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Historic Preservation Commission 

Minutes of January 25, 2021 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Michael Erquiaga  

Shanda K. Horner  

Tracey Langseth 
Emmett Lifsey 

Christopher McSwain, Chair 
Richard Morris 

 
MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Shaun Spencer-Hester 

 
OTHERS PRESENT: 

Ms. Victoria Glasgow, Secretary to the Historic Preservation Commission; Ms. Eve Mergenthaler, Planning 
Technician; and the public.  

 

ROLL CALL: 
After a quorum was established, Chair McSwain called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.   

 
1.  CONSENT AGENDA: 

 
Commissioner Horner made a motion, which was seconded by Commissioner Lifsey, to accept the 

consent agenda, which passed by a unanimous vote. 

 
2.   NEW BUSINESS: 

 
a) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Langseth): Request of Edgar J. T. Perrow, Jr. to add 

a rear porch at 712 Court St. (HPC2101-0002) 

  
Commissioner Lifsey recused himself from this item. 

 
Mr. Edgar J. T. Perrow, Jr. was present to represent the application. He would like to add a porch on the 

rear of the building.  It can be built as originally submitted but it may be more appropriate to reduce the 

height of the porch by one story. This would mean taking the roof off of the top elevation so that the top 
floor is both a deck and a roof. This would be more consistent with the submitted historic photograph. 

The back of the building is not evidenced from the street. It can only be seen from elevation on Church 
Street, maybe a couple of locations on Main Street, the Allied Arts building, the front of the Virginian 

hotel, and the top roof of the Virginian hotel.  
 

Commissioner Horner made a motion to approve the application with the requested change to the roof.  

 
Mr. Perrow stated that he will be asking the architect to revise the drawing to show that the top level will 

also be the roof. The deck and the roof will be one and the same. 
 

Chair McSwain asked what the schematic for the railing is. 

 
Mr. Perrow responded that it is just as it is seen.  

 
Chair McSwain asked for clarification that the roof and the vertical post are the only things that will be 

removed. 
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Mr. Perrow responded that the sloped roof will be removed from the plan and that the structure 

underneath the railing will show more detail because that will become the roof structure. The 
waterproofing will also be at that level. He noted that the previous structure, visible from the Allied Arts 

building in the historic photograph, was blown off in a weather event. The only difference between the 
previous structure in the photograph and the structure being proposed now is that it will not be enclosed. 

 

The motion was seconded by Commissioner Erquiaga and passed by the following vote: 
 

AYES: Erquiaga, Horner, Langseth, and McSwain            4 
NOES:                       0 

ABSTENTIONS: Lifsey                    1 
ABSENT: Morris and Spencer-Hester               2 

 

b) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Lifsey): Request of Tara Bryant to add a rear 
wooden porch after-the-fact at 915 Harrison St. (HPC2101-0001) 

 
Ms. Tara Bryant was present to represent the application. She wants to add a deck to the rear of the 

house. 

 
Chair McSwain noted that the work had begun and then she received a stop work order. He asked if any 

changes were made to the plan since then. 
 

Ms. Bryant responded that there have not been any changes. Work stopped when she received the stop 
work order. 

 

Commissioner Lifsey asked if the porch can be seen from the side street or the alley in the back. 
 

Ms. Bryant responded that the porch is not visible at all. 
 

Chair McSwain stated that the only thing that anyone may be able to see is a sliver of the handrail on the 

second floor from a particular angle. Otherwise, it will be obscured by the hill and vegetation. 
 

Commissioner Morris stated that a window is being taken out to make room for a door. He then asked 
how wide the deck is. 

 

Ms. Bryant responded that it is a twelve (12) by eight (8) foot deck. 
 

Commissioner Morris asked how far out it will protrude from the house. 
 

Ms. Bryant responded that it will protrude eight (8) feet from the house. 
 

Commissioner Morris stated that it looks like it is more than eight (8) feet. 

 
Commissioner Lifsey responded that it is probably an eight (8) foot porch but the steps are additional.  

 
Commissioner Morris asked if Ms. Bryant submitted a detail of the rail. The existing rail in the front of the 

house is not the correct rail for the house and the back porch rail should not match it. A period correct 

rail should be used. There is a rail outlined in the guidelines that would be a good example to use. He 
then asked what the decking material being used is.   

 
Ms. Bryant responded that the decking material is wood. The picture shown in the report is the day that 

the work stopped on the new porch. There are going to be safety rails for the stairs and all around the 
porch. The same material that was used in the previous structure is going to be used in this one. 
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Commissioner Lifsey stated that is inappropriate for a historic district. The two (2) by two (2) unfinished 
pickets are more representative of a suburban residential structure. There is a detail in the guidelines that 

should be used.       
 

Commissioner Morris stated that the issue is with the rail.  

 
Commissioner Morris made a motion to approve the application as submitted with the stipulation that 

the owner come back before the commission with a rail detail for both the rail and the stairs or that the 
owner follows the rail detail that is outlined in the guidelines.  

 
Ms. Bryant asked for clarification that the railing she submitted is not what the Commission wants. 

 

Commissioner Lifsey responded that the line drawing of the railing shows a residential two (2) by two (2) 
vertical members with a two (2) by four (4) on the top. It is not appropriate for the historic district.  

 
Commissioner Morris stated that the Commission needs to see more detail like what the rail is, what the 

pickets are, what the top rail is, what the bottom rail is, what sizes they are, and what their profile is. He 

reiterated that there is a detail that can be followed in the guidelines.  
 

