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ARLINGTON COUNTY REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGNATION FORM
1.

NAME OF PROPERTY
Historic Name: The Hermitage
Current Name: None

2.

LOCATION OF PROPERTY
Street and Number: 4025 North Randolph Street
County, State, Zip Code: Arlington, Virginia, 22207

3.

TYPE OF PROPERTY
A.

Ownership of Property
X

B.

Category of Property
X

C.

Private
Public
Local
State
Federal

Private
Public
Local
State
Federal

Number of Resources within Property
Contributing
1

1
D.

Noncontributing
buildings
sites
structures
objects
Total

Listing in the National Register of Historic Places
Yes
X
No

1

4.

FUNCTION OR USE
Historic Functions: DOMESTIC: Detached/Single-Family Dwelling
Current Functions: DOMESTIC: Detached/Single-Family Dwelling

5.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
Summary Description: The Hermitage is a Rustic Revival-styled log house in Arlington County,
Virginia. Constructed in 1931, the house is representative of the naturalistic qualities of the Rustic
Revival style with its saddle-notch log construction, use of stone, and rustic interior finishes. 1 The
design of the house celebrates craftsmanship, echoes the rough-hewn textures found in nature, and
embraces the surrounding landscape. The house is unique to the architectural landscape of
Arlington County as no other examples of the Rustic Revival style have been identified to date.
Site Description: The Hermitage is located at 4025 North Randolph Street, one-quarter-mile from
Chain Bridge (App. 1, Fig 1). The house is sited on a triangular-shaped 0.678-acre lot that severely
slopes downward towards its western extent (App. 1, Fig. 3 and App. 4, Fig. 13-14). The parcel is
bounded by: a paved pedestrian/bike route that connects North Randolph Street to 41st Street North
to the north; a private drive and three single-family dwellings to the east; and North Randolph Street
to the west. The property still retains the naturalistic qualities previously associated with rural
Arlington County in the early to mid-twentieth century (App. 2, Fig 1-5). Mature white oaks,
hickory, and large planted ornamental evergreens dominate the site. The well-maintained and
landscaped site provides both aesthetic and environmental benefit.
Setback approximately 33’ from North Randolph Street, the building is separated from the public
right-of-way by a woodland landscaped garden with mature trees and shrubberies. A flagstone
pathway from the street bisects the woodland garden and provides access to the dwelling’s original
front entry. A rough-cut irregular coursed stone retaining wall with a stone cap parallels the front
(west side) of the dwelling and allows for the extension of the flagstone pathway along its entire
façade (App. 3, Fig. 20). In 2016, the property owners installed a raised permeable concrete
driveway in the northwestern corner of the property. The driveway accesses a secondary entrance
on the north elevation of the building by means of a new flagstone path (App. 1, Fig. 2).
Directly northeast of the driveway, a quarter-turn stair provides accesses to a herring-bone brick
paver patio and northwestern section of the property (App. 3, Fig. 21). The property owners
addressed a number of drainage, landscaping, and stormwater management issues in this section of
the property in 2016 (App. 3, Fig. 14A). This area is partially delineated by a post-and-rail wood
fence that coalesces with the property’s natural setting (App. 1, Fig. 2).

1

The dwelling utilized parts of an existing log house (date of construction and origin unknown). The majority of this
older log house has been removed or encapsulated on the interior. For more information, see the Architectural
Description, Historic Narrative, and Appendices Three and Four.

2

The land east of the dwelling steeply slopes down to a former ephemeral stream bed (App. 1, Fig.
3 and App. 4, Fig. 13-14). The wooded area consists of understory ground cover and trees. There
are no fences delineating this section of the property.
The land south of the dwelling is comprised of a large post-and-rail fenced-in area with a narrow
run that adjoins the rear deck. This allows for direct and secure access from the deck of the dwelling
to the fenced-in area. The fenced-in area consists of ground cover with a number of mature and
immature trees (App. 3, Fig. 23).
Architectural Description:
Alvin Fitz-Hugh and Martha (nee Chambers) Fitz-Hugh were the original owners who constructed
the Hermitage in 1931. The Rustic Revival-styled log house harmonized with its heavily wooded
setting as its design was evocative of the frontier period sentimentalized in the United States at that
time. The design of the building strives to blend with the surrounding landscape by means of its
construction material, including its log walls, rubble stone foundation and dominant stone chimney,
and rustic interior finishes. The original building remains largely visible on the façade and has had
two sympathetically designed additions constructed ca. 1985 and 1995 (for building evolution and
period of construction 3D models see App. 4).
The log house’s original materials and “H-shaped” floor plan remain evident and dominate the
view of the property from North Randolph Street. The dwelling consisted of a central single-story
side-gable block with flanking projecting front-gable wings on its northern and southern extents
(App. 4, Fig, 1-6). The northern wing (part of an earlier log house) was one-story and the southern
wing one-and-a-half stories. The kitchen and dining room were located in the northern gable-wing,
the large living room with stone fireplace was in the center side-gable section, and the bedrooms
and bathrooms were located on the southern gable-wing (for exterior and interior photographs of
the building see App. 3). To the rear of the large living room was a porch since removed (App. 4,
Fig. 1-6). Large porches were typical for a Rustic Revival-styled dwelling. 2
The historic log building rests on a stone foundation that supports the saddle-notched log walls
(App. 3, Fig. 8). In twentieth century log houses, design professionals preferred saddle-notched log
construction as it evoked the desired rural context. The logs are peeled and stained a rich darkbrown. White cement chinking contrasts with the dark colored stain bringing the log construction
to the forefront. Several of the logs at the corner of the dwelling are sawn at varying lengths to
impart a hand-crafted sense of construction. The upper gable ends of the northern and southern
wings consist of board and batten siding. The northern upper gable end features a single-light
casement window and the southern upper gable end has a paired single-light casement window.
The walls support an asphalt shingle roof. Piercing the roof of the southern slope of the southern
gable wing is a long shed dormer with board-and-batten face and cheek walls protected by an
asphalt shingle roof.
2

A central rear porch was demolished ca. 1985. Other than its visibility in historic aerial photographs, no
documentation of the rear porch exists. It is unclear if this was an original component to the house. A porch is
discussed in late-1930s newspaper articles, but aerials from that period are unclear regarding its date of construction.
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Designed by the same architecture firm, the two late-twentieth-century rear additions resulted in
the building’s current floor plan. The architects constructed a two-story, central, clipped gable roof
addition to the east (rear) of the central gable block of the historic log house and extended the
northern and southern wings to the rear. The use of a clipped gable roof allows the two-story
addition to seamlessly blend with the side-gable roof of the central log house, thereby obscuring
the massing of the sizeable addition. The most significant impact to the log house occurred on the
south wing. The roof was raised to accommodate taller interior ceilings and a new dormer was
constructed. The raising of the roof, however, is indistinguishable on the façade (App. 4, Fig. 1).
The architects utilized board and batten on the upper gable end and infilled with logs on the façade
(App. 3, Fig. 15-16). Other minor changes completed as part of this addition include the installation
of a number of skylights throughout the historic house and non-historic additions.
West Elevation (main façade) – App. 3, Fig. 6-11 and 15-16
The west elevation of the original “H-shaped” log house serves as the building’s façade. Centrally
located on the side-gable block, an imposing, tall, front-facing, tapered stone chimney defines the
five-bay wide elevation. Flanking the chimney to the north is a batten, six-light wood door with
brass strap hinges and to the south is a paired single-light metal casement window. The northern
and southern wings are both pierced by a paired single-light metal casement window on the first
story and on their upper gable ends. Of note, the southern front-gable wing has at least two rows of
non-historic logs. As part of the 1995 addition, the slope of the gable roof was altered to achieve
greater interior height. The architects chose to simply infill the wall with new logs instead of adding
a wood-sided knee wall as they did on the south (side elevation). This decision preserved the
historically significant façade, but allowed individuals to visualize the alteration from the side
elevation.
North Elevation (side) – App. 3, Fig. 12-14
The three-bay north elevation consists of the historic north wing (kitchen) and its two extensions
to the rear. In 2016, rehabilitation of the north wing revealed the existence of a former log house
within the ca. 1931 log house. Two windows (infilled), one exterior door (infilled in 1985), and
historic chinking were visible on the enclosed walls of the kitchen wing (App. 3., Fig. 13A-13B
and Fig. 33-34).
The two-bay log house section (part of an older log house) has no original fenestration, but the new
door and window openings created ca. 1985 blend seamlessly with the historic building. On the
western end of the log house is a non-historic single-leaf, single-light wood door accessed by a stair
and landing. The property owners renovated the exterior stair and railing in 2016. This door leads
to the mudroom and provides a direct point of entry to the house from the driveway. On the eastern
end of the log house is a paired single-light, metal casement window. 3
In 1985, prior owners extended the wing 8’ to the east. The wood-frame addition rests on a parged
concrete foundation and features beveled redwood siding with a four-inch exposure. The addition
distinguishes itself from the historic building by utilizing wood siding, but its lack of fenestration
3

