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Historic Preservation Commission 
Minutes of April 19, 2021 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Michael Erquiaga  

Shanda K. Horner  
Emmett Lifsey 

Shaun Spencer-Hester 
 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 
Tracey Langseth 

Christopher McSwain, Chair 

Richard Morris 
 

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, Commissioner Horner called the meeting to order at 4:04 p.m.   
 

1.  CONSENT AGENDA: 
 

Commissioner Spencer-Hester 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 Spencer-Hester): Request of Josef Shalev to 1) 

replace front door and 2) replace after-the-fact rear door at 1316 Pierce Street. 
(HPC2104-0004) 

  
Mr. Josef Shalev was present to represent the application. He wants to replace the front door because it 

is damaged and cannot be salvaged. It is not square anymore so material can’t be added to the top or 

sides. In the rear, he has already installed a new door since there was previously only plywood. 
 

Commissioner Horner asked if the doors displayed on the screen are being proposed as replacements for 
the front door. 

 
Mr. Shalev responded that he is willing to use either door in the front.   

 

Commissioner Spencer-Hester stated that she previously spoke with Mr. Shalev and he wanted to change 
the size of the door. She asked if he still plans to change the size of the door.  

 
Mr. Shalev responded that he no longer plans to change the size of the door. It is not feasible to add four 

(4) inches on the interior. The replacement door will remain thirty-two (32) inches wide.  

 
Commissioner Spencer-Hester stated that she recalls that the rear of this house looked similar to the rear 

of the neighbor’s house. This house originally had a porch and door above this door. She asked if those 
were removed when the siding was replaced.   
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Mr. Shalev responded that the roof was falling apart so he removed it and replaced it with something 
similar. That work was previously approved. The door that was above this door was removed and 

replaced with a window. That work was also previously approved.  
 

Commissioner Spencer-Hester asked if the proposed front door is similar to the neighbor’s front door. She 

noted that she previously expressed to Mr. Shalev that the doors in the neighborhood are a mix of doors 
installed before the area became a historic district, doors original to the structures, and doors installed 

after the area became a historic district. This may cause any comparisons to be confusing. 
 

Mr. Shalev responded that he wanted to show that the majority of doors in the neighborhood do not 
meet the guidelines. The doors that he is proposing will blend in with the neighborhood.   

 

Commissioner Spencer-Hester asked if the proposed replacement doors are aluminum clad or wooden.  
 

Mr. Shalev responded that they are wooden.  
 

Commissioner Spencer-Hester stated that the house at 1300 Pierce Street has an original door that is 

very similar to one of the proposed doors.   
 

Mr. Shalev stated that he can’t find a door with twelve (12) windows. He can only find one with nine (9).  
 

Commissioner Spencer-Hester clarified that she is not saying that the replacement door has to match the 
number of windows exactly but that it is already very similar to the original door at 1300 Pierce Street. 

 

Commissioner Lifsey asked if it would be possible to get the first option with the three (3) over three (3) 
windows but with only one (1) panel at the bottom instead of two (2). 

 
Mr. Shalev responded that he is not sure if that is available. 

 

Commissioner Lifsey stated that the door at 1300 Pierce Street only has one (1) bottom panel. Another 
example of door provided has four (4) over four (4) windows but again, only one (1) bottom panel.  

 
Commissioner Spencer-Hester shared agreement and reiterated that the one (1) panel door is original to 

the house.  

 
Commissioner Lifsey stated that the double panel does not seem as appropriate for the neighborhood. He 

reiterated that it would be ideal if Mr. Shalev can find the three (3) over three (3) door with only one (1) 
bottom panel.    

 
Mr. Shalev responded that he is happy to install any door.  

 

Commissioner Lifsey stated that the door installed in the rear is already in place and is not in the public 
view so, while it would have been nice if the front and rear doors were the same, he is okay with 

approving it after-the-fact.       
 

Commissioner Lifsey made a motion to approve the rear door as submitted and the first option 

for the front door with the condition that it has one (1) bottom panel instead of two (2). The 
motion was seconded by Commissioner Spencer-Hester and passed by the following vote: 

 
AYES: Erquiaga, Horner, Lifsey, Spencer-Hester            4 

NOES:                       0 
ABSTENTIONS:                      0 

ABSENT: Langseth, McSwain, Morris               3 
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b) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Morris): Request of Tryg and Sara Brody to replace 

porch floorboards at 2301 Rivermont Avenue. (HPC2103-0007) 
 

Mr. Tryg Brody was present to represent the application. He wants to replace the wooden floorboards of 

his two (2) porches with painted Aeratis composite.  
 

