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Historic Preservation Commission 
Minutes of August 20, 2018 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Emmett Lifsey 
Christopher McSwain, Chair 
Richard Morris 
Shanda Rowe 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: 
Mark Little, Vice-Chair  
 
VACANCIES: 
Two 
 
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.   
 
1.a.  CONSENT AGENDA: 
 
 Commissioner Morris made a motion, which was seconded by Commissioner Lifsey, to 
accept the consent agenda. 

 
 (2)  ACTION AGENDA: 
 
 (a) ACTION:  Request of Purcell Conway to replace the wooden fence at        
1815 Rivermont Avenue (Greenbriar Apartments) with a flat top wood board fence. 
 
 Mr. Purcell Conway was present to represent the application.  Commissioner Morris asked if 
the fence would be stained or left natural and if it would be replaced with a six foot fence.  He 
also asked for clarification that the fence would be replaced only in its current location.  Mr. 
Conway said it would be six feet because the height of the previous fence did not meet the 
guidelines, it would be replaced only in its current location and the wood would be left natural.  
Commissioner Morris made a motion to accept the application as presented, which was 
seconded by Commissioner Rowe.  The motion passed by the following vote: 
 
 AYES:    Lifsey, McSwain, Morris and Rowe          4 

NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
ABSENT: Little 1 
VACANCIES:    2 
 



2 

 

 (b) ACTION:  Request of Jack Nasser to install a railing on the front porch at 
2122 Rivermont Avenue: 
 
 Ms. Emily Nassar was present to represent the application.  Commissioner Morris asked if 
Ms. Nassar had anything in mind.  Ms. Nassar said she wanted criss cross pickets so her child 
would not be able to fall from the porch.  Commissioner Morris noted they would need a scaled 
drawing of the exact railing.  She said she would like to do it like the example she provided and 
it should be very similar because their porch is about the same length as the porch in the 
example.  Commissioner Morris asked if there was any historical evidence of a porch railing.  
Ms. Nassar said the previous owner redid the porch and did not put up a railing.  Commissioner 
Morris noted there is no precedence for the railing but it is acceptable in theory. 
 
 Commissioner Morris made a motion to approve the application as presented provided it 
follows the black and white photo that was submitted with the application.  It needs to have the 
same height and proportions.  It must match the photo submitted from 2144 Rivermont Avenue 
with posts, materials, spacing, etc.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner Rowe and 
passed by the following vote: 
 
 AYES:    Lifsey, McSwain, Morris and Rowe          4 

NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
ABSENT: Little 1 
VACANCIES:    2 

 
 (c) ACTION:  Request of Leighton Robertson to replace and extend the deck at 
2950 Rivermont Avenue, Apartment #3: 
 
 Mr. Leighton Robertson was present to represent the application.  Commissioner Morris 
asked if the railing and gate he is proposing are acceptable to the condo association.            
Mr. Robertson said they are acceptable.  Commissioner Morris asked if the association would 
like a certain style.  Mr. Robertson said he is allowed to do whatever kind of railing he wants as 
long as he stays within the property line and it suited the City and the HPC.   
 
 Commissioner Morris made a motion to approve the application, as presented, with the 
condition that the railing matches the rest of the railings elsewhere on the building.  The motion 
was seconded by Commissioner Rowe and passed by the following vote: 
 
 AYES:    Lifsey, McSwain, Morris and Rowe          4 

NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
ABSENT: Little 1 
VACANCIES:    2 

 
 (d) Request of Carrie and Victor Appel to replace the windows of the home at 
123 Cabell Street with wood replacements, Jeld Wen 2500 series: 
 
 Mr. Victor Appel was present to represent the application.  He had brought a piece of the 
window trim to demonstrate its condition to the commission.  Mr. Appel stated that even if he 
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were to rebuild the windows, he would have to put all new mechanisms in them because of the 
current building code.  He brought to the meeting a full size mockup of the proposed window 
for the commission to review.  Mr. Appel would like double paned windows that have the same 
wood and the same style and look without the issue of having holes, seams that are rotted and 
all new mechanisms to fit in them. 
 