Chair McSwain suggested that Ms. Victoria Glasgow send the detail to Ms. Bryant so that Ms. Bryant can 
then show it to her contractor. If the plan for the rail provided to Ms. Glasgow then meets the motion 

and the guidelines she can administratively approve it.  
 

Ms. Bryant asked for clarification that Ms. Glasgow will provide the detail to her and that there will be 

another meeting. 
 

Ms. Glasgow responded that she will provide the detail to Ms. Bryant. If the plan Ms. Bryant submits for 
the railing meets the guidelines it can be approved administratively and there will not be another 

meeting. If Ms. Bryant has a different plan she would like to submit that needs the Commission’s 

approval it will be reviewed at the next meeting.  
 

The motion was seconded by Commissioner Lifsey. 
 

Commissioner Horner asked if the conversion of the window to a door also needs to be approved. 

 
Commissioner Lifsey responded that it is included in the submitted sketch. 

 
Commissioner Morris shared agreement and responded that the conversion would be approved in the 

motion he made.  
 

The motion passed by the following vote: 

 
AYES: Erquiaga, Horner, Langseth, Lifsey, McSwain, and Morris        6 

NOES:                       0 
ABSTENTIONS:                     0 

ABSENT: Spencer-Hester                  1 

 
c) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Erquiaga): Request of Susan Murray to paint the 

duplex at 202/204 Harrison St. (HPC2012-0012) 
  

Ms. Susan Murray was present to represent the application. The colors she is proposing to use to paint 
the duplex are on other houses in the neighborhood. She also did some research on 1883 Victorians and 
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the colors are appropriate. She knows that green is allowed and the proposed color “Riviera” is a bluish 

green.      
 

Commissioner Morris stated that the colors are too electric. The color “Riviera” is more of a green that 
would be seen in Florida than here. The Commission would need to see a sample of this. 

 

Ms. Murray stated that she has learned that the colors on the computer screen do not match the colors in 
real life.  

 
Commissioner Morris shared agreement. He noted that’s why the color may look more like a Floridian or 

Caribbean color. It is almost like an electric blue. There is a house in the neighborhood on Madison Street 
that was administratively approved a long time ago...   

 

Ms. Murray interrupted that she is not talking about the purple house. She is talking about the house on 
Madison and Third and also the house at 217 Harrison, which is a “green-blue” color. 

 
Commissioner Lifsey asked for clarification that the “Riviera” color will be the body of the house, the trim 

will be painted the “Whisper” color, and the doors will be painted a different color.  

 
Ms. Murray responded that she has a duplex but the doors are not allowed to be painted different colors. 

 
Commissioner Lifsey asked what color the doors will be. 

 
Ms. Murray responded that the trim will be the “Sand Dollar” color and the doors will be the “Whisper”. 

 

Commissioner Lifsey asked for clarification that the doors will not remain the bright colors that they are 
now. 

 
Ms. Murray responded that is correct. 

 

Commissioner Lifsey asked for clarification that the body of the house will be the “Riviera” color. 
 

Ms. Murray responded that even now, looking at the color on the computer screen, it looks more blue 
than what she intended. She noted that she will need to get samples and see what will actually work. 

When she was working with the Benjamin Moore color simulator, the samples she received were nothing 

like what the colors were on the screen. She wants to do a teal, blue-green, color for the body of the 
house. 

 
Commissioner Morris recommended painting the band on the bay window to see which color will work. 

He then asked what color the paneling will be. 
 

Ms. Murray responded that the doors will look okay as the lighter “Whisper” color but they disappear if 

there is not a darker color on the frame. The “Sand Dollar” will be on the frames. She would also like to 
do something similar to accent the gingerbread and in other areas to provide contrast. The folk Victorian 

needs more colors. The existing colors are not appropriate. 
 

Commissioner Lifsey stated that samples on the boards themselves would be useful. He asked who the 

advocate is.  
 

Commissioner Erquiaga responded that he is the advocate. 
 

Commissioner Lifsey recommended that Commissioner Erquiaga meet with Ms. Murray on site and review 
a few different samples on the boards. 
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Ms. Murray stated that she doesn’t believe that she will be able to use Sherwin Williams or Benjamin 
Moore because when she looked in the store she did not find colors that would work. She found different 

colors on the internet. 
 

Commissioner Lifsey stated that the store can do a scan and match the color. He then reiterated that 

Commissioner Erquiaga and another Commissioner should review the samples once they are painted on. 
 

Ms. Murray stated that she will not be able to do it until the weather is consistently warm. 
 

Commissioner Lifsey stated that a conditional approval could be granted. 
 

Ms. Victoria Glasgow shared agreement.     

 
Commissioner Lifsey made a motion to approve the application as submitted with the stipulation that at 

least one Commissioner must meet on site to view color samples and give approval.  
 

Ms. Murray requested approval to paint an accent color, a darker or lighter shade of the body color, on 

the gingerbread detailing instead of the “Sand Dollar” and “Whisper” colors. 
 

Commissioner Morris recommended painting a sample of that as well for the Commissioner who meets on 
site to approve along with the other colors.  

  
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Morris and passed by the following vote: 

 

AYES: Erquiaga, Horner, Langseth, Lifsey, McSwain, and Morris        6 
NOES:                       0 

ABSTENTIONS:                     0 
ABSENT: Spencer-Hester                 1 

 

3. NEXT MEETING DAY: 
The next regular meeting is scheduled for February 22, 2021. 

 
4. ADJOURNMENT: 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 4:41p.m. 

 
 

               
                 

ATTEST: ____________________________________ ATTEST: _________________________________ 
                              Secretary                                                        Chair 

 