Architectural drawings suggest that the owners reused an existing window that was removed to create the opening
for the single-leaf door accessing the mudroom.
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and matching asphalt shingle roof allows it to appear sympathetic. 4 Also constructed at this time
was a wood deck accessed by a stair on the eastern end of this addition.
In 1995, prior owners extended the wing an additional 11’6” to the east with a screened-in porch.
The existing deck on the rear of the 1985 addition remained except for the area where the screenedin porch was built. The wood-frame porch rests on a pier foundation, and features wood siding and
a ribbon of three wood-framed screens. Sheathed in matching asphalt shingle, the porch’s gable
roof ties directly into the 1985 addition.
East Elevation (rear) – App. 3, Fig 18-19
The original rear elevation of the central side-gabled section of the log house remains intact on the
interior. The retention of this wall preserves the sense of the original space and offers insight
regarding the original window form. Fenestration includes a ribbon of three six-light, wood-sash,
casement windows and a 15-light, double-leaf, wood door (App. 3, Fig 24 and 30-31).
The present ten-bay east elevation consists of entirely late-twentieth century construction wrapped
by a wood deck. The elevation contains three distinct sections: 1) the screened-in porch extension
of the north gable wing built in 1995; 2) the two-story central clipped gable addition constructed in
1985 (with further alterations in 1995); and 3) the one-and-a-half story addition/extension of the
south gable wing built in 1995. 5 The rear elevation reads as a contiguous design due to the infill of
the single bays separating each section, the use of matching redwood clapboard siding, and similar
fenestration patterns and design. On the first story, fenestration consists of two points of entry and
paired and single-light casement windows with single-light transoms. The rear deck is accessed
from a double-leaf, single-light wood door on the screened-in porch and a single-leaf, single-light
door from the ca. 1995 south wing extension. The second story features paired and single-light
casement windows. The windows on the north wing extension and the two-story central clipped
gable roof addition both have single-light, quarter round transoms.
In 2016, the property owners rehabilitated the rear deck and extended it to the north. The deck
flooring and railing were replaced at this time.
South Elevation (side) – App. 3, Fig. 15-16 and 19
The four-bay, one-and-a-half-story south elevation consists of the historic south wing (bedrooms)
and a ca. 1995 extension to the east. Similar to the north wing, the log house’s south wing retains
its stone foundation, log construction, and limited fenestration. Fenestration is limited to three
paired single-light casement windows.
The 1995 addition altered the slope and raised the height of the log house’s roof to achieve greater
interior height. To achieve this change, the architects infilled a section above the log wall with
wood siding. Similar to the original design, the new roof featured a nearly full-width shed dormer
4

A bay window was constructed on the ca. 1985 east elevation. This element was demolished to construct the ca.
1995 screened-in porch.
5
There were several minor changes made to the 1985 central gable addition in 1995. The Historic Preservation
Program has copies of the architectural plans.
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on the southern slope of the wing that spanned both the original log house and the ca. 1995 addition.
The board-and-batten sided dormer has five paired casement windows. 6
Interior – App. 3, Fig. 24-34
The basement features unfinished space with visible sections of the original stone foundation (App.
3, Fig. 32). The first floor consists of the H-shaped footprint of the historic log house and rear
additions. The main central block of the log house contains the living room and stone fireplace
(App. 3, Fig. 27-28). This space best represents the natural aesthetic of the Rustic Revival style
with its stone fireplace and stair with hewn wood supports and posts. The living room connects to
the ca. 1985 clipped gable addition that houses the dining room. The northern wing consists of three
spaces: the mudroom with secondary entrance towards the front of the house; the centrally located
kitchen; and the screened-in porch on the rear elevation. The southern wing features a bedroom
with a bathroom in the original log house and a family room in the addition.
The second-story of the house is limited to the central gable addition and the southern (bedroom)
wing. The central gable addition consists of the master bedroom with loft space and a bathroom.
The southern wing has two bedrooms and a bathroom.
Materials:

6.

Foundation: stone and concrete
Walls: log, clapboard, board and batten
Roof: gable, clipped gable, and shed
Roof materials: asphalt shingle
Windows: paired metal single-light casement, ribbon of multi-light wood casement
(interior), and quarter-round transom windows

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE
A.

Applicable Designation Criteria as described in Section 11.3.4.A.4 of the Arlington
County Zoning Ordinance:
The Hermitage meets three of the eleven designation criteria as described in Section
11.3.4.A.4 of the Arlington County Zoning Ordinance. See Section J of this report for a
detailed description.

B.

Statement of Significance:
The Hermitage, located near Chain Bridge in Arlington County, Virginia, is an intact
example of the Rustic Revival style as applied to log houses in the 1920s and 1930s.
Constructed for Alvin Fitz-Hugh, a local realtor and developer, and Martha Chambers (who
later remarried) ca. 1931, the log house represents the rustic aesthetic and subordination of
the architectural design to the natural setting. The saddle-notched log construction, prolific
use of wood and stone, and rustic interior all complement the landscape. As a genre, log

6

Architectural drawings show that the original dormer centered on the historic south wing. The dormer had three
six-light casement or awning windows. The 1985 addition expanded the size of the dormers and replaced all but one
of the original windows. The drawing shows an existing six-light window on the dormer.
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house construction successfully invoked America’s romanticized frontier culture and
craftsmanship in a period of great social upheaval stemming from industrialization and the
Great Depression. The Hermitage retains sufficient integrity of materials, design, and
workmanship to convey its period of significance. Its importance is augmented by the rarity
of the architectural style in Arlington County. No other examples of this national style are
known to be intact in Arlington.
C.

Period of Significance: 1931-1942

D.

Significant Dates: 1931 (construction), 1985 (first renovation), 1995 (major renovation);
2016 (rehabilitation of dwelling and landscape).

E.

Significant Persons:
Alvin Fitz-Hugh and Martha Chambers Buck (formerly Martha Chambers Fitz-Hugh)

F.

Cultural/Social Affiliation: Single-family dwelling

G.

Architect: Unknown
Builder: Unknown

H.