 Commissioner Morris stated that he has been to this house.  The mechanisms that are 
missing were removed by his contractor or carpenter.  These windows are very reparable.  The 
sample Mr. Appel brought would be an exception to the rule.  Commissioner Morris previously 
went through the whole house with the carpenter and showed him how to take the paint off, 
how to clean them and how to repair them.  The windows on the back and the side that is not 
visible from the street could be replaced with the proposed window brought to the meeting 
today.  However, the rest of them are all reparable.  Unfortunately, the carpenter took out all 
the mechanisms and put headers across but that is something he did.  Mr. Appel said the 
building inspector told him it was required.  Commissioner Morris said if the windows had been 
kept the way they were, that was not required.  Commissioner Morris noted all the counter 
weights and pulleys can be put back; they make parts for all of those. 
 
 Commissioner Morris noted there is nothing wrong with the window he is proposing if the 
windows need to be replaced.  Commissioner Morris does not feel the windows need to be 
replaced.  He has seen windows much worse than these that have been repaired.  Mr. Appel 
said he would prefer that the windows are made out of quality wood that will help with the 
insulation and noise mitigation.  Commissioner Morris stated they are quality wood now.  He 
believes they are mahogany.  Mr. Appel said they are all rotted away and none of them are 
square.  Commissioner Morris said he has been there and he respectfully disagrees. 
 
 Commissioner Morris noted that sometimes windows do have to be completely rebuilt.  A 
good carpenter could rebuild him a bottom sash.  Commissioner Morris is not saying that if 
there is a window that is in the condition that Mr. Appel is saying this one piece demonstrates 
that the window cannot be replaced.  Mr. Appel would like a uniform look to all the windows in 
the house.  He does not want a hodgepodge of windows.  Commissioner Morris said they can 
only go by the guidelines.  There was another way for the carpenter to repair these windows 
and he caused problems by removing the mechanisms.  Commissioner Morris noted that he 
gave Mr. Appel’s subcontractor a list of contractors in the area that can do this type of window 
work.  Mr. Appel said he cannot afford to repair them.  He has received an estimate of $2,000 a 
window to repair them.  He can afford to replace them.  Commissioner Morris said that may be 
because of the damage the contractor did by removing the parts.  Mr. Appel said that is where 
he is today.  The price of the window he is proposing is $700.  Commissioner Morris said he can 
replace the windows that are not visible from the street.  Mr. Appel said that does not help him 
because the windows on the street are crooked.  They lifted the roof four inches and the 
windows are rotted through and through.   
 
 Commissioner Morris made a motion to deny the application.  Commissioner Rowe would lie 
to table the application in order to do an interior site visit.  Commissioner Morris amended his 
motion to table the application until next month’s meeting and to schedule a site visit with the 
owner.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner Rowe and passed by the following vote: 
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 AYES:    Lifsey, McSwain, Morris and Rowe          4 

NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
ABSENT: Little 1 
VACANCIES:    2 

 
 e) ACTION:  Request of Steve Aiello to replace the windows of the home at 3400 

Rivermont Avenue: 
 

 Mr. Steve Aiello was present to represent the application.  He stated that Commissioner Morris spent 

his time at his house and showed him that the windows could be repaired and he could put windows on 
the screened in porch where there are currently only storm windows.  Since Mr. Aiello put down a deposit 

for 37 new windows, he is requesting that the commission either deny or approve his original application 
so that he can either renegotiate or cancel his window contract.  

