
 
 
 
 
 

TOWN OF PURCELLVILLE 
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW  

 
May 25, 2016 

7:30 p.m. 
 

1) Call to Order – Pat Giglio, Chairman  
 
2) Public Comments – Citizens who are not representing an application before the Board will 

be given an opportunity to speak (3 minute limit per speaker) 
 

3) Action Items – Additions, Alterations & Demolitions: 
a) None 

 
4) Action Items – Amendments:  

a) None 
 

5) Action Items – New Construction:  
a) CDA16-13 Matuszko Farm LLC Building 
b) CDA16-14 Catoctin Corner Building 7 

  
6) Action Items – Other: 

a) None 
 
7) Discussion Items 

a) None 
 

8) Information Items 
a) None 

 
9) Approval of Minutes:  

a) April 19, 2016 Regular Meeting 
 

10) Adjournment 
 

If you require any type of reasonable accommodation as a result of physical, sensory or mental disability in order to 
participate in this meeting OR if you would like an expanded copy of this agenda, please contact the Department of 
Community Development at (540) 338-2304 at least twenty-four hours in advance of the meeting.  Expanded copies 
of the agenda may not be available the night of the meeting, please request a copy in advance. 
 
USE OF ELECTRONIC DEVICES DURING MEETINGS For the comfort and consideration of others, all cellular 
phones must be turned off and cannot be used in the Council Chambers.  Pagers must be set on silent or vibrate 
mode.  This is requested because of potential interference with our recording devices and the transmittal of our 
hearing impaired broadcast. 
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STAFF REPORT 
 
TO: Chairman and Members of the Board of Architectural Review 
FROM:   Daniel Galindo, AICP 

 RE:   CDA16-13 Matuszko Farm LLC Building  
DATE: May 20, 2016 
    

Name: Matuszko Farm LLC Building  Location: North of Richardson Lane 

Code: CDA16-13  Tax Map Number: /35/L/1CM///4/ 

Address: None (Shephardstown Court)  Loudoun County PIN: 487-26-1761 

Located in the Historic District? No  Contributing Structure? N/A 
Zoning District: MC-1  Conformity: N/A 
Comments: New construction of a building at the Mayfair Industrial Park. 
 
The application is evaluated under the M-1, Limited Industrial District regulations (see Article 4, Section 11 in the 
Zoning Ordinance) and the Design Guidelines for the Town of Purcellville, Virginia (Guidelines). 
 
BACKGROUND 
Matuszko Farm LLC has submitted an application for a new 5,000 sq. ft. building to be constructed on the 
northern end of Lot 4 in the new Mayfair Industrial Park which is located in the M-1 Limited Industrial zoning 
district.  The 50’ x 100’ building would be clad in “Almond” colored metal panels (no panel profile specified) 
with a 3 foot tall brown brick base on the front façade and a standing seam metal roof colored “Classic Green” in 
the “PBR” panel profile.  A doorway and four tinted glass 3’ x 4’ double hung windows would be present on the 
building’s eastern (front) façade, and a doorway, two tinted glass 3’ x 4’ double hung windows, and four 12’ x 14’ 
garage doors would be present on its southern façade.       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Location of Matuszko 
Farm LLC Building 
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ZONING ANALYSIS: M-1 
The proposed building appears to meet all applicable standards for the zoning district’s lot size, height, yard and 
setback standards.  This will be confirmed during review of a site plan to be submitted in the future.   
 
 
GUIDELINES ANALYSIS 
The following issues should be considered by the BAR while evaluating CDA16-13: 
 

1. The submitted application has the following deficiencies: 
a. Photographs of the site were not provided;  
b. Material specification sheets have not been provided for the doors, windows, or garage doors;  
c. The colors proposed for the doors, windows, garage doors, gutters and downspouts have not been 

provided;  
d. The presence (or lack thereof) and placement of any utility and mechanical equipment is not 

indicated; and 
e. The presence of external light fixtures (or lack thereof) is not indicated. 

  
2. The building’s design is very simple, and it does not appear that the design has been tailored to 

specifically address the Town’s Guidelines.  Does the structure comply with the Guidelines’ repeated 
emphasis that new structures should: “reflect the traditional architecture and character of the Town” (pg. 
4), be “compatible with the prevailing and recognized historic architectural character of the surrounding 
area” (pg. 6), and “incorporate those characteristics of the Town that exhibit a positive distinctive 
architectural style” (pg. 7)? 
 

