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Historic Preservation Commission 
Minutes of July 19, 2021 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Julie Arrington 

Michael Erquiaga  
Shanda K. Horner, Vice-Chair 

Dr. Jonathan Shipe 
 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 
Tracey Langseth 

Emmett Lifsey  

Christopher McSwain, Chair 
 

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 4:05 p.m.   
 

1.  ELECTIONS: 
 

Commissioner Erquiaga nominated Christopher McSwain to be Chair. The nomination was seconded by 

Commissioner Shipe and passed by the following vote: 
 

AYES: Arrington, Erquiaga, Horner, Shipe             4 
NOES:                       0 

ABSTENTIONS:                      0 

ABSENT: Langseth, Lifsey, McSwain                3 
 

Commissioner Erquiaga nominated Shanda Horner to be Vice-Chair. The nomination was seconded by 
Commissioner Shipe and passed by the following vote: 

 

AYES: Arrington, Erquiaga, Horner, Shipe             4 
NOES:                       0 

ABSTENTIONS:                      0 
ABSENT: Langseth, Lifsey, McSwain                3 

 
Commissioner Erquiaga made a motion to accept the bylaws as they are. The nomination was seconded 

by Commissioner Shipe and passed by the following vote: 

 
AYES: Arrington, Erquiaga, Horner, Shipe             4 

NOES:                       0 
ABSTENTIONS:                      0 

ABSENT: Langseth, Lifsey, McSwain                3 

 
Historic district advocacies were discussed and updated as needed.  

 
2.  CONSENT AGENDA: 

 
Commissioner Erquiaga made a motion, which was seconded by Commissioner Shipe, to accept the 

consent agenda, which passed by a unanimous vote. 
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3.   NEW BUSINESS: 

 
a) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Shipe): Request of Chris Sarantos to erect a privacy 

fence after-the-fact at 2245 Rivermont Avenue. (HPC2106-0008) 

  
Mr. Chris Sarantos was present to represent the application. This property is a duplex and there have 

been issues between the tenants. To resolve those issues, one of the tenants erected a privacy fence. Mr. 
Sarantos wasn’t aware that he needed a certificate of appropriateness (COA) before it was put up. 

 
Commissioner Erquiaga asked if there was any intent to fence the outer portion of the property. 

 

Mr. Sarantos responded that there is already a metal chain link fence around the property. The new 
privacy fence goes down the middle of the backyard. One of the tenants also erected a canvas like 

material around their portion of the property for additional privacy.  
 

Commissioner Erquiaga noted that there are currently two (2) types of fencing but it would look much 

better if the fencing were uniform.  
 

Mr. Sarantos responded that he would be willing to remove the existing chain link fence. 
 

Commissioner Erquiaga asked if it would be replaced with more wooden fencing to match. 
 

Mr. Sarantos responded that he would leave the area open. 

 
Commissioner Shipe asked what the height of the privacy fence is. 

 
Mr. Sarantos responded that he is unsure of the height but would guess it is between six (6) and seven 

(7) feet tall. 

 
Commissioner Erquiaga added that the guidelines recommend a six (6) foot tall fence.  

 
Mr. Sarantos reiterated that he is uncertain of the height. 

 

Commissioner Arrington asked if Mr. Sarantos would consider removing both sides of the chain link fence. 
 

Mr. Sarantos responded that he would not remove the other side since it separates two (2) property lines 
and there a lot of trees in that area. 

 
Commissioner Erquiaga stated that he is not in favor of it because there are two (2) different types of 

fence and the new fence seems to be taller than what the guidelines recommend.  

 
Mr. Sarantos responded that he would be willing to cut the fence back. He then asked if there is a 

requirement stating that all of the fencing on the property needs to be uniform. 
 

Commissioner Erquiaga responded that if Mr. Sarantos were to request the installation of more fencing it 

would be expected to be uniform.  
 

Ms. Victoria Glasgow stated that the Commission should focus on the current application and that they 
cannot compel Mr. Sarantos to act regarding items outside of the application. She also reminded them 

that they can grant conditional approvals. 
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Commissioner Arrington stated that a conditional approval might be the best option. A six (6) foot wall 
still creates a barrier and meets the guidelines.  

