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Historic Preservation Commission 

Minutes of February 26, 2018 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Christopher McSwain, Chair 

Dr. James Peery, III, Vice-Chair 

Lauren Dianich 
Mark Little 

Richard Morris 
Shanda Rowe 

 
MEMBERS ABSENT: 

None 

 
VACANCIES: 

One 
 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Ms. Anne Nygaard, Secretary to the Historic Preservation Commission; Ms. Robin Craig, Planning 
Technician, and the public. 

 
ROLL CALL: 

 
After a quorum was established, Chair McSwain called the meeting to order at 3:45 p.m.   

 

CONSENT AGENDA: 
 

Commissioner Rowe made a motion, which was seconded by Commissioner Little, to accept the consent 
agenda. 

 

(1) ACTION AGENDA: 
 

 (a) ACTION:   Request of Kay Butterfield to remove cinderblocks and add doors to a 
garage at 322 Harrison Street: 

 

 Ms. Kay Butterfield was present to represent the application.  This garage at the back of the house 
has needed work for a long time and she finally has a chance to address it.  It is constructed of the 

original cinderblock and the cinderblock is very unstable.  She would like to close in the garage and do a 
little overhang over the door she would like to install. 

 
 Commissioner Morris indicated that the applications committee feels the application meets the 

guidelines with the exception of adding additional the additional brackets and overhang because there is 

no evidence there was such an overhang or ornamentation previously.  Commissioner Morris made a 
motion to accept the application as presented with the exception of the overhang and brackets.  The 

applications committee would recommend that the existing trim be repaired.   
 

 Commissioner Little asked if there is any ghosting from any type of architectural overhang.  Ms. 

Butterfield said there is not.  It is something her contractor wanted to add to keep sheeting rain from 
rotting the new doors.  Commissioner Morris indicated that the doors do meet the guidelines.  

Commissioner Little seconded Commissioner Morris’s motion. 
 

 Commissioner Dianich suggested Ms. Butterfield could install a discreet diverter above the door to 
protect the door from rain.  Commissioner Morris suggested they could also discuss adding the overhang 



2 

 

as presented.  He is not opposed to it since this is a secondary building.  scuss adding the overhang as 

presented.  He is not opposed to it since this is a secondary building.  The commission was in consensus 
that the diverter Commissioner Dianich is suggesting would be an acceptable alternative.  Commissioner 

Morris amended his motion to approve the application as submitted and added that Ms. Butterfield be 
allowed to put a water diverter over the door.  The material for the diverter is not stipulated.  

Commissioner Dianich indicated she can send her some photos. 

 
 The motion passed by the following vote: 

 
AYES: Dianich, Little, McSwain, Morris, Peery and Rowe      6 

NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 

ABSENT:  0 

VACANCIES:    1 
 

 (b) Request of Nancy and Kevin Brandt to add an addition and make exterior alterations 
to the house at 2021 Rivermont Avenue:    

 

 Mr. Kevin Brandt and Mrs. Nancy Brandt were present to represent the application.  One of their 
requests is to enlarge the kitchen.  Fortunately, they have been able to find the original 1913 drawings 

for the house.  The original drawings show terraces on each of the front of the house.  The homeowners 
would also like to do two additions on the rear of the house.  Mr. Brandt has highlighted all the areas on 

the original drawings that are no longer the same.  He went over all the details of the renovations with 
the commissioners.  The addition will be differentiated with a different exposure of shingles and a 

standing seam roof instead of slate.  Mr. Brandt indicated on photos where there is evidence of pilasters 

that indicate where the terraces used to be.  They would like to find other materials for the columns 
instead of wood but if they cannot they will use wood.  He has evidence of the correct exposure of the 

shingles for the main house from the existing garage.   
 

 Commissioner Morris will not be voting or participating in the discussion, as he is the architect for this 

project.  Commissioner Little made a motion to accept the application as presented.  The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Rowe.  Commissioner Little indicated that he would prefer the columns to be 

of wood but if they can matched exactly in dimension in a composite material, that would meet the 
guidelines.  Commissioner Dianich would like to see them keep the existing capitals.  Commissioner 

Dianich asked if the shutters would have working hardware.  The applicants indicated they will have 

working hardware.  She asked if the chimney is getting extended.  The applicants indicated it will be 
removed completely.  The motion passed by the following vote: 

AYES: Dianich, Little, McSwain, Morris, Peery and Rowe      6 

NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 

ABSENT:  0 
VACANCIES:    1 

 

 (c) Request of Anna Chytla to replace a parking lot on the rear of the property prior to a 
rezoning to convert the building to multi-family at 2001 Rivermont Avenue: 

 
 Mr. Bill Berkley of Berkley-Howell & Associates, Mr. Casey Servis of Architectural Design Office and 

Ms. Anna Chytla were present to represent the application.  Ms. Nygaard explained that they are there to 
determine if the parking lot improvements will be allowed by the Historic Preservation Commission; 

otherwise, the applicant will likely not be able to go forward with the rezoning application.  The applicant 

is proposing to remove the asphalt parking lot and reconfiguring it.  The eventual use of the buildings will 
be 22 apartments.  The lighting and dumpster enclosure also needs to be approved.  The lighting will be 
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pole mounted lights.  There will be two installed on the back side of the parking lot.  Other exterior lights 

will come to them for approval at a later date. 
 

