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BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW MINUTES 
 
The Board of Architectural Review held its regularly scheduled meeting on June 19, 2008 at 15 
N. Cameron Street, at 4:00 p.m. in Council Chambers, Rouss City Hall 
 
PRESENT:  P. Farris, T. Bandyke, L. Belkin, M. Lore, L. Saunders, T. Rockwood 
 
ABSENT:  C. Shore 
 
VISITORS:   Richard Till, David Burleson, Rebecca Ebert, Craig Davis, R. Statkiewicz, Laura 

Ours, Richard Bell, Jonathan Rose, Joel Richardson and Sandra Bosley (PHW),  
 
MINUTES: The Minutes of June 5, 2008 were reviewed. Mr. Bandyke, seconded by Mr. Lore 
motioned for approval of the minutes as presented.  Motion carried 5-1 (Rockwood abstained). 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Mr. Belkin, seconded by Mr. Farris motioned to amend the consent agenda by removing BAR-08-54 and 
08-55 and adding BAR-08-47 and 08-56. 
 
Motion carried 6-0. 
 
BAR-08-47 Request of Christ Episcopal Church to replace existing front door at 134 W. Boscawen 
Street.  
 
BAR-08-52 Request of Richard Till to replace metal roof and paint it Colonial Red at 404 S. Washington 
St.  
 
BAR-08-56 Request of Laura Ours to replace the skylight at 213 N. Cameron St.  
 
Mr. Belkin, seconded by Mr. Lore motioned to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to all applications 
on the amended consent agenda. 
 
Motion carried 6-0. 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
BAR-08-54 Request of Adams-Nelson Prop. Management to replace slate roof with seam metal roofing 
painted Colonial Red at 403 S. Loudoun St.   
 
Mr. Belkin stated that in order to see the roof you have to be on top of a hill so he has no problem with 
the replacement there but he felt that the connecting roof between the two buildings should remain slate 
because it can be seen from the sidewalk and would affect the character of the building.  
 
The applicant stated that he felt they could salvage enough slate to make it work.  
 
Mr. Belkin, seconded by Mr. Rockwood motioned to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness for BAR-08-
54 as presented with the exception that the breezeway will remain slate.  
 
Motion carried 6-0. 
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BAR-08-48 Request of Jonathan Rose to add front portico at 108 W. Cork Street.  
 
Mr. Rose explained that it will be a small porch to provide some protection and the stoop is in bad shape. 
He felt that the changes were in keeping with the neighborhood. He explained that he may need to remove 
a corner of the shutter in order to install the columns.  
 
Mr. Belkin stated that houses of this era, 1810-1830 did not have porches. He felt sure that this house 
probably never had a porch. He suggested that the app re-work his proposal because he wasn’t 
comfortable with it as-is. It would be better left the way it is.  
 
Mr. Rose asked if Mr. Belkin knew for sure that there was never a porch there. 
 
Mr. Belkin said no, but based on his review of the historic survey on 1976, the pictures show the property 
without a porch.  
 
Mr. Rose stated that elements added in the 19th century should be seen as historic as well.  
 
Mr. Rose asked why the citizens that want to live in the historic district are being penalized.  
 
Mr. Saunders explained that when you buy a home in the historic district you have to take the good with 
the bad. He didn’t agree with clipping a corner of the shutter. He suggested taking off or moving the 
pedestal.  
 
Mr. Lore explained that the guidelines are very clear in this matter. It states that there should be no radical 
changes made to entrances. He felt that what is there more accurately reflects the character. He added that 
there are ways to compromise, so the entrance can be repaired.  
 
Mr. Rose asked if there would ever be a situation when a porch would be appropriate because there are 
other houses of the same era with porches in the neighborhood.  
 
Mr. Saunders tried to explain that a porch would be out of character for the age of this house.  
 
Mr. Rockwood stated that he too had an issue with the shutter being cut. He asked if the entrance could be 
scaled down. 
 
Mr. Rose said that he may be able to do it but he wasn’t going to ask his clients to pay him to re-work a 
drawing when they already liked this one.  
 
Mr. Farris explained that he would hate to say no because personally he has no problem with the porch. 
However, he did have issues with the dimensions.  
 
Mr. Lore agreed with Mr. Farris. He would like to see it scaled down a bit.  
 
Mr. Rose stated that he wasn’t clear on what was being asked.  
 
Mr. Saunders stated that he would either have to withdraw the current application or agree to re-work it 
and come back at a later time.  
 
Mr. Bandyke asked that if its re-worked that a footprint be included to show scale. He needed more 
information to see how it would work with the house.  
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Mr. Belkin stated that its clear the Board is split on the issue, but as far as he is concerned he is against 
the porch because it goes against the historic guidelines. 
 