 
Commissioner Shipe made a motion to approve the application with the condition that the fence 

is a maximum height of six (6) feet tall. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Arrington and 

passed by the following vote: 
 

AYES: Arrington, Horner, Shipe                3 
NOES: Erquiaga                    1 

ABSTENTIONS:                      0 
ABSENT: Langseth, Lifsey, McSwain                3 

 

b) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Shipe): Request of Robert Bowen to replace 
windows at 109 Cabell Street. (HPC2106-0012) 

 
Mr. Robert Bowen and Ms. Amy Burczyk, from LG Flint General Contractors, were present to represent 

the application. He bought this house for his daughter. The windows need to be replaced to make it 

viable for several more generations. The top sashes are painted shut and it is difficult to take them out 
without breaking them. Some of the bottom sashes are also inoperable, making the house unsafe in an 

emergency situation like a fire. The existing windows also aren’t tight enough, even with plexiglass 
inserts, to keep out bugs and air and are difficult to clean. He wants to replace them with windows that 

are designed to look like historic windows and will improve the house. 
 

Commissioner Shipe requested more information about the windows. 

 
Ms. Burczyk responded that the proposed replacement windows are Windsor Legend windows and are 

made for historic properties. They are a cellular PVC exterior with a wooden interior and can be painted. 
The exterior is also not susceptible to rot. These windows are extremely energy efficient and will increase 

the safety of the home.  

 
Commissioner Erquiaga asked if the exterior is like vinyl. 

 
Ms. Burczyk responded that the exterior is a cellular PVC, which is more along the lines of a HardiPlank, 

and is paintable. It is made to look like wood.  

 
Commissioner Erquiaga noted that the windows are a synthetic. 

 
Commissioner Arrington asked what the lifetime of the windows are. 

 
Ms. Burczyk responded that the windows come with a twenty-five (25) year warranty but they should last 

beyond that. She reiterated that the windows are used for historic projects. 

 
Commissioner Erquiaga stated that the Commission has not previously been in favor of synthetic 

windows. He added that he understands the effort that must be taken with windows original to a house.  
 

Ms. Burczyk noted that in addition to the effort, there is also the concern of lead paint and low energy 

efficiency. The proposed replacement windows are a good solution to all concerns. Storm windows do not 
look historical and are not the best solution. She then offered to bring in a corner section sample of the 

proposed replacement windows.  
 

Commissioner Erquiaga stated that wood windows are what the Commission typically considers. 
 

Mr. Bowen responded that the window is wooden. 
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Ms. Burczyk added that the exterior is a product that is meant to last beyond wood. It looks like and 
paints like wood but requires less maintenance. It has overall better value. 

 
Mr. Bowen noted that he is prepared for this project now, with this product. 

 

Commissioner Horner shared agreement with Commissioner Erquiaga. The commission has been hesitant 
to approve any replacement windows that are not wood.  

 
Mr. Bowen stated that the Commission is blithely ignoring a safety issue since the windows do not easily 

open.    
 

Commissioner Erquiaga responded that the paint on the windows may need to be removed or the 

counterweights may need to be redone. He added that he understands it is not a simple process. 
 

Mr. Bowen added that he does not know who will do it since he cannot do it himself and does not have 
enough money to pay someone. 

 

Ms. Burczyk stated that it is cost prohibitive and reiterated her offer to bring in a sample of the proposed 
replacement windows. 

 
Commissioner Horner stated that she would like to see a sample and would like to know if other localities 

have approved this particular product. 
 

Ms. Victoria Glasgow stated that staff can take a look to see if others have approved it. She noted that 

this material has not been encountered before and is not specifically in the guidelines like vinyl.  
 

Mr. Bowen reiterated that it is not vinyl. 
 

Commissioner Horner and Commissioner Erquiaga responded that it is a synthetic. 

 
Ms. Glasgow added that the Commission is in “new territory” in terms of new materials. 

 
Commissioner Shipe stated that he would like to see a sample of the material and would like to know 

more about it. 

 
Ms. Burczyk shared agreement with Ms. Glasgow and reiterated that this is “new territory”. She hopes 

that the Commission will approve it and that more people will have it available to them since it is a 
fantastic product. Historical areas around the nation are using it because it is more cost effective, less 

labor intensive, and more energy efficient.  
 