Narrative:

Historic Context – Log Dwellings
Log construction is one of the most enduring and evocative architectural forms in American popular
culture. 7 From the first period of European settlement to the mid-nineteenth century, logs were utilized to
construct a wide-range of building types, including but not limited to dwellings, barns, corn cribs,
smokehouses, detached kitchens, and tenant houses. Charles McRaven, author of The Classic Hewn-Log,
called it the “American House” and stated:
The settler who swung his long axe in the clearing to shape the logs for his pioneer home
established a tradition curiously American: the log cabin. Even the term calls up mental
pictures of open fireplaces, long rifles, and coonskin caps. It has launched presidential
aspirations, and been the setting for a hundred years of hillbilly stories. But in this age of
temporary housing, it retains its dignity… 8
Since the mid-nineteenth century, the American public has associated the log cabin with republic idealism,
egalitarianism, and humble origins. In the 1840 Presidential campaign, President William Henry Harrison
utilized the imagery of a “log cabin and hard cider” to extoll his supposed humble origins, down-to-earth
mentality, and working-class values. 9 Coupled with his military experience in the War of 1812, the
7

Bruce D. Bomberger, “The Preservation and Repair of Historic Log Buildings,” National Park Service
Preservation Brief 26 (September 1991): 1-2.
8
Charles McRaven, The Classic Hewn-Log House (New York: Storey Publishing, 2005), 5.
9
University of Virginia, “American President: A Reference Resource,” http://www.millercenter.org (accessed
February 9, 2015).
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successful propaganda mythologized the candidate as evocative of core American values (App. 6, Fig. 1
and 2). Abraham Lincoln and later presidential campaigns continued to utilize the symbolism of the log
cabin to connect with citizenry.
Swedish and Finnish settlers first introduced log construction to America in the mid-seventeenth century in
Pennsylvania. Other European immigrants (French and German) who possessed log construction
techniques continued to spread its use throughout the colonies.10 By the late eighteenth and early-nineteenth
centuries, frontiersmen built log cabins as they traveled westward. “Log cabins” often refer to the firstgeneration, impermanent dwellings that were quickly constructed by colonists. These rudimentary
buildings were one- to one-and-one-half-stories, constructed of unfinished, unbarked, round logs, and set
directly on the ground. In the United States, few such log cabins exist today due to the impermanent nature
of their construction. 11
On the other hand, “log houses” are defined as permanent residential buildings. These dwellings featured
hewn-log construction, chinked with split board, thin stones, or mud/mortar, and shingled roofs. Other
elements included one or more fireplaces (either of mud-stick, brick, or stone) as seen in a permanent
home. 12 Log houses fell out of favor (particularly on the eastern seaboard) due to the introduction of balloon
frame construction in the 1830s. Log construction, however, experienced a resurgence in the northeastern
United States in the late nineteenth century. General recoil to the industrial revolution, paired with changing
cultural attitudes, led to a renewed interest in craftsmanship and authenticity.
In Treatise on the Theory of Practice of Landscape Gardening, Andrew Jackson Downing promoted the
idea of harmonizing buildings with the surrounding environments by utilizing construction materials in
their natural form. Downing wrote:
Architectural beauty must be considered conjointly with the beauty of the landscape or
situation. Buildings of almost every description, and particularly those for the habitation of
man, will be considered by the mind of taste, not only as architectural objects of greater or
less merit, but as component parts of the general scene; united with the surrounding lawn,
embosomed in tufts of trees and shrubs, if properly designed and constructed, they will
even serve to impress a character upon the landscape.13
Downing’s philosophical ideas later influenced the Great Camps of the Adirondacks, multi-building
summer estates for the Gilded Age-elite in the Adirondack region of northern New York (App. 6, Fig. 3).
The buildings were an offset of this movement that applied a rustic, artistic style (later known as the

10

Gabrielle M. Lanier and Bernard L. Herman, Everyday Architecture of the Mid-Atlantic (Baltimore: The John
Hopkins University Press, 1997), 71-76.
11
National Park Service, “Preservation Brief 26: The Preservation and Repair of Historic Log Buildings,”
http://www.nps.gov (accessed June 18, 2015).
12
National Park Service, “Preservation Brief 26: The Preservation and Repair of Historic Log Buildings,”
http://www.nps.gov (accessed June 18, 2015).
13
A.J. Downing, A Treatise on The Theory and Practice of Landscape Gardening (New York: Wiley and Putnam,
1841), 298.
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Adirondack Rustic Style). Set against the backdrop of lakes, rivers, forests, and mountains, the camps
utilized local and natural building materials including logs, stone, and shingle roofs. 14
The Great Camps contributed to a unique architecture dependent upon the availability of local building
resources. Log construction (either true or simulated) was monetarily extravagant and time consuming in
comparison to contemporary balloon frame construction. The wealthy owners, however, chose log,
masonry, and other ornate craftsmanship due to their compatibility with the natural landscape.
Environmentalists such as Henry David Thoreau elevated the country’s awareness of the beauty of the
wilderness and these camps served as an escape from industrialization and the chaotic pace of urban centers.
Architects who designed the Great Camps received national recognition by means of architectural journals
and mass appeal magazines. 15
Other writers of the period championed similar philosophical ideas that influenced the twentieth-century
Rustic Revival style. Gustav Stickley, editor of The Craftsman, advanced the Arts and Crafts movement in
the United States. The movement rejected artificial ornamentation and emphasized the beauty of handmade
crafts and the honest expression of materials. 16 Stickley was deeply influenced by the romantic associations
with log architecture. His own early-20th century estate named Craftsman Farms featured log and frame
construction of round, hewn, chestnut logs and a fieldstone chimney (App. 6, Fig. 5 and 6). He stated:
Of all forms of buildings that remain to us as records of the ingenuity of man in devising
places of shelter, none makes such an intimate appeal to the imagination as the house of
logs. Especially is this true in the country of comparatively recent civilization, where it is
only a few generations since hardy pioneers were forced to make clearings in the virgin
forests, and where the natural thing for them to build shelters of these trees they had cut
down. 17
Another impetus for the national dissemination of a Rustic Revival style was the construction of the Old
Faithful Inn, Yellowstone National Park, in 1903 (App. 6, Fig, 4). The National Register Nomination for
the property stated the following:
Old Faithful Inn is one of the few remaining log hotels in the United States. The Inn is a
masterpiece of rustic architecture in its stylized design and fine craftsmanship. Its influence
on American architecture, particularly park architecture, was immeasurable in its uses of
natural materials to create a feeling of high-style rusticity. Its use of natural materials,
allusions to pioneer building techniques, and strong ties with its site through the use of
onsite materials are three key principles of rustic design… 18

14

National Register of Historic Places, Valentine-Wilder House, Nash County, North Carolina, Section 8, Page 7.
Harvey H. Kaiser, “The Adirondack Rustic Style: Great Camps of the Adirondacks,” Architecture in the Green
Mountains (July 2003), http://www.aiavt.org (accessed June 18, 2015).
16
National Register of Historic Places, Valentine-Wilder House, Nash County, North Carolina, Section 8, Page 7.
17
Gustav Stickley, ed., The Craftsman (New York: Gustav Stickley, 1907) 11, 742.
18
National Register Nomination, Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone National Park, Wyoming, Section 8, Page 1.
15
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Until World War II, the National Park Service implemented Park Service Rustic architecture (also
informally known as Parkitecture) to create visually appealing lodges, visitor centers, comfort stations, and
support facilities that fit in with the surrounding landscape throughout the United States. In the Great
Depression, the Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) built many of these log buildings throughout the
country (App. 6, Fig. 10). The use of log construction quickly spread from the wealthy elite and National
Park Service to the middle-class who sought to replicate the ideals and tenets of the rustic design on a
smaller scale.
Log cabin pattern books broadly disseminated designs and plans for log dwellings, including William S.
Wicks’s Log Cabins and Cottages: How to Build and Furnish Them and articles in Popular Mechanics
(App. 6, Fig. 8). 19 The national infatuation with log construction continued in popular culture with the
iconography on varied consumer items, including but not limited to whiskey bottles, maple syrup, and
Lincoln Logs (invented by the son of Frank Lloyd Wright). All of these factors led to a period of Log Cabin
Revival in residential architecture.
Rustic Revival Architecture, Washington, D.C. Area
In 1925, George H. Dacy wrote “Washington Log Cabin Is a Real Mansion of Canadian Cedar” that profiled
the construction of a log mansion in Somerset, Maryland (App. 6, Fig. 7). He outlined the history of log
architecture (from the settlement of Europeans forward), the romantic ideas associated with log
construction, and stated the following regarding twentieth-century log buildings:
Even today, more than a century after log cabins have given away to houses of frame, brick,
stucco and concrete construction, Washington still boasts three attractive homes made of
cedar and spruce logs. And these attractive houses cannot be dismissed with a cursory
phrase as the “last stand of the log cabins in the latitude of Washington.” For the evidence
is that potentially, when our citizens learn about the comfortable, commodious homes
which can be built of logs, at one-half to one-third of the cost of a similar sized frame
house, more and more of them will revert to the type of dwelling which was used by white
men in their first settlements in the New World. 20
The owners of the log house discussed above noted Dacy’s enthusiasm for log construction due to their
experience with summer log homes. They had “aspired to bring the settings and romantic enchantment of
the Northern woods country right down into the Washington vicinity. Their four-acre lot in Somerset was
large enough, and well ornamented with a variety of shade trees, to lend the distinctive setting and proper
primeval forest background to their proposed home.” In 1929, another profile of a log house identifies the

