Existing % of Built Space to Open Space – 1838 SF of built space /6781.5 SF of site = 27% 
New Site Plan % of Built Space to Open Space – 2100 SF of built space/6781.5 SF of site = 
31% 
 
Other houses neighboring 605 Boundary St–  
607 N Boundary St app Built Space to Open Space – 2121 SF of built space/8129 SF of site = 
26% 
603 N Boundary St app Built Space to Open Space – 1698 SF of built space /7286 SF of site = 
23% 
601 N Boundary St app Built Space to Open Space – 1575 SF of built space /7405 SF of site = 
25% 
600 N Boundary St app Built Space to Open Space – 2335 SF of built space /6144 SF of site = 
38% 
602 N Boundary St app Built Space to Open Space – 1280 SF of built space /5586 SF of site = 
23% 
606 N Boundary St app Built Space to Open Space – 2979 SF of built space /7839 SF of site = 
38% 
 
Section 3.1 Decks #1 Locate and construct decks so that the historic fabric of the structure and 
its character-defining features and details are not damaged or obscured. Install decks so that 
they are structurally self-supporting and may be removed in the future without damage to the 
historic structure. 
 
The new deck is located off of the new rear addition, hidden behind the new sunroom and only 
ties into new construction.  
 
Section 3.2 Additions #1 Construct additions, if feasible, to be structurally self-supporting to 
reduce any damage to the historic building. Sensitively attach them to the historic building so 
that the loss of historic materials and details is minimized. 
 
The addition will be located on the rear of the house where a previous addition is located. We 
are proposing to extend the historic roof line back to cover the previous addition and a smaller 
engaged gable to cover the new sunroom. This will give the house on the interior the ability to 
have the same ceiling height throughout.  
 
Section 3.2 #8 Design an addition to be compatible with the historic building in mass, 
architectural style, materials, color, and relationship of solids to voids in the exterior walls, yet 
make the addition discernible from the original. 
 
The addition follows the shape and footprint of the existing house. The roof lines of the addition 
are equal to or lower than the historic house gable ridge heights. Siding, eaves, overhangs, 
windows and trim shall be consistent between the new and existing sections of the house to 
help create a cohesive overall aesthetic.  
 
 



 
Section 1.4 #11 It is not appropriate to introduce visually opaque screening plantings, walls, or 
fences taller than 42” or that are more than 65% solid into the front yard area (and/or street side 
yard area of a corner lot) unless historic evidence exists. 
 
“A need for security or privacy or the desire to enhance a site may lead to a decision to 
introduce a new fence or wall. Within the historic districts and landmarks any proposed fence is 
reviewed with regard to the compatibility of location, materials, design, pattern, scale, spacing, 
and color with the character of the principal building on the site and the historic district” 
 
The owners would like to request permission to make the fence 48” tall for security in their rear 
yard for grandchildren playing and dogs that they foster. 42” is more of an aesthetic height and 
does very little to provide security. The fence will be located to the rear portion of the property 
and will abut to much taller fences in adjacent yards. The fence is set in 17’-0”+ from Elm Street 
and there is no public sidewalks on this side of the property so it will not appear to be such a 
physical wall in close proximity to anyone viewing from the street. Most of the examples around 
Oakwood for corner lots are fences that are adjacent to public sidewalks making them appear 
taller and more solid. We are not requesting that this fence be placed so that it impedes the 
view of the historic house, it is a back yard fence. The historic district ends at the back of this 
house and so the houses beyond are not in the historic district. See drawing of the fence 
elevation, we are proposing a more framed picket fence up to 42” tall and then a small section 
of a more open cap to the fence to create the 6” extra in height. Pressure treated stained wood 
is proposed as the material. 
 
 
 
Materials –  
 
New siding will be wood siding that matches the exposure of the historic siding (4.5” exposure 
smooth wood siding). Trim to match existing trim, 4.5” window and door trim. The new wood 
windows will have a 1”. Corner boards to match existing (5”). New windows will not have grille 
patterns to match existing so that the addition sets itself subtly from the historic house. Roofing 
to be replaced in kind with new architectural asphalt shingles, will use Certainteed Landmark 
Collection in Georgetown Gray. Brick foundation will match existing and be painted. Decking to 
be pressure treated stained decking on both the deck and the side entry porch. Side porch 
ceiling to be painted beadboard. Painted or stained lattice to screen below the addition + deck 
between the painted brick piers. New eaves, soffits, brackets and overhangs to match existing. 
 