Mr. Bowen noted that even if the existing windows were repaired, they would still require storms to make 

them energy efficient. He then asked what the appeal process is if he does not like the Commission’s 
decision. 

 
Ms. Glasgow responded that tabling an item is not a decision that can be appealed. When a decision is 

made, Mr. Bowen has fifteen (15) days to file a written intent to appeal with the Clerk of Council. A sign 

and notice advertising the date the item would go to City Council would also be required.   
 

Commissioner Shipe made a motion to table the item and requested a sample of the material. The 
motion was seconded by Commissioner Arrington and passed by the following vote: 

 
AYES: Arrington, Erquiaga, Horner, Shipe             4 

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

 
c) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Horner): Request of Kelly Mattox, on behalf of the 

Lynchburg Art Club, to paint the front door and the front shutters at 1011 Rivermont 

Avenue. (HPC2106-0013) 
  

Ms. Kelly Mattox, the president of the Lynchburg Art Club, was present to represent the application. In 
2017, the Commission approved a “tangerine” colored statue and sign for the Art Club. They bought their 

current building in 1961 for $8,500.00. It was originally a rental property but has been turned into 
galleries, offices, classrooms, a library, and studio spaces. The Art Club was created in 1895 and has 

been very active in the community. In September they will be celebrating their 60th anniversary and 

would like to stand out on Rivermont by painting their front door orange and their front shutters blue. 
The building is located in a business section where there are many other painted doors. Painting the front 

door would allow the Art Club to have a presence and to draw attention from those who pass by. It 
would also complement the existing orange sign and sculpture. They will be implementing a new orange 

and blue logo as well so the door and shutter colors would repeat. The orange for the door would be 

darker than the “tangerine” orange. The blue shutters would look nice as well but the orange door is the 
priority. 

 
Commissioner Erquiaga asked for clarification that only the front shutters are proposed to be painted. 

 
Ms. Mattox responded that is correct. The shutters are permanently closed because those rooms are 

exhibition areas. She added that she understands the building is an American Foursquare and the 

principle of the designated paint colors but painting the doors and shutters would allow the building to 
stand out as an art club and draw attention from the community.  

 
Commissioner Erquiaga asked for clarification that the orange for the door is different. 

 

Ms. Mattox responded that the orange for the door is darker than the “tangerine”, which is why she 
thought it looked better.  

 
Commissioner Shipe stated that he is opposed to the idea. The examples of other painted doors that 

were submitted were all painted without Certificates of Appropriateness (COAs) and the Commission’s 

approval. The orange is also very bright. From a marketing standpoint, the sign already stands out. 
 

Ms. Mattox added that the statue also stands out and painting the door would create balance. It would 
also make it clear where the entrance is from the road. 

 
Commissioner Arrington stated that she lives in the area and passes the building frequently. It is a 

beautiful property. The statue and the sign declare that the building is an art club. She is unsure that 

painting the front door would emphasize that point or is necessary to clarify where the main entrance is, 
especially since only one (1) entrance is visible from the street. 

 
Ms. Mattox stated that non-artists will often notice the sculpture. She wants the door to have the same 

effect and help brand the building.  

 
Commissioner Arrington asked if the new logo is currently on the sign. 

 
Ms. Mattox responded that it is not currently on the sign. They will put a banner up in September for 

their celebration with a slogan and the new logo. They then hope to reuse part of the banner as a flag. 
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Commissioner Horner stated that she has an issue with painting the shutters blue but does not have an 
issue with painting the door orange. She has no issue with the door because there are already so many 

doors that are painted bright colors in that area. She noted that both would be absolutely against the 
guidelines. 

 

Ms. Mattox responded that she would be happy with just an orange door.      
 

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

 
AYES: Arrington, Erquiaga, Shipe               3 

NOES: Horner                    1 

ABSTENTIONS:                      0 
ABSENT: Langseth, Lifsey, McSwain                3 

 
d) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Lifsey): Request of Evrard Lacroix to replace metal 

roof of rear porch with an EPDM material at 1011 Harrison Street. (HPC2106-0014) 

  
Mr. Evrard Lacroix was not present to represent the application.  