19

In “The Log Cabin Up-to-Date,” L.C. Vecelius insinuated that log homes were now appropriate as a permanent
residence. He cited the improvement to roads and advent of automobiles as key elements in allowing individuals to
live further from city centers/places of business and provided greater time at these residences. William S. Wicks,
Log Cabins and Cottages: How to Build and Furnish Them (New York: Forest and Stream Publishing Co., 1984);
L.C. Vecelius, “The Log Cabin Up-to-Date,” Popular Mechanics 48 (July 1927): 157-160.
20
George H. Dacy, “Washington Log Cabin is a Real Mansion of Canadian Cedar,” Evening Star, October 25, 1925,
Newsbank.
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residence of Miss G.A. Beasley that is noted as the fourth Rustic Revival styled log house in the
Washington, D.C. area (App. 6, Fig. 9). 21
Ten years later, Blanche McKnight wrote “All Year-Round Cabin Appears” in which she stated:
Log cabins as all-year round homes are becoming increasingly popular in this section of
the country, and one of the newest types of cabin design for a year-round suburban home
has been built in nearby Virginia…. The owners…have just completed the rustic dwelling,
composed of the finest woods obtainable….It is a home modern enough to satisfy the most
exacting comfort lover and yet preserve the rustic charm and appealing ruggedness of true
pioneer log houses. 22
McKnight’s article noted the construction of a log house one-mile north of Chain Bridge. The dwelling had
an H-shaped floor plan very similar to the Hermitage constructed earlier that decade. This house had the
kitchen, dinette, and small entry hall on one end, a large living area in the center, and two bedrooms, a
bathroom, and a small hall on the other end. 23 The Hermitage was part of a larger Rustic Revival context
occurring in the surrounding Washington, D.C. area.
The Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) determined that the Rustic Revival style had a
period of significance throughout the state between 1910 and 1940 and characterized the style as follows:
subordination of the building to the natural setting; horizontal lines; organic building massing; log
construction with timbers in the round; stone foundations and chimneys; steep lines; and interior furnishings
designed to match the rustic aesthetic (App. 6, Fig. 10-11).24
Land History and Ownership of 4025 North Randolph Street
Frye, Vanderwerken, and Jewell
In the mid-nineteenth century, the present-day property at 4025 North Randolph Street was part of a 188acre parcel (App. 1, Fig. 4). 25 Dr. Thomas Baker Johnson Frye (1820-1889) and Annie C. Frye (an English
immigrant) resided on the property, but Annie C. Frye held the title to the land.26 The 1860 United States
Agricultural Schedule valued the farm at $9,250. The farm had 2 horses, 250 bushels of corn, 30 bushels
of oats, 50 bushels of potatoes, and 2 tons of hay. 27 The property was delineated by 3 miles of heavy post
and rail fencing and consisted of approximately 130 acres of oak, chestnut, hickory, and other hardwood
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tree stands, and a small section of pine trees. On the eastern edge of the land, bordering the Potomac River,
stood an inactive 30-acre quarry. 28
The onset of the Civil War led to dramatic changes to the landscape. Dr. Frye fled south to join the
Confederacy, but Annie Frye remained in occupied Alexandria County. The Union Army quickly seized
the Frye property and prepared construction of Fort Ethan Allen (partially located on the 188-acre parcel)
completed in 1861. 29 The actual date for cutting of the property’s hardwood forests was contested by the
residents and the government. The majority of the trees, however, were removed between 1861 and 1862
to construct the nearby forts, allow for adequate fields of fire, and provide fuel for the soldiers. On October
2, 1861, Annie Frye wrote Union Adjunct General Thomas requesting payment (rent) for the possession of
her property and destruction of her crops, fences, and wood. At least three regiments were encamped on
her property. She lamented that she had no other means of livelihood. Her house served as the headquarters
for the Engineer Corps who built Fort Ethan Allen. 30 While she briefly left the property, she returned and
prepared meals for the Union officers before moving to the District of Columbia in 1862. 31 On February
19, 1862, financial constraints forced her to sell the property to her neighbor Gilbert Vanderwerken for
$2,607. 32
Gilbert Vanderwerken (1810-1894) owned nearly 1,000 acres of the surrounding land. Born in Waterford,
New York, Vanderwerken left home at the age of sixteen (App. 1, Fig. 4).33 He apprenticed for James
Gould, a coach and omnibus (an urban version of the stagecoach) manufacturer in Albany, New York, and
later became part-owner of a stagecoach operation in Mexico. He returned to the United States and married
Jane Evelyn Vanderbergh in 1834 (App. 6, Fig. 17). After their marriage, the couple moved to Newark,
New Jersey, were he introduced and manufactured an omnibus. An account book listed sales of carriages,
cabs, and omnibuses in excess of $30,000 in the first eight months of 1843. 34
In 1851, he relocated to Washington, D.C., and operated an omnibus line that ran from Georgetown to the
Navy Yard. 35 Vanderwerken purchased property in Alexandria County to serve as pastureland for the horses
and also established a summer home. 36 At the onset of the Civil War, Confederate soldiers confiscated
28
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many of Vanderwerken’s horses and a considerable amount of oats. He received permission from the Union
Army to travel south to reclaim his lost property. A Confederate officer returned the carriage horses that
were ill-suited for the army (according to Vanderwerken) but retained the oats. 37
During the Civil War, Vanderwerken permitted General Winfield Scott Hancock (Union Army) to utilize
the buildings and property as his headquarters and field hospital for assurances that the groves of trees and
buildings would be protected. 38 In addition, he provided information to General Smith and General Hancock
regarding the best location for Fort Marcey, sited entirely on his property. 39
The Union Army built “Military Roads” and improved the circulation network along the defensive
fortifications of Washington, D.C., to facilitate communication and the movement of troops and supplies
(App. 1, Fig. 6A). As stated by General Barnard:
The first road of this character was constructed in the autumn of 1861, for the purpose of
connecting the isolated works at the Chain Bridge with the right of the Arlington line at
Fort DeKalb, (Strong.) This road, about three miles in length, was laid out by Captain B.S.
Alexander, mainly through a broken and densely wooded country. It was completed by
details of troops, working under that officer’s direction, in two or three days. 40
The property and present-day house at 4025 North Randolph Street were located directly east of the main
branch of “Military Road” connecting Fort Ethan Allen and Fort Marcey (App. 1, Fig. 5-8). A drawing of
a branch of this roadway crossing Pimmit Run was published in Frank Leslie’s Illustrated Newspaper on
January 18, 1862 (App. 6, Fig. 15-16).
At the conclusion of the war, the government conveyed to Gilbert Vanderwerken the entirety of Fort Marcey
to compensate for the use of the 113-acre lot associated with the fort. In addition, Vanderwerken purchased
many of the buildings at Fort Ethan Allen at auction. 41
Vanderwerken later started a quarry on his property along the edge of the Potomac River. According to
family history, many of the roads and buildings in Washington, D.C. were built from this stone. The
buildings noted include Georgetown University, the sea wall at Hanes Point, the Navy Yard arsenal, St.
Patrick’s Church, and buildings at St. Elizabeth’s Hospital. 42
On August 28, 1893, Gilbert Vanderwerken transferred ownership of numerous tracts of land, including
the former Frye tract, to Emma Jewell (1848-1899), his daughter. 43 Thomas Bronson Jewell (1851-1928)