3. The applicant did not provide the following information: the design, material, or color of the doors; the 
design, material, or color of the windows; the design, material, or color of the garage doors; the panel 
profile of the metal panels; a sample or example of the brown brick; or the design, material or color of the 
gutter and downspouts.  The applicant must provide these details as part of the application.   
 

4. The proposed green standing seam metal roof is the predominant use of color on the building and may not 
be consistent with the Guidelines which call for “the use of light, subdued or neutral colors” (pg. 14). 

 
5. The placement of any utility and mechanical equipment is not indicated on the submitted materials and 

must be clarified.  The Guidelines encourage the placement of utility and mechanical equipment so that 
they are not seen from any public street; however, screening must be used when locating out of view is 
impossible.  In addition, the applicant must ensure that all equipment on the roof, side of the building or 
on the ground is fully screened with architecturally compatible screening (pg. 19).  
 

6. No dumpster location or enclosure is shown on the application, but if one is being proposed, the applicant 
must provide drawings for review.  The Guidelines state that any enclosures should consist of quality 
materials compatible with the building design (pg. 19).   
 

7. The Guidelines echo the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance that “wall mounted light fixtures must 
have full cutoff shielding,” but no light fixtures are shown on the submitted drawings (pg. 28).  The 
applicant must provide the location of and manufacturer cut-sheets for all exterior light fixtures or note 
specifically that none are proposed.    

 
 
FINDINGS 
1. The proposed design for Matuszko Farm LLC Building satisfies the requirements of the M-1 zoning district.   
2. The proposed design is generally consistent with the Guidelines with the potential exceptions of the issues 

noted for BAR consideration. 
3. The application has five deficiencies that must be corrected prior to approval.   
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RECOMMENDATION 
Upon the correction of staff’s identified deficiencies and the BAR’s determination that the proposed design 
satisfactorily addresses the design criteria of the Design Guidelines for the Town of Purcellville, Virginia, staff 
recommends that the BAR approve CDA16-13 Matuszko Farm LLC Building. 
 
 
ACTION   
One of following sample motions should be used:  
 
I move that the BAR approve CDA16-13 Matuszko Farm LLC Building as presented. 

 
-Or- 

 
I move that the BAR approve CDA16-13 Matuszko Farm LLC Building with the following required conditions: 

1.  
2.  
3.  

And/or the following recommendations: 
1.  
2.  

-Or- 
 

I move that the BAR not approve CDA16-13 Matuszko Farm LLC Building for the following reasons: 
1.  
2.  
3.  
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STAFF REPORT 
 
TO: Chairman and Members of the Board of Architectural Review 
FROM:   Daniel Galindo, AICP 

 RE:   CDA16-14 Catoctin Corner Building 7 
DATE: May 20, 2016 
    

Name: Catoctin Corner Building 7  Location: Northeast of E. Main and 287 intersection 

Code: CDA16-14  Tax Map Number: /36//////18A2/ 

Address: None  Loudoun County PIN: 452-18-7178 

Located in the Historic District? No  Contributing Structure? N/A 
Zoning District: MC/HC  Conformity: N/A 
Comments: New construction of a building at the Catoctin Corner development. 
 
The application is evaluated under the MC, Mixed Commercial District regulations (see Article 4, Section 7 in the 
Zoning Ordinance), Design Criteria of the Historic Corridor Overlay District (see Article 14A, Section 8.1 in the 
Zoning Ordinance) and the Design Guidelines for the Town of Purcellville, Virginia (Guidelines). 
 
BACKGROUND 
DFC Architects, PC has submitted an application for a new building consisting of “Building 7” to be constructed 
as part of the Catoctin Corner development.  The 2,700 sq. ft. building would be sited in the middle of the 
southern part of the 6.53 acre property which is located in the MC Mixed Commercial and HC Historic Corridor 
Overlay zoning districts.  The building would be primarily clad in materials and colors noted in the “List of 
Exterior Finish Materials and Colors” provided by the applicant.     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Catoctin Corner Building 7 
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ZONING ANALYSIS: MC 
The proposed building appears to meet all applicable standards for the zoning district’s lot size, height, yard and 
setback standards.  This will be confirmed during review of the submitted site plan prior to approval.   
 