Commissioner Lifsey stated that painted faux wood is acceptable and so what Mr. Brody is requesting is 
acceptable. 

 
Mr. Brody responded that he is requesting something that has been approved before.     

 

Commissioner Lifsey made a motion to approve the application as submitted. The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Spencer-Hester and passed by the following vote: 

 
AYES: Erquiaga, Horner, Lifsey, Spencer-Hester            4 

NOES:                       0 

ABSTENTIONS:                      0 
ABSENT: Langseth, McSwain, Morris               3 

 
c) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Morris): Request of Kristina Brumme and William 

Woods to 1) install gutters and 2) replace windows at 301 Cabell Street. (HPC2103-
0002) 

  

Ms. Kristina Brumme was present to represent the application. She has two (2) requests regarding 
gutters and window replacements. 

 
Commissioner Horner asked that the two (2) requests be split up. 

 

Ms. Brumme stated that the windows in the home are not functional. They will not open and most are 
painted shut. The windows are also either too small for the window frame, leaving a large gap open to 

the outside, or too large and cannot be locked. All of the windows need to be replaced for safety and 
environmental concerns. There are a variety of window materials as well. The bulk of the windows are 

wood with aluminum sliders that have been mangled because of the improper fit. Some of the windows 

are vinyl. She is providing a few different proposals for replacement windows but would like the 
replacement windows to be consistent. One option is a fiberglass composite that can most accurately 

match wooden windows. This might be acceptable since the existing windows are not original to the 
house. This option would improve the environmental friendliness while still representing the historic 

nature of the home. If those are not acceptable, another option is to replace the front windows and the 
one on the corner with wood windows and to replace the back windows with composite. This will meet 

her needs in terms of environmental friendliness and maintenance.     

 
Commissioner Lifsey stated that according to the guidelines, pure vinyl windows are not acceptable but 

aluminum clad wood windows are acceptable. Replacing the front windows with wood windows would be 
appropriate as long as they have the same number of lights as the existing windows. Replacing the back 

windows with vinyl windows would not be allowed but they could be replaced with aluminum clad wood 

windows. Those are a little different and a little less expensive than pure wood windows. He is in favor of 
a full replacement of the windows since there is a mix of windows and they are not original to the house. 

He suggests replacing all of the windows with wood windows or with aluminum clad wood windows.   
 

Ms. Brumme stated that the fiberglass composite windows are the newest generation after the aluminum 
clad wood windows and are not specifically mentioned in the guidelines. She asked if anyone has tried to 

use them in the local historic districts.  
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Commissioner Lifsey responded that vinyl windows have been proposed for a number of projects in the 

past and the Commission has had the same comments.  
 

Ms. Brumme stated that vinyl windows are different than fiberglass composite.  

 
Commissioner Lifsey responded that he is not sure that has come forward before. 

 
Commissioner Horner shared agreement. 

 
Ms. Victoria Glasgow added that she does not believe it has come before the Commission before. The 

guidelines are not clear on fiberglass composite. They only state that vinyl is not appropriate. 

 
Commissioner Lifsey suggested that before the Commission votes definitively on this project, other 

Historic Commissions in the state be consulted and see what has come forward. He stated that he is not 
familiar enough with this product to give a definitive “no” and would like to have more information.  

 

Ms. Brumme stated that some of the contractors she has been working with said that the fiberglass 
composite most accurately represents wood windows. With fiberglass composite, it is possible to more 

easily get the same colonial framing, the same number of panels, and better maintenance without 
sacrificing historic compatibility.  

 
Commissioner Lifsey stated that vinyl windows have not been up to the standards of the historic districts 

but he needs more data on fiberglass composite windows before making a determination on them.  

 
Ms. Glasgow asked Ms. Brumme to provide a material tear sheet or more specifications so that she can 

reach out to other localities and see what their procedure is. 
 

Commissioner Lifsey made a motion to table the window replacement application for more 

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

AYES: Erquiaga, Horner, Lifsey, Spencer-Hester            4 
NOES:                       0 

ABSTENTIONS:                      0 

ABSENT: Langseth, McSwain, Morris               3 
 

Ms. Brumme stated that both maintenance of existing and installation of new gutters are proposed. 
Currently a lot of the existing gutters are pulled away from house. They need to be cleaned and assessed 

to see which ones are salvageable. In terms of the new gutters, the primary concern is the long side of 
the house. It has poor drainage due to the grading. She was going to install an impermeable barrier 

against the foundation but when it rains the water pools. Unless there’s some way to reroute the water, it 

is likely the drainage issues will continue. Installing new gutters also seemed more reasonable than 
proposing regrading or something that would considerably change the appearance of the house. Another 

area that needs new gutters is the front part of porch, which has similar drainage issues. The water pools 
on the ground and one porch column is sinking. That will need to be repaired but the drainage issues 

need to be resolved first. She asked the prior owners to provide pictures of the house when they bought 

it and there were no gutters in either area at that time. All of the gutters will be consistent and will be 
half-round, aluminum gutters.  