Southern Claims Commission, “Gilbert Vanderwerken,” Commission No. 13314, 1874-1875, Ancestry.
Mr. Vanderwerken stated that his wife “sent over delicacies [to the soldiers at the hospital]; there was a great
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and Emma Jewell were married at Vanderwerken’s home on February 15, 1883. 44 Born in Richmond,
Vermont, Thomas Jewell studied law at Oberlin College in Ohio. At the time of his marriage, he was a
successful attorney living in Kansas City, Missouri. The Jewells then moved to Washington, D.C. where
he practiced law for 35 years. 45 Emma Jewell died in 1899, resulting in Thomas Jewell’s ownership of the
125-acre property (App. 6, Fig. 9).
Jewell owned the subject property until 1925 when he conveyed a 0.678-acre parcel to Floyd Ezra and
Wealtha (nee Henderson) Redwine for $284.20. 46Floyd Ezra, a carpenter by profession, may have
constructed the north wing of the log house during his period of ownership. Three years later, the Redwines
sold the property to Elizabeth (nee McLean) Chambers for approximately $700. 47 Elizabeth Chambers
transferred the property to her daughter, Martha C. Fitz-Hugh on September 6, 1930. 48 In 1931, Martha C.
Fitz-Hugh secured a $3,575 trust (mortgage) from John C. Mackall to facilitate the construction of the
Hermitage. 49
Chambers, Fitz-Hugh, and Buck
A detailed description of the Chambers & Fitz-Hugh families is necessary to better understand their local
and national significance. In addition, the Chambers & Fitz-Hugh families were real estate professionals
and would have been well aware of national architectural trends. The construction of the Hermitage, a log
house written about in the Evening Star and Washington Post, just outside of the District of Columbia in
Chain Bridge Heights, conforms to the family’s social status.
Born in Washington, D.C, Martha Chambers was the daughter of David Clopton Chambers and Elizabeth
McLean Chambers. David Clopton Chambers (1877-1923), native of Montgomery, Alabama, was the son
of Judge William L. Chambers who was appointed Superior Judge for the Samoa Islands in 1898. The
Washington Star noted that Chambers was with his father at the time of the Samoan Civil War and played
a prominent role in the subsequent campaign. Shortly thereafter, he returned to the United States and served
as an accountant for the United States Treasury Department. He married Elizabeth Ernestine McLean on
October 23, 1901. 50 He then returned to Samoa for a position with the Court of Mediation. Other
achievements include assisting the Wilson administration in settling the nation-wide railroad strike.
Chambers then became the Alexandria Branch Manager of Hoge & McDowell, a wholesale feed and grain
dealer. He was killed when a train hit his automobile in 1923. 51
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Little information is known about Elizabeth Ernestine (nee McLean) Chambers. Born in Georgia ca. 1883,
she was the daughter of Harriet L. McLean. 52 Her marriage was announced in the society section of the
Atlanta Constitution and the family’s subsequent social activities were often discussed in the local
Washington, D.C., newspapers. The 1920 United States Census listed her as the proprietor of a boarding
house in Alexandria, Virginia. 53 After the death of her husband, records indicate that she entered the real
estate profession. 54
Martha Chambers (age 20) married Alvin Fitz-Hugh (age 22) ca. 1928. The young couple first lived with
the Tallman family at 415 Argyle Street, Arlington, Virginia. 55 The 1930 Census listed Lewis C. Tallman
as the head-of-the-household. 56 Alvin and Martha likely moved into the Hermitage the following year in
1931.
Born in Spotsylvania, Virginia, Alvin Eugene Fitz-Hugh was the son of Joseph D. and Lena (nee Miller)
Fitz-Hugh (App. 6, Fig. 14). 57 Fitz-Hugh was educated in the City of Fredericksburg Public Schools but
moved to Arlington, Virginia, in the mid-1920s. 58 At a congressional hearing, Fitz-Hugh provided his
background in the real estate profession:
I started in 1926 with a company known as the Home Investment Co., located on Georgia
Avenue, Washington, D.C., as a rental clerk until March 1928. From March 1928 to
November 1929 I started with the firm of Charles D. Sager, 924 Fourteenth Street NW,
Washington, D.C. I stayed with that firm from March 1928 to November 1929, with that
organization selling new homes built and developed by that organization. [From]
November 1929 to April 1932 I went with the firm known as Joseph A. Batt, also
Washington, D.C; while with that firm, handling small investment properties, managing
apartment houses, selling second deeds to trust notes. [From] April 1932 to August 1935,
licensed in the State of Virginia with the firm of W.S. Hoge, Jr., whose office when I went
with him was at 1627 K Street NW, Washington, D.C. Later, I moved to 3815 Lee
Highway. While with that firm I sold all types of properties—houses, apartments,
investments, lots, and garages—also the handling of rental properties, placing of trust loans
to various loan companies in Virginia and in the District of Columbia. In August 1935 to
November 1942 I became a member of the partnership of the real estate firm of Chambers
& Tallman, located at 2519 Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, Va. My duties with that
organization, as a partner, were the selling of real estate in general; managing of rental
properties, apartment houses, and houses; supervising the construction of small groups of
houses in the price ranges from $5,950 to $15,000; also cooperating with other brokers in
Arlington County, such as the George H. Rucker Co., Judsen Reamy, C.W. Clever, and
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various other organizations. On November 1942, I went with O.P.A. rental-control office,
Arlington, as inspector. 59
As noted previously, the Chambers & Fitz-Hugh family’s social events and the Hermitage were often noted
in the Evening Star. Below are excerpts that mention the log house.
Mr. and Mrs. Alvin Eugene Fitz-Hugh of Chain Bridge Heights, Arlington County,
entertained at a reception Sunday evening, July 30 at their home, The Hermitage, in honor
of Mr. and Mrs. Richard Edwin Harris, a bride and bridegroom of this week, who will make
their home in the county…. About 30 guests were present during the evening, and were
served with a delightful buffet supper by the hostess, Mrs. Fitz-Hugh, assisted by her sister,
Mrs. Elizabeth Chambers Tallman. 60
--Evening Star, 1933
Mrs. Chester Tallman of Clarendon, Va., gave a dinner party on Saturday evening, January
26, for Mr. Tallman, the occasion being his birthday anniversary. The party was held at
Hermitage, Chain Bridge Heights, Va., the home of Mr. and Mrs. Alvin Fitz-Hugh, brotherin-law and sister of the hostess. Preceding the dinner the group enjoyed coasting on one of
the nearby hills and, following dinner, dancing took place in the spacious living room, at
one end of which was a blazing fire. 61
--Evening Star, 1935
Mrs. Alvin Fitz-Hugh and Mrs. Chester Tallman entertained jointly at a supper dance
Saturday evening, honoring their mother, Mrs. Elizabeth Chambers, whose birthday
anniversary was that day. The delightful affair was held at The Hermitage, home of Mr.
and Mrs. Fitz-Hugh, overlooking the Potomac, near the Chain Bridge, in Virginia. The
spacious grounds as well as the rustic interior of the huge living and dining rooms were
lighted with Japanese lanterns.” 62
--Evening Star, 1936
Mr. and Mrs. Alvin E. Fitz-Hugh were hosts to a large company at a New Year’s Eve watch
party at their home, The Hermitage, in Chain Bridge Heights, Va., where they were assisted
in receiving by the latter’s mother and sister, Mrs. Elizabeth Chambers and Mrs. Chester
L. Tallman. During the evening there was dancing and music and a midnight supper was
served the 60 guests. 63
--Evening Star, 1936
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Mr. and Mrs. Alvin Fitz-Hugh will be hosts at their home, The Hermitage, Chain Bridge
Heights, Va., Tuesday evening at an “election party.” There will be a musical program,
cards and other games. Included among the guests will be members of the Young
Democratic Club of Arlington County. 64
--Evening Star, 1936
Mr. and Mrs. Alvin Fitz-Hugh of Chain Bridge Heights, Va., have left for Virginia Beach,
where they will join a party from Arlington County who are stopping at the Courtney
Terrace. En route to the resort Mr. and Mrs. Fitz-Hugh will stop at Colonial Williamsburg
and view the restorations… 65
--Evening Star, 1937
Mr. and Mrs. Alvin Fitz-Hugh were hosts to a small company at dinner Thursday evening
at their home, The Hermitage, Chain Bridge Heights, Va., having as a guest Mr. Noble
Wilt, who is prominently connected with the National Park Service… 66
--Evening Star, 1937
Mr. and Mrs. Alvin Fitz-Hugh of Arlington County, Va. entertained at a joint birthday
celebration last Saturday evening at their summer home, overlooking Chain Bridge and the
Potomac, in honor of Mrs. Fitz-Hugh’s mother, Mrs. Elizabeth Chambers, and Maj.
Matthew R. Beebe, both of Clarendon, Va. Pink roses and wild flowers decorated the log
cabin. During the evening dancing in the large living room and on the porch was enjoyed
by many of the guests…. 67
--Evening Star, 1938
Mr. and Mrs. Alvin Fitz-Hugh will leave Saturday by motor for a two weeks’ stay in Miami
and Key West, Fla. 68
--Evening Star, 1939
The Fitz-Hughs continued to own the property for a number of years; however, the couple moved to Lyon
Apartments on Lee Highway and leased the Hermitage to Captain James K. McClintock in 1942. The FitzHughs divorced in the mid-1940s. Alvin Fitz-Hugh remained in the Washington, D.C. area and died on
January 25, 1986. 69 He is buried at Columbia Gardens Cemetery in Arlington County. 70
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Martha C. Chambers retained the Hermitage and later married Arlie Buck. The Bucks lived at the house
until they conveyed the property to William H. and Lynne H. Sechler for $26,000 on May 18, 1965. 71 The
Sechlers owned the property for only three years before conveying it to Jane D. Ickes on June 7, 1968. 72
Ickes, Greimel, and Mansfield
Born in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, Jane (nee Dahlman) Ickes was the second wife of Harold L. Ickes. Harold
Ickes served as President Roosevelt’s Secretary of the Interior for nearly 13 years. Ickes died in 1953. Jane
Ickes was a vocal advocate for numerous issues including: the conservation of natural resources, Native
American rights, opposition to McCarthyism, civil rights (she marched with Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. in
Selma, Alabama), and was active in Planned Parenthood. Mrs. Ickes owned multiple properties throughout
the region. It is unknown how she utilized the dwelling in Arlington, Virginia, but research indicates that it
never served as her primary residence. Jane Ickes died at her home in Mounty Airy, Maryland, on May 11,
1972. 73
After her death, the Hermitage passed to Harold McEwen Ickes, Elizabeth Ickes and her husband Michael
A. Diem. Harold McEwen Ickes served as the White House Deputy Chief of Staff to President Clinton. The
heirs sold the property to Rodger Carl Greimel and Susan Ambrose Greimel on August 23, 1974. 74 Due to
the Ickes family’s brief period of ownership and little current evidence showing any improvements or
significant time at the dwelling, their importance in relation to the Hermitage is minimal.
A 1977 classified advertisement for the property noted the house as an “Enchanting log home of the ‘20s
w/ massive stone fireplace and cathedral ceilings.” 75 On July 6, 1979, the Greimels conveyed the property
to Al G. Nolan. 76 Nolan briefly owned the house before selling it to David Arthur Nichols and Benetta
Mansfield on January 30, 1981. 77 The Mansfields were responsible for the two additions to the rear of the
dwelling. The current owners, Thomas and Sarah Jensen, purchased the property in 2010. 78
Establishment of Arlingwood (surrounding subdivision)
For the first twenty years after its construction, the Hermitage remained relatively isolated within a heavily
wooded setting (App. 2, Figs. 1-6). In the mid-1950s, continued population growth and the near completion
of the George Washington Parkway spurred the creation of Arlingwood, a subdivision adjacent to the
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Hermitage (App. 6, Fig 12-16). 79 Developers subdivided the surrounding land to the north, south, and west
of the Hermitage, and built the current circulation pattern/loop of North Richmond Road and North
Randolph Street. While the subdivision and construction of residences diminished the wooded context of
the property, vistas from the subject property towards the Potomac River remain intact. The retention of
many trees, plantings, and the topography of the property continue to suggest the naturalistic qualities of
the original environment.
I.