Mr. Lore agreed that more information is needed.  
 
Mr. Farris, seconded by Mr. Bandyke motioned to table BAR-08-48 until it can be re-worked.  
Motion carried 5-1. (Belkin opposed) 
 
BAR-08-50 Request of Craig Davis to remove a 1940’s awning at 407 S. Kent St. 
 
Mr. Davis explained that he wants to remove the awnings because they are an eyesore.  
 
Mr. Belkin agreed and suggested that the second floor awnings be removed as well.  
 
Mr. Davis stated that he hadn’t thought about it but felt that it was a good idea.  
 
Mr. Farris, seconded by Mr. Rockwood motioned to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness for BAR 08-50 
as presented. 
 
Motion carried 6-0.  
 
Mr. Farris left the meeting early.  
 
BAR-08-51 Request of Rebecca Ebert to add a handrail to the existing front steps at 411 S. Kent St and 
install a 6ft tall, wood privacy fence with gate, painted white between 407 and 411 S. Kent St.  
 
After some discussion between the members, Mr. Belkin made a motion.  
 
Mr. Belkin, seconded by Mr. Lore motioned to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness for BAR-08-51 on 
the condition that: 

1. The fence will be a 6ft fence painted white. 
2. The line will be parallel to the street. Fence at right angle to the street 
3. The risers of the front porch steps will be closed.   
4. Handrail will be added to the existing steps.  
5. All materials to be wood. 

 
Motion carried 6-0. 
 
BAR-08-53 Request of David Burleson to remodel a house at 413 S. Kent St. 
 
Mr. Burleson explained that the addition that was built was built poorly to start with and now its rotting.  
 
Mr. Belkin stated that the package was well prepared so he only had one suggestion, to put a window in 
the upstairs part of the addition to improve the selling value.  
 
Mr. Burleson stated that it was a bathroom but he could move some fixtures around to do that. He 
admitted that without the window the house looked boxie.  
 
Mr. Lore, seconded by Mr. Bandyke motioned to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to BZA-08-53. 
 
Motion carried 5-0. 
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BAR-08-57 Request of Reader & Swartz Architects to replace windows and add an addition at 120 W. 
Cork St 
 
Mr. Belkin explained that the guidelines state that windows should be preserved whenever possible; 
however the windows that are being proposed are better suited for this property.  
 
Joel Richardson, the applicant, stated that the current windows are not operable and the storm windows 
look terrible.  
 
Mr. Belkin asked if the outside trim would be affected.  
 
Mr. Richardson said that it wouldn’t.  
 
Mr. Belkin asked if the alley was private.  
 
Mr. Richardson stated that he checked with the City Assessor and according to the records and to the 
neighbor it is a private alley.  
 
Mr. Rockwood, seconded by Mr. Bandyke motioned to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness for BAR-08-
57. 
Motion carried 5-0. 
 
BAR-08-55 Request of North Cameron Properties, LLC to recognize exterior changes sent to the 
Department of Historic Resources and Secretary of the Interior for 410 N. Cameron St and 403-415 N. 
Cameron St and Baker St.  
 
Mr. Diem explained that he asked the applicant to come and bring a copy of what he has submitted to the 
DHR and the Sec, of the Interior but they are not present.  
 
Mr. Belkin felt that anyone that is planning to make changes in the historic district should have to come 
before the local BAR because they would know and understand the landscape and surroundings.  
 
Mr. Diem explained that there is nothing in the Ordinance that requires the applicant to come to the BAR 
first.  
 
Mr. Lore agreed with Mr. Belkin that DHR will only look at the standards not at the streetscape. He felt 
that the Board still has a role in the decision making. He asked what would happen if its something that 
the local community would have issues with.  
 
Mr. Belkin stated that this could become a trend, that if someone felt that the local board wouldn’t grant a 
favorable verdict that they could take this route. He felt that the local Board should be the first notified as 
it is the most important.  
 
Mr. Saunders explained that it is done this way for tax credit reasons. He didn’t feel that the Board 
understood the phases of which this process takes, its very lengthy. The DHR will not make a final 
decision until the work is done. If there is something that they don’t like they will make them change it.  
 
Mr. Belkin stated that its still not a good idea to by-pass the local BAR.  
 
Mr. Belkin, seconded by Mr. Lore motioned to table BAR-08-55 until a copy of what was submitted can 
be obtained.  
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Motion carried 6-0.  
 
 
 
OLD BUSINESS 
None 
 
CORRESPONDENCE 
None 
 
 
 
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
 
Meeting Adjourned  6:10 p.m. 
 
 