 





BM1924:63 this is lot 57 of Harding & Stronach properties
470:121 Hornaday & Faucette to S. R. Lee, Jr. May 26, 1925 Int Rev $1.00 subj to deed of trust $400
507:141 S. R. Lee Jr. to R. G. & Mary L. Baker Nov 15, 1926, with mortgage of $3500
2369:428 Mary L. Baker to Daniel & Leslee Salzler 1975
2525:643
2651:489 Glenn Parler & Louann Brown Atkins
1925 RCD: no listing, no S. R. Lee in directory
1926 RCD: no listing, no S. R. Lee in directory
1927 RCD: R. Garland Baker, conductor, wife Mary L.
1928 RCD: R. G. Baker
1929 RCD: Robert G. Baker
1942 RCD: R. Garland Baker
1950 Sanborn: rectangular footprint, front porch open, composition roof
1963 RCD: Mrs. Mary L. Baker
2012 RCD: similar to 1950 but front porch enclosed into a sunroom

=WA6637  605 North Boundary St. George S. Stephenson House c.1926 This Craftsman frame bungalow was 
built for George S. Stephenson, an engineer with the railroad. It has a front-gabled saddle roof. Under the gable 
eaves are triangular knee braces; under the horizontal eaves are exposed rafter tails. There is a porch on the 
rightward part of the front with a gabled roof supported by two battered square-section posts on brick piers. Most 
windows are six-over-one. The house was divided into two apartments in the 1930s. An addition was made across 
the rear after 1950. The house was restored to a single unit as part of a restoration by Jennifer & Tony Latto in 
1997-98.
Hornaday & Faucette did not build the house. They were a real estate firm, not a construction firm. Their newspaper advertisements say “We 
sell lots.”

BM1924:63 this is lot 58 of Harding & Stronach properties
498:207 Hornaday & Faucette to G. S. & Carrie R. Stephenson May 25, 1926
860:138 Carrie R. Stephenson to J. P. & Nellie Alford 1941 Rev $2.20
929:256
937:193 C. B. & w Woodall to B. M. Yates 1946
2997:419 Lewis Hawks to Louis Hawks Jr. 1982
7354:728 to Jennifer & Tony Latto Feb 1997 $135K
8738:1361 Jennifer & Tony Latto to Yvonne Lisa Granered Nov, 2000 $217K
1925 RCD: no listing
1926 RCD: George S. Stephenson, engineer
1928 RCD: G. S. Stephenson
1929 RCD: George S. Stephenson
1939 RCD: 605 vacant, Carrie Stephenson in 605½
1942 RCD: Zane G. Winters at 605, Nathan S. Newton at 605½
1948 RCD: two addresses: 605 & 605½
1950 Sanborn: rectangular footprint, small back porch, composition roof
Feb 1960 Garden Club Home of the month: photo shows appearance similar to 2014.
1963 RCD: two apartments: 605 & 605½
2012 wakegov: similar to 1950 but addition across rear

=WA6638 (NC) 606 North Boundary St. Smith-Barlow House c.1955 This frame cottage was built by the 
Smith-Douglass Building Corporation and sold the next year to mailman Charles Chappell. The house was 
originally veneered in brick. It had a side-gabled saddle roof with no eaves. There was a small porch on the 
rightward part of the front, with a gabled roof supported by two square-section posts. The house was extensively 
remodeled in 2013-14 by Robert Barlow in the Craftsman Revival style. The brick veneer was removed and 
replaced with fiber-cement clapboards. The windows were replaced by six-over-one windows. The small front 
porch was removed and replaced by a larger centered gabled porch supported by four battered square-section posts 
on brick piers. A large gabled addition was made to the rear.
There is a small shed in the back yard built in c.1960.
657:275 O. C. Gulley to J. E. & Goldie Cooper Apr 27, 1934 northern two-thirds of this lot
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9 maple