Areas Exempt from Designation: There are no areas exempt from designation.

J.

Designation Criteria:
The Hermitage meets Designation Criteria E, G, and K as listed in Section 11.3.4.A.4 of
the Arlington County Zoning Ordinance.
E. The property embodies distinguishing characteristics of an architectural style
valuable for the study of a period, type, or method of construction.
Constructed in 1931, the Hermitage is an excellent representation of the Rustic Revival
style in Arlington County. The dwelling blends with the surrounding natural
environment with its low silhouette, horizontal lines, and subordination to the
topography. The log construction, rough-hewn forms, textures, and massing reject
classical symmetry and uniformity. These building elements invoke the romanticized
ideal of the American frontier. In addition, no other Rustic Revival styled log houses
have been identified in Arlington County to date, thereby elevating the architectural
significance of this home.
G. The property embodies elements of design, detailing, materials, or
craftsmanship that render it structurally or architecturally significant.
The Rustic Revival architectural elements of the Hermitage render the house an
important component of Arlington County’s built environment. The dwelling’s saddlenotched log construction and impressive un-cut rubble stone chimney invoke an
appreciation of the building material’s natural form. The peeled dark-brown logs richly
contrast with the white cement chinking, bringing the log construction to the forefront.
A sense of craftsmanship is imparted by cutting a number of the logs at the corners to
slightly varying lengths. The use of board and batten siding (often seen in barns and
outbuildings) on the upper gable ends complements the rural architectural aesthetic.
K. The property is suitable for preservation or restoration.
The Hermitage retains sufficient integrity to convey its period of construction and
historic significance. The dwelling has integrity of location as it remains on its
original site near Chain Bridge. While the property’s integrity of setting remains
intact, the development of Arlingwood and its surrounding residential community
diminished its original rural feeling; however, the mature trees, plantings, and respect
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of the existing topography still allow it to convey its wooded scenic environment.
The impressive vistas towards the Potomac River also remain intact.
The Hermitage also retains its integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. The
form, plan, and style of the property convey the evolution of the house through the
retention of the original log construction. The architectural elements paramount to a
Rustic Revival dwelling are all visible from the public right-of-way. Late-twentiethcentury additions to the single-family dwelling are sympathetically designed and
blend with the surrounding landscape. This allows the house to retain its integrity of
feeling and association. For these reasons, the dwelling is suitable for historic
preservation.
K.

Conclusion:
The Hermitage retains sufficient historic and physical integrity to be recommended for
local historic district designation by Arlington County. The dwelling represents the local
interpretation of the Rustic Revival style and the inherent beauty of natural materials and
hand-craftsmanship.

7.

GEOGRAPHICAL DATA
Acreage of Property: 0.678 acres (29,533.68 square feet)
RPC Number: 03-003-046
Verbal Boundary Description: The Hermitage is located at 4025 North Randolph Street,
Arlington, Virginia. The proposed local historic district consists of the entire legal property
boundary containing RPC #03-003-046.
Boundary Justification: The proposed local historic district boundary includes all of the property
associated with the historically-significant dwelling.

8.

PROPERTY OWNERS
Name
Address

9.