 
 Commissioner Morris made a motion that all the windows in the screened in porch, rear or right hand 

side of the house where it is not visible from the street may be replaced.  All other windows must remain 

and be repaired.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner Rowe.  The motion passed by the following 
vote: 

 

 AYES:    Lifsey, McSwain, Morris and Rowe          4 
NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
ABSENT: Little 1 
VACANCIES:    2 

 
 f)  Request of Marc Neale to replace the windows of unit #302 at 2910 Rivermont 

Avenue with white vinyl windows: 
 

 Mr. Marc Neale was present to represent the application.  Mr. Neale stated that he represents the 

owner, David Somers, and he owns three units at this complex.  He would like to do the others if he is 
allowed to do this unit.  The other owners would like to replace theirs as well, if this application is 

approved. 
 

 Commissioner Morris stated that the guidelines say that vinyl windows will generally not be approved.  

Mr. Neale stated that many of the windows will not open and shut, are badly damaged and are covered 
in lead paint.  Commissioner Morris noted that vinyl would not be approved; aluminum clad could be 

approved but the commissioners would have to view the windows to determine whether or not they are 
reparable.  Commissioner Morris made a motion to table the application until next month’s meeting so 

that the committee can view the windows to see if they are reparable.  Commissioner Rowe seconded the 
motion.  After further discussion, Commissioner Rowe suggested they deny this application, since it is a 

request to replace the windows with white vinyl windows.  Commissioner Morris withdrew his motion.  

Commissioner Rowe made a motion to deny the application as presented.  The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Morris and passed by the following vote: 
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 AYES:    Lifsey, McSwain, Morris and Rowe          4 
NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
ABSENT: Little 1 
VACANCIES:  2 
 
Ms. Nygaard stated she will let the owner know the application was denied and see if he 

would like the commission to do a site visit. 
 

3.   Old Business: 
 
 a. ACTION:  Previously tabled request of Immanuel Christian Church to modify 
the property at 1018 Rivermont Avenue by adding a sign stating the name of the 
church property on the front of the building.   

 
 Commissioner Lifsey made a motion to bring this item back in front of the commission.  
Commissioner Morris seconded the motion and it passed by the following vote:  
 
 AYES:    Lifsey, McSwain, Morris and Rowe          4 

NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
ABSENT: Little 1 
VACANCIES:  2 
 
Ms. Nygaard said the applicant is not ready to amend his application at this time and is fine 

with it being denied.  He will resubmit at a later date.  Commissioner Morris made a motion to 
deny the application as presented.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner Rowe.  The 
motion passed by the following vote: 

 
 AYES:    Lifsey, McSwain, Morris and Rowe          4 

NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
ABSENT: Little 1 
VACANCIES:  2 
 

 b. ACTION:  Previously tabled portion of the request of Anna Chytla pertaining 
to 1) modifying the existing windows on the school and gymnasium and adding 
new windows to the gymnasium at 2001 Rivermont Avenue: 

 
 Commissioner Lifsey made a motion to bring this item back in front of the commission.  
Commissioner Morris seconded the motion and it passed by the following vote:  
 
 AYES:    Lifsey, McSwain, Morris and Rowe          4 

NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
ABSENT: Little 1 
VACANCIES:  2 
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 Ms. Anna Chytla and Mr. Casey Servis were present to represent the petition.  With regard 
to the gymnasium, Mr. Servis has changed the configuration of the windows.  One window per 
bay has been removed and there is now one single window per bay that aligns with a window 
above it.  It is a casement with a fixed transom above.  The transom is the same size as the 
clear story above with a larger casement panel below.  Ms. Chytla likes the configuration better 
now and Commissioner Morris agreed it looks better.   
 