 
Commissioner Lifsey asked if the existing gutters are painted. 

 
Ms. Brumme responded that some of the gutters are painted and some are not. Most of the downspouts 

are white, even if the gutter above is the aluminum color. She would like everything to be consistent. 
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Commissioner Lifsey stated that the gutters are probably galvanized metal instead of aluminum, which 

would be appropriate for both the repairs and the new gutters. He added that managing water on historic 
houses is step one for all repairs. It makes sense to him to approve this application in terms of galvanized 

metal. He is also fine with leaving them unpainted or painting them white. They may have been white at 

some point, depending on when and how they were originally installed. 
 

Commissioner Lifsey made a motion to approve the gutter application as submitted. The motion 
was seconded by Commissioner Erquiaga and passed by the following vote: 

 
AYES: Erquiaga, Horner, Lifsey, Spencer-Hester            4 

NOES:                       0 

ABSTENTIONS:                      0 
ABSENT: Langseth, McSwain, Morris               3 

 
d) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Erquiaga): Request of Joseph Ayers to install 

gutters at 409 Harrison Street. (HPC2104-0005) 

  
Mr. Joseph Ayers was present to represent the application. Currently the house has no gutters but there 

is evidence that gutters were previously installed. He wants to install half-round gutters to prevent water 
damage and to preserve the longevity of the home. 

 
Commissioner Lifsey stated that what is currently there is galvanized metal. It’s possible that the gutters 

were removed when the roof was replaced. There would have originally been gutters there to connect to 

the existing downspouts. The installation of half-round galvanized gutters is appropriate. 
 

Mr. Ayers responded that is what he intends to install. He recently moved in and his top priority is water 
management.     

 

Commissioner Lifsey made a motion to approve the application as submitted. The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Erquiaga and passed by the following vote: 

 
AYES: Erquiaga, Horner, Lifsey, Spencer-Hester            4 

NOES:                       0 

ABSTENTIONS:                      0 
ABSENT: Langseth, McSwain, Morris               3 

 
e) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Lifsey): Request of Ronald Henry and Kallyn 

Spohnholz to install a rear fence at 1013 Harrison Street. (HPC2103-0010) 
  

Ms. Kallyn Spohnholz was present to represent the application. She wants to install a privacy fence. It will 

mirror the fence of the blue house next door. The fence will go around the back of the yard. 
 

Commissioner Horner asked to see a picture of the proposed fence. 
 

Ms. Spohnholz stated that the fence next door at 1011 Harrison Street is old but has the same dog-eared 

top and the same wood material as the fence she is proposing to install. 
 

Commissioner Horner asked if the fence next door is painted. 
 

Ms. Spohnholz responded that the white fence in the back of the photograph is painted but is a different 
neighbor’s fence. It is not the fence that will match her proposed fence. The fence that matches, at 1011 

Harrison Street, is not painted. The proposed fence will not be painted either. 
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Commissioner Lifsey stated that dog-eared fences are acceptable according to the guidelines. He then 

asked if the guidelines specify whether the fence must be painted or a natural finish. 
 

Commissioner Erquiaga responded that the guidelines do not specify. 

 
Ms. Victoria Glasgow stated that the guidelines say wood pickets are appropriate for front yards and 

should be painted or stained. They do not specify painting or staining pickets in rear or side yards.  
 

Commissioner Horner reiterated that dog-eared fences are acceptable.      
 

Commissioner Lifsey made a motion to approve the application as submitted. The motion was 

seconded by Commissioner Spencer-Hester and passed by the following vote: 
 

AYES: Erquiaga, Horner, Lifsey, Spencer-Hester            4 
NOES:                       0 

ABSTENTIONS:                      0 

ABSENT: Langseth, McSwain, Morris               3 
 

f) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Horner): Request of Casey Servis, on behalf of Tony 
West of Across the Bridge LLC, to install windows at 421 Rivermont Avenue. 