Thomas C. & Sarah L. Jensen
4025 North Randolph Street, Arlington, Virginia, 22207
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Names/Titles John Liebertz, Arlington County Historic Preservation Planner
June 2015; Updated in February 2017
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Figure 1: Proposed Hermitage Historic District
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Figure 3: Topography
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Figure 4: Map showing the different parcels acquired by Gilbert Vanderwerken. The Hermitage was part
of a 188-acre parcel owned by Annie Frye. The red arrow points to the approximate location of the 1931
house.
Source: Southern Claims Commission, “Gilbert Vanderwerken,” Commission No. 13314, 1874-1875,
Ancestry.
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Figure 5: The red arrow points to the approximate future location of the subject dwelling during the Civil War. The property was located between
Fort Ethan Allen and Fort Marcey.
Source: Army Corps of Engineers, Detailed Map of Part of Virginia from Alexandria to the Potomac River above Washington, D.C. (186-),
Library of Congress.
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Figure 6: The red arrow points to the approximate future location of the subject dwelling during the Civil War. The road highlighted dark brown
indicates part of the present-day Military Road cut by the army in 1861 to facilitate the communication and transportation of soldiers and goods
between Chain Bridge and Fort Strong. Maps indicate that the branch of the Military Road that passed to the west of the present-day subject
dwelling became defunct near the turn of the twentieth century. There were also numerous batteries in close proximity to the subject property.
Source: Barnard, J.G. Map of the environs of Washington: compiled from Boschkes’ map of the District of Columbia and from surveys of the
U.S. Coast Survey showing the line of the defences of Washington as constructed during the war from 1861 to 1865 inclusive (Washington,
D.C., 1865), Library of Congress.
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Figure 6A: The red arrow points to the approximate future location of the subject dwelling during the Civil War. The road highlighted dark
brown indicates part of present-day Military Road cut by the army in 1861 to facilitate the communication and transportation of soldiers and
goods between Chain Bridge and Fort Strong. Maps indicate that the branch of the Military Road that passed to the west of the present-day
subject dwelling became defunct near the turn of the twentieth century.
Source: Barnard, J.G. Map of the environs of Washington: compiled from Boschkes’ map of the District of Columbia and from surveys of the
U.S. Coast Survey showing the line of the defences of Washington as constructed during the war from 1861 to 1865 inclusive (Washington,
D.C., 1865), Library of Congress.
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Figure 7: The red arrow points to the approximate future location of the subject dwelling during the Civil War. Evident on this map are the
ephemeral streams located to the north and south of the property which are still visible components of the topography. This map is the best
record of the Civil War era roadways, batteries, and fortifications. The blue arrow points to the house owned by the Freys who were the owners
of the subject property at the start of the War.
Source: Engineer Bureau, War Department. Extract of Military Map of N.E. Virginia showing Forts and Roads (Washington, D.C., 1863),
National Archives and Records Administration.
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Figure 8: The red arrow points to the approximate future location of the subject dwelling during the Civil War. The map shows that the majority
of the trees in this area were felled as part of the war effort and depicts the circulation network. The blue line is the location of Pimmit Run.
Source: Army Corps of Engineers, Detailed map of part of Virginia from Alexandria to the Potomac River above Washington, D.C.
(Washington, D.C., 186-), Library of Congress.
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Figure 9: The red arrow points to the approximate future location of the subject dwelling in 1878. The map shows the development of Arlington
(then Alexandria) County during the period of Reconstruction. Source: Hopkins, Griffith Morgan, Jr., Atlas of fifteen miles around Washington,
including the counties of Fairfaix and Alexandria, Virginia (Philadelphia, 1878), Library of Congress.

N

33

Figure 10: The red arrow points to the approximate future location of the subject dwelling in 1900. At this time, the property was part of Thomas
B. Jewell’s 158-acre estate.
Source: Howell & Taylor. Map of Alexandria County, Virginia for the Virginia Title Co. (Washington, D.C., 1900), Library of Congress.
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Figure 11: The red circle shows the location of the Hermitage (constructed in 1931) in 1945. There was
still limited surrounding development to the west or north.
Source: United States Geological Survey, “Washington West,” (1945) USGS Historical Topographic Map
Explorer, http://www.historicalmaps.arcgis.com.
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Figure 12: The red circle shows the location of the Hermitage (constructed in 1931) in 1956. Arlingwood,
the surrounding subdivision, was under development with a number of houses completed. The present
day circulation network of North Richmond Road and North Randolph Street (outlined in yellow) is
present.
Source: United States Geological Survey, “Washington West,” (1956) USGS Historical Topographic Map
Explorer, http://www.historicalmaps.arcgis.com.
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Appendix Two:
Aerial Photographs
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Figure 1: The 1934 aerial photograph shows the location of the Hermitage (circled in red). There is minimal development surrounding the house
as it was sited in a wooded setting.
Source: Arlington County GIS.

Figure 2: Detailed view of 1934 aerial photograph.
Source: Arlington County GIS.

38

Figure 3: The 1956 aerial photograph shows the location of the Hermitage (circled in red). A significant number of the dwelling associated with
Arlingwood (the adjacent subdivision) had been constructed. The Hemitage’s views toward Chain Bridge, however, remained intact.
Source: Arlington County GIS.
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Figure 4: Detailed view of the 1956 aerial photograph. The location of the Hermitage is circled in red. A significant number of the dwellings
associated with Arlingwood had been constructed.
Source: Arlington County GIS.
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Figure 5: Aerial photograph, 1974. The location of the Hermitage is circled in red.
Source: Arlington County GIS.
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Figure 6: Aerial photograph, 2013. The Hermitage parcel is outlined in yellow.
Source: Arlington County GIS.

N

Appendix Three:
Exterior and Interior Photographs

*Figures 6-33 taken by John Liebertz, 2014 and 2017.
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Figure 1: View of the Hermitage from above, 2014.
Source: Sanborn, http://www.oblique.sanborn.com/washington_dc/.
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Figure 2: View of the Hermitage looking south, 2014.
Source: Sanborn, http://www.oblique.sanborn.com/washington_dc/.
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Figure 3: View of the Hermitage looking from the east, 2014.
Source: Sanborn, http://www.oblique.sanborn.com/washington_dc/.
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Figure 4: View of the Hermitage looking from the south, 2014.
Source: Sanborn, http://www.oblique.sanborn.com/washington_dc/.
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Figure 5: View of the Hermitage looking from the west, 2014.
Source: Sanborn, http://www.oblique.sanborn.com/washington_dc/.
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Figure 6: Northern gable (kitchen) wing and central side-gable block, west elevation (façade), 2014.

Figure 7: Central side-gable block, west elevation (façade), 2014.
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Figure 7A: Central side-gable block, west elevation (façade), 2017.

Figure 8: Southern gable (bedroom) wing, west elevation (façade), 2014.

50

Figure 9: Stone chimney and southern gable (bedroom) wing, west elevation (façade), 2014.
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Figure 10: Detailed view of southern (bedrooms) gable wing, west elevation, looking north, 2014.

52

Figure 11: Detailed view of stone chimney, west elevation (façade), 2014.
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Figure 12: Northern gable kitchen wing, north (side) elevation, 2017. There is a clear demarcation
between the historic log home and the late-twentieth century additions.

Figure 13: Northern gable kitchen wing, north (side) elevation, 2017. Late-twentieth century construction
efforts altered the fenestration on the north elevation of the log dwelling. This included the addition of the
mudroom entrance accessed by the stair (right side of photograph).
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Figure 13A: Northern gable kitchen wing, north (side) elevation, 2017. The red outline shows the location
of infilled logs that indicate the location of a former door.
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Figure 13B: Interior view of northern gable kitchen wing, 2017. Evidence of infilled logs show the
location of a former door. This door corresponds to the infilled opening shown on Figure 13A.
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Figure 14: Southern gable (kitchen) wing, north elevation, 2014. The roof of the clipped gable two-story
addition is visible in the background.

Figure 14A: Southern gable (kitchen) wing, north elevation, 2017. The extension of the deck to the
northeat and alterations to the landscape are visible in the foreground.
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Figure 15: Southern gable (bedrooms) wing, west (front) and south (side) elevations. Late-twentieth
century construction efforts led to raising the peak of the gable roof. This required the log dwelling to be
infilled with wood siding (red arrow). The use of wood siding instead of logs allows for distinction
between old and new construction, 2014.

Figure 15A: Southern gable (bedrooms) wing, west (front) and south (side) elevations, 2017.
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Figure 16: Detailed view of shed dormer with board and batten siding, west (font) and south (side)
elevations, 2014.

Figure 16A: Detailed view of shed dormer with board and batten siding, west (font) and south (side)
elevations, 2017.
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Figure 17: View of the Hermitage (red arrow) looking north on North Randolph Street, 2014.

Figure 18: View of the east (rear) elevation, 2017.
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Figure 19: View of the west (side) and east (rear) elevations. The first story of the historic log home is
visible on the west elevation, 2017.

Figure 20: View of the stone retaining wall to the west (front) of the dwelling, 2017.
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Figure 21: View of the stair to the north of the dwelling leading to the herringbone brick paver patio,
2017.