 Commissioner Morris indicated he will not participate in the discussion or vote because he has a client 
next to this project.  Commissioner Dianich thinks it makes sense to use these buildings for apartments.  

The property has been used in a commercial way for years.  Saving the street trees and adding trees is 

great.  Two lights is also great instead of adding too much light. 
 

 Commissioner Dianich asked about a fence.  Mr. Servis indicated there is already a fence on the 
neighbor’s side to the west.  There is screening on the east side.  Right now, the parking lot goes within 

five feet of the adjoining neighbor.  They will be pulling it back to eleven feet.  Commissioner Dianich 
made a motion to approve the application as presented.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner 

Little.  Commissioner Dianich likes that the light is directed down and that the light is modern and not 

trying to appear historic.  The material will be asphalt pea gravel or concrete.  Commissioner Dianich likes 
the use of pea gravel because it looks more historic and will slow people down.  People will not be able to 

skateboard on it.  Commissioner Dianich acknowledged there is asphalt there now and understands why 
they are leaning toward using it. 

 

 The applicants pointed out that the Zoning Ordinance requires a hard surface for more than ten 
spaces.  Twenty-two cars will create a lot of dust if pea gravel is used.  The applicant is committed to 

hiding the parking lot with screening.  The parking lot will not look like it is part of the Tudor style house 
because it will be separated by screening.  One cannot say asphalt is inconsistent with the 1960s.  There 

will also be a commercial vehicle coming into the parking lot to get the trash.  The applicant is committed 
to making it look attractive.   

 

 The motion passed by the following vote: 
 

AYES: Dianich, Little, McSwain, Morris and Rowe      5 
NOES: Peery 1 

ABSTENTIONS:  0 

ABSENT:  0 
VACANCIES:    1 

 
 (d) State/Federal Historic District Nomination for the 12th Street Industrial Historic 

District: 

 
 The commissioners did not have any comments other than to express that they are all happy to see 

the start of this project. 
 

 (e) 30-day Application Period for COAs:   
 

 Ms. Nygaard wanted to discuss the current 30-day application period for COAS.  This is the stipulation 

that is currently in the Zoning Ordinance; however, many applicants and/or their representatives have 
expressed that this presents a real hardship for their projects.  They have to wait a long time to have 

their application heard by the commission.  The commissioners were in agreement that 14 days would be 
more reasonable.   

 

 Commissioner Dianich brought up the possibility of having the homeowner posting a sign to let 
people know there is an application before the board for consideration for new construction or additions.   

It was also discussed that a sign would be beneficial in the appeal process.  Neighbors do not even know 
that there is an appeal before City Council unless they see the legal notice in the newspaper.  The 

commissioner were not in agreement about signs being posted for items that were coming before the 
board for consideration.  Many felt that it puts too much on the applicant.  Commissioner Dianich 
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indicated it would be a small sign and could be placed there by the advocate.  The commissioners did 

seem to be in consensus that a sign for an appeal would be appropriate and possibly mailing notifications 
to neighbors within 200 feet of the property.  Ms. Nygaard will do some research and discuss with 

appropriate City staff and then take these items to the Planning Commission to initiate changes to the 
Zoning Ordinance. 

 

 (f) Closed Session: 
 

 Commissioner McSwain made a motion, which was seconded by Commissioner Peery for the 
“consideration of a closed meeting for consultation with legal counsel and briefings by staff members 

regarding a legal matter requiring the provision of legal advice, specifically various legal matters relating 
to the Virginia Conflict of Interests Act, pursuant to Section 2.2-3711(A.)(7) of the Code of Virginia.”  The 

motion passed unanimously. 

 
 Commissioner McSwain made a motion, which was seconded by Commissioner Peery:  “I move that 

the Historic Preservation Commission certify, in the closed meeting just concluded, nothing was discussed 
except the matter that was specifically identified in the motion to convene in a closed meeting, which 

matter is lawfully permitted to be so discussed under the provisions of the Virginia Freedom on 

Information Act that was cited in that motion.” 
 

2. NEXT MEETING DAY: 
 The next regular meeting is scheduled for Monday, March 19, 2018. 

 
f. ADJOURNMENT: 

     There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 

 
 

 
 

ATTEST:_____________________________________ATTEST:__________________________________ 

                              Secretary                                                               Chairman 

 