29 maple

9 hickory

14 cherry

18 catalpa

16 elm

10 elm

8 maple

7 cherry

25 hickory

14 magnolia

19 sugar berry19 sugar berry

15 sugar berry
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House Footprint
Critical Root Zones

Tree Protection Plan- 605 Boundary Street
Katie Rose Levin
Board Certified Master Arborist 6744B
Note: Current plans call for very little digging.
Care is focused on preserving soil and
reducing compaction. 
1. Tree protection fencing (pink): 
Install prior to work and remove only
after work is complete. It shall be 5' tall 
orange snow fence. Install theTPZ fencing 
from the street to the fence or house.
2. The laydown area (blue):
Install and maintain 8"-12" of fresh arborist
woodchips for the duration of construction.
3. All machinery shall be on rubber tracks.
4. New footers shall be hand dug, and any roots 
1.5" or greater encountered cleanly severed
using hand tools. No roots 2" or greater shall
be cut.
5. Locate the dumpster on the street.
6. When installing the fence, hand dig the posts. 
Maintain at least 3 foot distance from any tree 
trunk. If large roots (1.5" or greater) are
encountered, shift the location of the post.
7. Water trees during following summer to 
provide supplimental water during hot or 
droughty periods.
8. Remove ceder due to conflicts with the house
expansion.
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Mailing List for 605 Boundary St (within 100’-0”) 

 
KELLS, CRISTYN KELLS, DANIEL 

Mailing Address 1 603 N BOUNDARY ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1975 

 

 
DAVIS, DORIS S DIXON, FAYE W 

Mailing Address 1 601 N BOUNDARY ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1975 

 

 
FEIG, ALISSA M 

Mailing Address 1 529 N BOUNDARY ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1952 

 

 
BROWNE, NIMET SADIYE 

Mailing Address 1 613 ELM ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1935 

 

 
GRAY, NEIL GRAY, LISA FERGUSON 

Mailing Address 1 615 ELM ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1935 

 

 
HILLIN, DENICE 

Mailing Address 1 617 ELM ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1935 

 

 
AYLWARD, JASON 

Mailing Address 1 607 N BOUNDARY ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1954 

 

 



 
GREEN, ANGUS MARSHALL 

Mailing Address 1 614 ELM ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1936 

 

BRADLEY, CHRISTOPHER J ROSIER, JULIETTE R 

Mailing Address 1 618 ELM ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1936 

 

 
BIGGS, WILLIAM WOOD II 

Mailing Address 1 516 W PEACE ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27603-1102 

 

 
GENTRY, VINCENT M PARKER, DOUGLAS N 

Mailing Address 1 611 N BOUNDARY ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1954 

 

 
BLANKINSHIP, MATTHEW E BLANKINSHIP, WENDY J 

Mailing Address 1 613 WATAUGA ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1963 

 

 
SHERRIER, ROBERT 

Mailing Address 1 615 WATAUGA ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1963 

 

 
BARLOW, ROBERT T ROSS, TIFFANY A 

Mailing Address 1 606 N BOUNDARY ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1955 

 

 
NATHANSON, MELVILLE B JR DITTMER, KRISTINE L 

Mailing Address 1 620 N BOUNDARY ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1955 



 
KHOSRAVI-KAMRANI, PAYVAND 

Mailing Address 1 300 WEAVER MINE TRL 

Mailing Address 2 CHAPEL HILL NC 27517-7591 

 

 
O'BRYANT, MATTHEW D/B/A O'BRYANT AND ASSOCIATES 

Mailing Address 1 522 ELM ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1993 

 

 
LESLEY, PRESTON W KESLER, SHELBY L 

Mailing Address 1 612 N BOUNDARY ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1955 

 

 
BEAMAN, OLIVER J JR BEAMAN, MELISSA H 

Mailing Address 1 521 N BOUNDARY ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1952 

 

 
CHAKSUPA, DAN 

Mailing Address 1 616 N BOUNDARY ST 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1955 

 

 
PRUETT, PATRICE LEANNE 

Mailing Address 1 609 LEONIDAS CT 

Mailing Address 2 RALEIGH NC 27604-1978 
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