 Chair McSwain asked for clarification that there is no window on the end unit.  Mr. Servis 
said there are two around the corner on the back side.  Commissioner Morris asked what 
changed on the west elevation.  Mr. Servis said originally there were 12 windows.  Now there 
are six and they are aligned with the clear story above.  There was some further discussion 
about the profile, whether or not there was a cross section available and who is the window 
manufacturer.  Mr. Servis answered all those questions and clarified all these points.  They are 
Kanweer windows and he could provide the profile if they need, but it is a stock 451 frame.  
Commissioner Lifsey thinks that is fairly representative of the commercial window that was 
there originally.  Commissioner Morris asked what the material is of the awning windows.       
Mr. Servis said they are all metal.  There was discussion about the color and Ms. Nygaard 
explained she can approve it administratively when the owner makes her final decision.  
Commissioner Lifsey noted that the windows were probably light originally.  Mr. Servis said the 
park service considers the school and gymnasium to be noncontributing and is giving them 
more flexibility. 
 
 Commissioner Morris made a motion to approve the application as submitted.  The motion 
was seconded by Commissioner Lifsey and passed by the following vote: 
 
 AYES:    Lifsey, McSwain, Morris and Rowe          4 

NOES:  0 
ABSTENTIONS:  0 
ABSENT: Little 1 
VACANCIES:  2 
 

 Commissioner Lifsey asked a question about the little arch above some of the windows.   
Mr. Servis said it is basically a plywood scrim that comes down over the window head.  They 
would like to keep the window head but just go flat across.  Commissioner Lifsey said it is a 
nice dialogue between those windows and the house.  They have some intermediate structure 
that they would like to get a good look at and make sure they are not covering up something 
that they cannot see.  Commissioner Lifsey asked for clarification that these windows will also 
be Kanweer and Mr. Servis indicated they are Kanweer.  They will be windows within a post.  
They will go back with an aluminum clad window and replace the wood trim.  Commissioner 
Lifsey noted that with the new, there will be fiber cement siding.  Commissioner Lifsey said it 
would be nice if there were some aluminum with that little Gothic tracery, almost like a metal 
scrim.  When you look at the big elevation from the street, that tiny detail has a nice respect to 
the nice Gothic detail of the house.  Ms. Chytla liked that idea.  Mr. Servis said they would 
consider that as they take the windows apart. 
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4. Discussion of HPC Goals for 2018-2019: 
 
 Chair McSwain brought up the discussion of the applications committee.  We review the 
applications and there is private discussion even though it is part of the public meeting.  It puts 
the applicant a little bit on the defensive before they come up for their item.  Ms. Nygaard did 
some research and found that other localities do not have an applications committee and the 
applicant gets to hear all the discussion and there is not recommendation made prior to 
discussion of the item by the committee. 
 
 Commissioner Morris said when you are on the applications committee, you really make 
sure you look at the item.  Other commissions may not take that care because they are not on 
the applications committee.  Ms. Nygaard pointed out the advocate for each district could take 
on that job of taking very special care to view the property and application before the meeting.  
That advocate may have a recommendation but the item will be opened up for general 
discussion.  Commissioner Rowe noted that they are getting the applications in enough time 
and she acknowledged Ms. Nygaard hard work on that part of the process. 
 
 Commissioner Morris wants them to be sure that they pay special attention to window 
applications.  Commissioner Morris suggested the advocate and an architect look at those 
applications and do a site visit before the meeting. 
 
 Ms. Nygaard would like them to review a brochure that she sends out to the applicants and 
get any revisions or suggestions from them.  She would also like them to look at the application 
and see if they have any revisions or suggestions to the application.  She would also like to 
keep a list of the sections of the guidelines that they think need to be looked at for possible 
updating and they tackle revising the guidelines at some point.   
 
 Ms. Nygaard is also looking at some possible training they can attend as they are required 
to do some within a certain period of time.  Commissioner Morris would like her to see if they 
can get any continuing education credit for them. 
 
5. NEXT MEETING DAY: 

 The next regular meeting is scheduled for September 17, 2018. 
 

 
6. ADJOURNMENT: 

     There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5:00 p.m. 
 

 

 
 

ATTEST:_____________________________________ATTEST:__________________________________ 
                              Secretary                                                               Chairman 

 