(HPC2104-0001) 
  

Mr. Casey Servis was present to represent the application. This structure will be redeveloped into multi-

family apartments. A number of items were approved last year for this project but two (2) items were 
deferred. Those items included reopening the existing blocked-in windows on both long sides of the 

elevation and proposed circular windows above those. The circular windows are no longer being 
proposed but he still wants to reopen the blocked-in windows. He has been trying, for a year, to go to 

the Jones Memorial Library but it is still closed. He has found one (1) historic photograph. It proves that 

the openings on the side elevations were widows at some point but does not show what the windows 
looked like because of the angle. The owner recently opened a small hole from the inside of one (1) of 

the blocked-in windows but it is blocked straight through and the windows seem to have been removed 
in their entirety. The proposal is to install new windows that closely match the existing steel sash at the 

back in shape and configuration with a large, thick square at the bottom and an operable awning at the 

top. The windows would have one (1) larger mulligan, two thirds (2/3) of the way up, going across the 
opening. 

 
Commissioner Lifsey asked if the proposed windows will emulate the front windows in the photograph or 

different windows in the rear. 
 

Mr. Servis responded that those windows are still in place and the proposed windows will not emulate 

them because they have narrow casements and portions of the openings don’t match the ones on the 
sides of the building. On the rear elevation and on the far left of the side elevation the steel sash 

windows still exist and are approximately the same size opening as the windows that are blocked in. It is 
his best guess that these more closely match the blocked-in windows.   

 

Commissioner Lifsey asked for clarification that the blocked-in window replacements will emulate the 
windows along the side of what was the auditorium and what the format of those windows is. 

 
Mr. Servis responded that the existing windows are five (5) wide and five (5) tall. The windows he has 

found to get that size are five (5) wide and six (6) tall in term of number of lights.  
 

Commissioner Lifsey asked for clarification that Mr. Servis can’t match the number of lights.  
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Mr. Servis responded that he has not been able to match them. The existing openings are larger than any 

replacement windows he has found. If necessary, he will get a custom window to match. 
 

Commissioner Lifsey asked if the proposed windows will have a three (3) by three (3) awning like the 

original. 
 

Mr. Servis responded that he has found that it is almost impossible to get awnings in the middle of 
windows so he is proposing awnings at the top of the new windows.  

 
Commissioner Lifsey asked what the mulligan thickness of the new windows will be compared to the 

existing. He also asked if the window in the back is a steel, industrial window. 

 
Mr. Servis responded that it is a steel, industrial window. He plans to match it as close as possible for the 

minor mulligans but anything made today will have wider perimeter frame. The break between the two 
(2) windows will also be wider. 

 

Commissioner Lifsey stated that he would like to see more information like some decent photographs of 
the existing window and some cut sheets on what the new window will be. He is anxious about how it 

may turn out and wants to make an informed decision. 
 

Commissioner Horner shared agreement and asked if Mr. Servis could get access to the Jones Memorial 
Library. The information they have might be helpful to the Commission. 

 

Mr. Servis responded that he has called the library and spoken to someone there several times over the 
last ten (1) months. He has always gotten a “no” answer but hearing directly from the Commission might 

change the answer. 
 

Commissioner Spencer-Hester suggested that Mr. Servis ask for a fax or digital copy of the information. 

 
Mr. Servis responded that he has asked and they were unwilling or unable to do that either. 

 
Commissioner Lifsey asked if the City has any communication channel with the Jones Memorial Library. 

 

Ms. Victoria Glasgow responded that there isn’t any that she is aware of. 
 

Commissioner Lifsey asked Ms. Glasgow to explore that possibility in order to help the architect and 
owner make decisions. It would be great if the library had original drawings. 

 
Mr. Servis responded that he doesn’t believe the library has original drawings. It is most likely that the 

library has theater playbills. There are also photographs but it isn’t specified what the photographs are of.   

 
Commissioner Lifsey asked if Mr. Servis has spoken with Nancy Marion. 

 
Mr. Servis responded that he has spoken with her and that is where the one photograph he has is from. 

 

Commissioner Horner stated that she will reach out to her contact at the Jones Memorial Library.  
 

Commissioner Lifsey made a motion to table the application for more information. The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Spencer-Hester and passed by the following vote: 

 
AYES: Erquiaga, Horner, Lifsey, Spencer-Hester            4 

NOES:                       0 
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ABSTENTIONS:                      0 
ABSENT: Langseth, McSwain, Morris               3 

 
4.   NEXT MEETING DAY: 

The next regular meeting is scheduled for May 17, 2021. 

 
5.   ADJOURNMENT: 

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

 
               

                 

ATTEST: ____________________________________ ATTEST: _________________________________ 
                              Secretary                                                        Chair 