 
ZONING ANALYSIS: HISTORIC CORRIDOR OVERLAY 
The proposed use represents a new business for Purcellville thereby generating business activity and augmenting 
the Town’s tax base.  The proposed architectural design incorporates some elements which are generally 
consistent with Purcellville’s historic small town character.  The proposed building uses harmonious materials, 
color, texture and treatment for all exterior walls. 
 
 
GUIDELINES ANALYSIS 
The following issues should be considered by the BAR while evaluating CDA16-14: 
 

1. The submitted application has the following deficiencies: 
a. No material specification sheets have been provided; and 
b. The presence (or lack thereof) and placement of any utility and mechanical equipment other than 

the electric meter is not indicated. 
  

2. Does the structure comply with the Guidelines’ repeated emphasis that new structures should: “reflect the 
traditional architecture and character of the Town” (pg. 4), be “compatible with the prevailing and 
recognized historic architectural character of the surrounding area” (pg. 6), and “incorporate those 
characteristics of the Town that exhibit a positive distinctive architectural style” (pg. 7)? 
 

3. Although being located closest to Colonial Highway on the southern edge of the property, the building’s 
entryways are oriented toward the west and east, but the Guidelines encourage the orientation of 
storefronts and entryways toward the major street frontage (pg. 8 & 10).  Where impossible to locate the 
primary building entrance on a main street, the Guidelines call for the inclusion of storefront-type areas 
along that street (pg. 14).   

 
4. It is unclear whether the doors are accentuated with “simply detailed, high quality hardware, kickplates, 

[and] authentically styled locks and hardware” as recommended by the Guidelines (pg.17). 
 

5. Aluminum doors and storefront framing are proposed for the building, but the Guidelines state a 
preference for wood (pg.17).  In addition, if aluminum is necessary, a “dark bronze finish is strongly 
discouraged” (pg. 17). 
 

6. The placement of any utility and mechanical equipment (other than the electric meter) is not indicated on 
the submitted materials and must be clarified.  The Guidelines encourage the placement of utility and 
mechanical equipment so that they are not seen from any public street; however, screening must be used 
when locating out of view is impossible.  In addition, the applicant must ensure that all equipment on the 
roof, side of the building or on the ground is fully screened with architecturally compatible screening (pg. 
19).  

 
 
FINDINGS 
1. The proposed design for Catoctin Corner Building 7 satisfies the requirements of the MC zoning district.   
2. The proposed design satisfies the design criteria of the Historic Corridor Overlay zoning district. 
3. The proposed design is generally consistent with the Guidelines with the potential exceptions of the issues 

noted for BAR consideration. 
4. The application has two deficiencies that must be corrected prior to approval.   
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RECOMMENDATION 
Upon the correction of staff’s identified deficiencies and the BAR’s determination that the proposed design 
satisfactorily addresses the design criteria of the Historic Corridor Overlay District and Design Guidelines for the 
Town of Purcellville, Virginia, staff recommends that the BAR approve CDA16-14 Catoctin Corner Building 7. 
 
 
ACTION   
One of following sample motions should be used:  
 
I move that the BAR approve CDA16-14 Catoctin Corner Building 7 as presented. 

 
-Or- 

 
I move that the BAR approve CDA16-14 Catoctin Corner Building 7 with the following required conditions: 

1.  
2.  
3.  

And/or the following recommendations: 
1.  
2.  

-Or- 
 

I move that the BAR not approve CDA16-14 Catoctin Corner Building 7 for the following reasons: 
1.  
2.  
3.  

 

























 
 

MINUTES 
BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW REGULAR MEETING 

APRIL 19, 2016, 7:30PM 
TOWN HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

 
 
PRESENT:  Pat Giglio, Chairman  

Dan Piper, Vice Chairman 
   Mark Ippoliti, Board member 
    
ABSENT:  Jim Gloeckner, Board member 
     
STAFF:  Daniel Galindo, Senior Planner 
   Tucker Keller, Planning and Zoning Technician 

 
  
CALL TO ORDER: 
 
Chairman Giglio called the Regular Meeting of the Board of Architectural Review to 
order at 7:30PM.   
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS: 
 
None 
 
ACTION ITEMS – ADDITIONS, ALTERATIONS & DEMOLITIONS: 
 
 a) CDA16-10 – Total Pools Repainting (730 E. Main Street) 
 
The applicant came forward and talked about paint color options. 
 