 
The Commission tabled the item until the August 16, 2021 meeting due to lack of information. 

 
e) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner McSwain): Request of Ann Schoew, on behalf of 

Orange Canoe, LLC, to do extensive work at 415 13th Street. (HPC2107-0002) 

  
Ms. Ann Schoew and Mr. Oliver Geoghegan were present to represent the application. A five (5) inch 

half-round gutter will be installed on the front of the house to match what exists on the back. The roof 
will be replaced, which was previously approved, and the existing hidden gutter will be removed. 

 

Commissioner Arrington asked if the hidden gutters could be redone. 
 

Mr. Geoghegan responded that the hidden gutters could be redone with extensive work, manipulation, 
and cost. The proposed five (5) inch half-round gutters will match what exists on the back of the house 

and will be better for the pitch of the roof.  

 
Ms. Schoew added that this type of gutter will also match the neighboring house. 

 
Commissioner Arrington asked if the gutters will be white. 

 
Mr. Geoghegan responded that the gutters will be galvanized. A HVAC unit will also be added to the 

northeast side of the house and will serve three (3) mini splits on the interior. The unit will be twenty-

four (24) inches by twenty-four (24) inches and sixteen (16) inches deep. 
 

Commissioner Erquiaga asked if the unit will be visible from the road. 
 

Mr. Geoghegan responded that the HVAC unit will be on the backend of the house. There is no shrubbery 

there currently but some will be added. The existing first story, left southwest façade window will be 
raised to countertop height to accommodate a kitchen counter. Mr. Geoghegan plans to dissect the 

sashes and rebuild the window back shorter using pieces from the existing window. It will be twelve (12) 
to fourteen (14) inches. If this is not done, there will be a void behind the counter. The same will be 

done for the existing second story, left southwest façade window to accommodate a bathroom vanity. It 
will be the same height as the kitchen window. The existing first story, back façade window will be 

replaced with three (3) casement windows that were recovered from a different house and have the 
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same mullion size, material, and style. The only difference is that these are two (2) over five (5) panels 
and are not double hung. A pair of casement windows will also be added to the second story, right, back 

façade outside of the shower on the back of the house. They are reclaimed from the same house as the 
other casement windows.  

 

Commissioner Erquiaga asked if the back of the house is visible from the street. 
 

Mr. Geoghegan and Commissioner Horner responded that it is not visible. 
 

Mr. Geoghegan continued that the existing second story, left, back window will be replaced with a double 
hung, reclaimed wooden window and Ms. Schoew added that the existing window is vinyl. 

 

Mr. Geoghegan continued that the existing first story, back façade windows will be replaced with three 
(3) reclaimed casement windows. This is on the back side in the kitchen where there currently is not 

enough light. Two (2) of the windows will be operational and the center window will be fixed. A pair of 
reclaimed casement windows will be added to the second story, right, back façade. Three reclaimed 

casement windows will be added to the second story, left, NE façade. 

 
Commissioner Erquiaga asked to see a picture of the replacement windows. 

 
Mr. Geoghegan added that work, like sanding and re-glazing, will need to be done to the replacement 

windows to “bring them back to life”. 
 

Commissioner Arrington asked if there are any alternative to shortening the bathroom window.  

 
Mr. Geoghegan responded that there are no real alternatives. The door is a pocket door and the layout is 

small so it is hard to position everything.  
 

Ms. Schoew added that there is just one (1) room upstairs and reiterated that the space is small. 

 
Commissioner Arrington stated that she does not have an issue with the window in the kitchen being 

shortened but would prefer to keep the other windows uniform in size, especially since the bathroom 
window matches the windows on the front of the house. 

 

Commissioner Erquiaga noted that the existing windows are two (2) over two (2) and the replacement 
windows will be three (3) over three (3).  

 
Mr. Geoghegan responded that is not correct. The replacement windows are a sash window and are two 

(2) over two (2). The casement windows are the only ones that are different and are two (2) over five 
(5).  

 

Commissioner Erquiaga asked for clarification that all of the windows will be replaced and will be uniform. 
 

Mr. Geoghegan and Ms. Schoew responded that is correct and that they will be replaced in-kind with 
what exists. 

 

Commissioner Horner stated that this house is situated in a way that it is only visible if someone is 
intentionally going to look at it.     

 
Commissioner Shipe stated that this would be a fairly radical change.   