Figure 22: View of the northern extent of the property including the new driveway, 2017.
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Figure 23: View of the fenced-in yard to the south of the dwelling, 2014.
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Figures 24 and 25: Views of the living room located in the side-central block, 2017. The opening on the
first-story leads to the southern wing. Note the retention of the lower half of the original rusticated stair
and balcony with hewn posts and railings. The remaining part of the stair now serves as cabinetry.
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Figure 26: View of door under stair accessing the basement, 2017.
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Figures 27 and 28: Views of the living room located in the side-central block, 2017. The front door of the
dwelling is located to the right of the stone fireplace. Imposing stone fireplaces were typical elements of
the Rustic Revival style.
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Figure 29: View of wood batten entry door, 2017.
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Figures 30 and 31: Views of the original exterior wall, 2017. The top view is from the living room located
in the side-gable block. The bottom view is from the dining room located in the rear two-story addition.
The configuration of a ribbon of three six-light casement windows is typical of the Rustic Revival style
and possibly date to the period of construction.
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Figure 32: View of stone foundation in basement, 2017.
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Figure 33: View of the south wall of the kitchen wing abutting the side-gable block of the house, 2017.
Evidence of a former log house with remnants of original chinking and exterior window openings. This
wall was enclosed by means of new logs on the side-gable block and dry wall in the north-gable kitchen
wing.
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Figure 34: View of the south wall of the kitchen wing abutting the side-gable block of the house, 2017.
Evidence of a former log house with remnants of original chinking and exterior window openings. This
wall was enclosed by means of new logs on the side-gable block and dry wall in the north-gable kitchen
wing.
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Appendix Four:
3D Models
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Building Evolution

FRONT (WEST ELEVATION)

Pre1931

1931

Ca. 1931
to 1950

1985

1995
(present)

Figure 1: View of the front (west) elevation. The additions completed in 1985 and 1995 are
sympathetically designed to the rear of the building and have minimal impact to the feeling of the historic
log dwelling.
Building Evolution

ISOMETRIC VIEW

Pre1931
1931
Ca. 1931
to 1950
1985
1995
(present)
Figure 2: Isometric view looking southeast at the front of the dwelling. Additions are primarily to the rear
of the historic log house.
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Building Evolution

ISOMETRIC VIEW

1995
(present)
1985
Ca. 1931
to 1950
1931
Pre - 1931
Figure 3: Isometric view looking northwest at the front of the dwelling. Additions are primarily to the rear
of the historic log house.
Building Evolution

ISOMETRIC VIEW
Pre -1931
1931
Ca. 1931 to 1950
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1995
(present)
Figure 4: Isometric view looking northwest at the rear of the dwelling. The shed porch roof is clearly
evident in aerial photographs from the mid-twentieth century, but research efforts uncovered no other
documentation for this section of the building. Therefore, the design of the porch is conjectural.
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Building Evolution

REAR ELEVATION

1995
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1985

1931

Pre1931

Figure 5: View of the rear (east) elevation. Later improvements to the dwelling have demolished or
covered original historic fabric; however, the rear additions are sympathetic to the historic nature of the
log house and site.
Building Evolution
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Figure 6: View of the roof plan.
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Periods of Construction

FRONT (WEST) ELEVATION
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Figure 7: Front (west elevation). Original historic fabric accounts for the majority of the elevation.
Periods of Construction

ISOMETRIC VIEW
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Figure 8: Isometric view of the front (west elevation) and side (north elevation).
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Periods of Construction

ISOMETRIC VIEW
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Figure 9: Isometric view of the rear (west elevation) and the side (south elevation).
Periods of Construction
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Figure 10: Side (south) elevation.
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Periods of Construction

SIDE (NORTH) ELEVATION
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Figure 11: Side (north) elevation.
Periods of Construction

REAR (EAST) ELEVATION
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Figure 12: Rear (east) elevation.
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Figure 13: Model of the original log house looking northeast towards the Potomac River.

Figure 14: Model of the original log house looking southeast towards the Potomac River.

79

Appendix Five:
Chain of Title
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February 19, 1862
Grantor: Thomas Donoho (trustee) and Anna C. Frye
Grantee: Gilbert Vanderwerken
Deed Book: 8
Page: 175
August 28, 1893
Grantor: Gilbert Vanderwerken
Grantee: Emma Jewell
Deed Book: O-4
Page: 325
April 15, 1925
Grantor: Thomas B. Jewell
Grantee: Floyd E. Redwine
Deed Book: 218
Page: 363
December 27, 1928
Grantor: Floyd E. Redwine
Grantee: Elizabeth M. Chambers
Deed Book: 291
Page: 99
September 6, 1930
Grantor: Elizabeth M. Chambers
Grantee: Martha C. Fitz-Hugh
Deed Book: 314
Page: 297
May 5, 1965
Grantor: Martha C. and Arlie Buck
Grantee: William and Lynne Sechler
Deed Book: 1587
Page: 375
June 7, 1968
Grantor: William and Lynne Sechler
Grantee: Jane D. Ickes
Deed Book: 1676
Page: 16
August 23, 1974
Grantor: Ickes et al.
Grantee: Rodger & Susan Greimel
Deed Book: 1868
Page: 316
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July 6, 1979
Grantor: Rodger & Susan Greimel
Grantee: Al G. Nolan
Deed Book: 1992
Page: 94
January 30, 1981
Grantor: Al G. Nolan
Grantee: David Arthur Nichols and Benetta Mansfield
Deed Book: 2033
Page: 1042
August 16, 2010
Grantor: Benetta Mansfield
Grantee: Thomas C. and Sarah L. Jensen
Deed Book: 4385
Page: 2305
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Appendix Six:
Miscellaneous Images
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Figures 1 and 2: William Henry Harrison and John Tyler campaign literature featuring a log cabin and
hard cider. The candidates used the common-man imagery of log cabins and alcohol to ingratiate
themselves to voters in the 1840 presidential election.
Source: Library of Congress.
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Figure 3: Camp Sagamore, built at the turn of the twentieth century, was one of several historic Great
Camps constructed in the Adirondack Mountains.
Source: “Great Camp Sagamore,” http://www.greatcampsagamore.org.
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Figure 4: Old Faithful Inn, Yellowstone National Park.
Source: United States Geological Survey.
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Figures 5 and 6: Views of Gustav Stickley’s Craftsman Farms, 1911.
Source: Stickley, Gustav. More Craftsman Homes (New York: The Craftsman Publishing Company,
1912), 146.
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Figure 7: Photographs of a new log house near Washington, D.C. in 1925.
Source: George H. Dacy, “Washington Log Cabin Is a Real Mansion of Canadian Cedar,” Evening Star,
October 25, 1925.
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Figure 8: Article discussing the growing popularity of log construction as a building material for a
permanent home.
Source: L.C. Vecelius, “The Log Cabin Up-To-Date,” Popular Mechanics Magazine (July 1927): 157.
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Figure 9: Photograph of a new log house near Ash Grove, Virginia, in 1929.
Source: Gene Day, “Arts of Log-House Builder Employed in Making Virginia Home,” Washington Post,
February 3, 1929.
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Figure 10: This Rustic Revival-styled building was built in Millboro, Virginia, during the Great
Depression.
Source: Virginia Department of Historic Resources.

Figure 11: Valentine-Wilder House, Nash County, North Carolina. Built in 1925, the house is an example
of the Rustic Revival style.
Source: National Park Service.
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Figure 12: Advertisement for a dwelling in Arlingwood.
Source: Washington Post, September 29, 1956.

92

Figure 13: Advertisement for lots in Arlingwood.
Source: Evening Star, March 3, 1956.
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Figure 14: Alvin Fitz-Hugh, 1957.
Source: “Heads Mortgage Firm,” Evening Star, April 14, 1957.
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Figure 15: New Military Road near the Chain Bridge, Virginia, 1862.
Source: Frank Leslie’s Illustrated Newspaper, January 18, 1862.

Figure 16: Washington, District of Columbia. Small bridge near Chain bridge, 1861-1869.
Source: Library of Congress.
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Figure 17: Gilbert Vanderwerken and Jane Evelyn Vanderbergh, dates unknown.
Source: Book, Plate 6.
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