Chairman Pat Giglio made a motion that BAR approve CDA16-10 Total Pools 
Repainting as presented with the requirement that the paint color be Labrador Blue from 
Benjamin Moore and that the downspouts will also be painted the Labrador Blue to better 
blend as well as the guttering.  The motion was seconded by Board member Ippoliti and 
approved unanimously with one absent. 
 
 b) CDA16-11 – Monk’s BBQ Deck (251 N. 21st Street) 
 
The applicant, Brian Jenkins, came forward and reviewed pictures of the type of deck he 
is interested in as well as the area it would cover.  Chairman Giglio talked about the 
history of when the shed was first installed and approved under a CDA at that time.  
Chairman Giglio added that part of the agreement was that the shed was to be painted to 
match the building, and noted that when the BAR looks at buildings, the view from the 
street is important.   
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Chairman Giglio made a motion that the BAR approve CDA16-11 Monk’s BBQ Deck 
with the following required conditions: 
 
 1.  The existing shed will be painted grey to match the existing building; 
 2.  The roof structure covering the wood on the front elevation will be   
 lowered to below the hand rail and existing corrugated roof will be painted black; 
 3.  The railing and vertical wood elements will be painted to match the 
 building; 
 4.  The smoke pit area will terminate in a front facing gable roof with vertical 
 board siding on the upper gable with a roof that will be V5, a metal roof to match 
 the existing roof on the shed.  The wood will also be painted grey to match the 
 building and in keeping with the other. 
 
The motion was seconded by Board member Piper and approved unanimously with one 
absent. 
 
 c) CDA16-12 Petit Lou-Lou Exterior Alterations (713 E. Main Street) 
 
The applicant came forward and reviewed the proposed changes.  Chairman Giglio asked 
about the relocation of the downspout.  The applicant noted that issue was pending 
landlord approval, and if not approved, the downspout would be placed over one of the 
frames and have it match. 
 
Chairman Giglio made a motion that the BAR approve CDA16-12 Petit Lou-Lou exterior 
alterations with the following three conditions for the window alterations: 
 
 1.  That they have a concrete sill which is 4 to 5 inches to match the existing 
 concrete sills in the Center; 
 2.  The wood cornice and trim surrounding the windows be designed to match 
 the existing with built-up lintels and a trim cap; 
 3.  The windows be white with muntins and that the window panes will be similar 
 in size to the others in the Center. 
 
The motion was seconded by Board member Ippoliti and approved unanimously with one 
absent. 
 
ACTION ITEMS – AMENDMENTS: 
 
None 
 
ACTION ITEMS  - NEW CONSTRUCTION: 
 
 a) CDA16-03 Southern States (261 N. 21st Street) 
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The applicant, Peter Juanpere with Southern States, reviewed the changes made since the 
February meeting.  Mr. Juanpere added that all four facades have been modified based on 
recommendations and reviewed those modifications with the BAR. 
 
Board member Piper made a motion that the BAR approve CDA16-03 Southern States 
with the following requirement: 
 
 1.  That on the west elevation the person door (man door) on the very right-hand 
 side sets the height for the remaining windows and faux shutters along that 
 facade. 
 
Board member Ippoliti made a friendly suggestion that this also includes the east 
elevation.  The motion was seconded by Chairman Giglio and passed unanimously with 
one absent. 
 
ACTION ITEMS – OTHER: 
 
None 
 
DISCUSSION ITEMS: 

 
None 
 
INFORMATION ITEMS: 
 
None  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  
 

a) March 15, 2016 Regular Meeting 
 
Chairman Giglio noted a few items that needed to be cleaned up and submitted his notes 
to Tucker Keller. 
 
Chairman Giglio made a motion to approve the minutes from the March 15, 2016 
Regular Meeting as amended.  The motion was seconded by Board member Piper and 
approved unanimously with one member absent. 

 
ADJOURNMENT: 
 
There being no further business, Chairman Giglio made a motion to adjourn the meeting 
at 8:37PM.  The motion was seconded by Board member Ippoliti and approved 
unanimously with one absent. 
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        _____________________ 

Pat Giglio, Chairman 
 
 

________________________  
Diana Hays, Clerk of Council 
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