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

seconded by Commissioner Arrington and passed by the following vote: 
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AYES: Arrington, Erquiaga, Horner, Shipe             4 

NOES:                       0 
ABSTENTIONS:                      0 

ABSENT: Langseth, Lifsey, McSwain                3 

 
f) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Shipe): Request of Timothy and Kate Leeland to 

add balusters on the front porch and handrails on the stairs at 716 Cabell Street. 
(HPC2107-0003) 

  
Mr. Scott Fogleman, the Leeland’s realtor, was present to represent the application. During the 

acquisition of the property, they discovered that it won’t pass insurance due to lack of handrails and 

balusters. As a safety measure, they are requesting to add some. 
 

Commissioner Horner noted that it is likely that this must be done to bring the property up to code.  
 

Commissioner Arrington asked if what is currently on the house is original. 

 
Mr. Fogleman responded that he is not sure. The prior owner was an investor who bought the property in 

foreclosure and flipped it so there are no handrails and balusters at the moment.  
 

Commissioner Erquiaga asked what design and profile they are requesting. 
 

Mr. Fogleman responded that he does not have all of the details but believes they are requesting to 

match the submitted photos. He added that they would also like to request approval to paint the existing 
lattice to match the porch.  

 
Commissioner Erquiaga asked for clarification on what Mr. Fogleman means by a “basic” handrail. 

 

Mr. Fogleman showed the Commission the photographs he was sent by the Leelands. They will be about 
three (3) feet tall to match code and three (3) to four (4) inches wide.  

 
Commissioner Shipe asked for confirmation that the material used would be wood. 

 

Mr. Fogleman responded that is correct. 
 

Commissioner Arrington asked if they will be installing handrails on the steps. 
 

Mr. Fogleman responded that is correct.  
 

Commissioner Shipe asked if there will be handrails on both sides of the steps. 

 
Mr. Fogleman responded that the handrails will be on both sides in order to match code and meet the 

needs of the Leelands. 
 

Commissioner Erquiaga made a motion to approve the application with the addition of painting 

the lattice to match the porch. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Shipe and passed by the 
following vote: 

 
AYES: Arrington, Erquiaga, Horner, Shipe             4 

NOES:                       0 
ABSTENTIONS:                      0 

ABSENT: Langseth, Lifsey, McSwain                3 
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4.   OLD BUSINESS: 

 
a) ACTION (Advocate-Commissioner Arrington): Request of Kelvin Moore, on behalf of 

Matthew Johnson, to add railings to proposed decks at 1518 14th Street. (HPC2107-0004) 

 
Mr. Kelvin Moore was present to represent the application. He submitted a railing design for the main 

level and roof level decks at the rear of the house.  
 

Commissioner Horner noted that the Commission requested that Mr. Moore come back with specific 
information regarding the railing. 

 

Commissioner Erquiaga stated that this does not appear historic.  
 

Mr. Moore responded that it was taken directly from the guidelines. 
 

Commissioner Erquiaga asked if the decks will be visible from the street. 

 
Mr. Moore responded that they will be visible from the street.  

 
Commissioner Arrington asked if there are existing railings on the front of the house. 

 
Mr. Moore responded that there are not. 

 

Ms. Eve Mergenthaler read from the guidelines, which state that “They should be simple rather than 
ornate in design. If visible from the street, it is recommended that wood decks have square wood 

balusters set no more than three inches apart. Balusters should be no more than 2" in width and depth.” 
 

Commissioner Shipe asked if the decks will be wooden and if they will be painted. 

 
Mr. Moore responded that the decks will be wooden but he is unsure if they will be painted. It is likely the 

owner will want to paint them after the wood “cures”.  
 

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

seconded by Commissioner Erquiaga and passed by the following vote: 
 

AYES: Arrington, Erquiaga, Horner, Shipe             4 
NOES:                       0 

ABSTENTIONS:                      0 
ABSENT: Langseth, Lifsey, McSwain                3 

 

5.   NEXT MEETING DAY: 
The next regular meeting is scheduled for August 16, 2021. 

 
6.   ADJOURNMENT: 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5:21 p.m. 

 
 

               
                 

ATTEST: ____________________________________ ATTEST: _________________________________ 
                              Secretary                                                        Chair 


